Form Letter 1 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Martin

Last Name: Tripp

Email Address: recn@sbcglobal.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Martin Tripp
Santa Clarita, CA 91390

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 10:21:07



Form Letter 2 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Linda

Last Name: Fidell

Email Address: lindafidell @csun.edu
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Li nda Fi del |
Morro Bay, CA 93442

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 10:25:19



Form Letter 3for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Albert

Last Name: Weckel

Email Address: acweckel @gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Al bert Weckel
Novat o, CA 94949

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 10:31:24



Form Letter 4 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Maria

Last Name: Ruiz

Email Address: mdruiz277@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Maria Ruiz
Novat o, CA 94949

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 10:32:27



Form Letter 5for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Courtney

Last Name: Christoffer

Email Address: christoffer66@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Courtney Christoffer
Upl and, CA 91786

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 10:39:49



Form Letter 6 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Joan

Last Name: Andersson

Email Address: joanandersson200@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Joan Ander sson
Ber kel ey, CA 94708

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 10:47:04



Form Letter 7 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: J. Michagl

Last Name: Bossert

Email Address. bossert@csus.edu
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
J. Mchael Bossert
Sacr ament o, CA 95825

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 10:53:42



Form Letter 8 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Elaine

Last Name: Wander Leclaire

Email Address: wanderelaine@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
El ai ne Wander Leclaire
Rodeo, CA 94572

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 10:57:12



Form Letter 9 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Nan

Last Name: Ayers

Email Address. nxayers@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Nan Ayers
Ri chnond, CA 94804

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:02:15



Form Letter 10 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Ballard

Email Address: tdbaction@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Tom Bal | ard
Sant ee, CA 92071

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:11:08



Form Letter 11 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: p

Last Name: e

Email Address: axclusiv_97@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,

p e
Beverly Hills, CA 90210

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:12:43



Form Letter 12 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Merrill

Last Name: Berge

Email Address: merrillberge@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Elimnate fossil fuel subsidies, not clean transportation funding!
Your proposed amendnments to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our

tool kit of climate policies for the 2020s. There is too much on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on progranms, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-em ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol | uti ng biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climate goals w thout
harnessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Merrill Berge
Camarillo, CA 93010

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:14:20



Form Letter 13 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Kenneth

Last Name: Pennington

Email Address: kpnn.pol @mac.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Kennet h Penni ngt on
Ventura, CA 93001

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:14:26



Form Letter 14 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: VICTOR

Last Name: PAGLIA

Email Address: vic_paglia@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
VI CTOR PAGLI A
Newport Beach, CA 92663

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:28:01



Form Letter 15for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Nancy

Last Name: Joachim

Email Address: nancy.joachimmd@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Nancy Joachi m
Ber kel ey, CA 94704

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:28:28



Form Letter 16 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Tamara

Last Name: Swanson

Email Address: childrenfirst66@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Tanmara Swanson
Monrovi a, CA 91016

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:29:55



Form Letter 17 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - 45 Day.

First Name: Daryl

Last Name: .Gale

Email Address: turtleperson@earthlink.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Crappy Californiaair!
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Daryl .CGale
Los Angel es, CA 90013

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:30:35



Form Letter 18 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Meera

Last Name: P

Email Address: payment-broth@iclohd.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Meera P
Frenont, CA 94539

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:31:00



Form Letter 19 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Judith

Last Name: Borcz

Email Address: judy@norquay.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Judith Borcz
Redwood City, CA 94062

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:33:28



Form Letter 20 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Marie

Last Name: VanderLinde

Email Address: marievl88@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Mari e Vander Li nde
Grand Rapids, M 49507

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:33:47



Form Letter 21 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Ann

Last Name: Nitzan

Email Address: ann.nitzan@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Ann Nitzan
Palo Alto, CA 94301

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:34:20



Form Letter 22 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Brian

Last Name: Gygi

Email Address: bgygi2@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,

Brian Gygi
Ri chnond, CA 94804

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:39:14



Form Letter 23 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Katie

Last Name: Thibodeau

Email Address: knicolel02@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Kati e Thi bodeau
Cal abasas, CA 91302

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:43:45



Form Letter 24 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Shirley

Last Name: Shelangoski

Email Address: 5js_159@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals. Thank you for updating your plan



Si ncerely,
Shirl ey Shel angoski
Pl easant Hill, CA 94523

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 11:43:59



Form Letter 25 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Jane

Last Name: Edwards

Email Address:. jpedwards@ca.rr.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Jane Edwar ds
La Pal ma, CA 90623

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 12:11:24



Form Letter 26 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Seren

Last Name: Bradshaw

Email Address: seren.bradshaw@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Seren Bradshaw
West wood, CA 96137

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 12:31:36



Form Letter 27 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Christine

Last Name: Fisher

Email Address: chrisfisher4d2@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard for sustainability
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Christine Fisher
Newar k, CA 94560

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 12:34:12



Form Letter 28 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: W.E.

Last Name: Miller

Email Address; 3841miller@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on prograns, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-eni ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unlike the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our clinmate
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol luting bi ofuels that end up conbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil companies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conmbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot nmeet our clean air and climate goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this nultibillion-dollar programfor our zero emi ssions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's ambitious goals.

Si ncerely,
WE. Mller
QGakl and, CA 94602



Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 12:43:17



Form Letter 29 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Carlton

Last Name: Sloan

Email Address: carlton@newworldparty.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please Reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Carl ton Sl oan
Guernevill e, CA 95446

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 12:45:23



Form Letter 30 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Mary

Last Name: Baville

Email Address: mary.baville@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Mary Baville
San Di mas, CA 91773

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 12:47:38



Form Letter 31 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Vaerie

Last Name: Johnson

Email Address; valeriegohnson@earthlink.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Val eri e Johnson
Mssion Hlls, CA 91345

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 12:58:28



Form Letter 32 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Michagl

Last Name: Cline

Email Address: mrcline@clinefoto.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
M chael Cine
I ndi o, CA 92201

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 12:59:10



Form Letter 33 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Alfredo

Last Name: Lopez

Email Address: jovany.lopez@pukuu.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard for the betterment of future generations
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Al fredo Lopez
Pacoi ma, CA 91331

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 13:00:26



Form Letter 34 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Cecdlia

Last Name: Crane

Email Address: ceceliacrane52@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Cecelia Crane
Sout h Lake Tahoe, CA 96150

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 13:00:48



Form Letter 35 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ruby

Last Name: Miller

Email Address: rubygracemiller@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Ruby M I er
Chul a Vista, CA 91913

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 13:14:37



Form Letter 36 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: William

Last Name: Bossinger

Email Address: bbossingerl@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
W1 Iiam Bossi nger
Ant el ope, CA 95843

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 13:39:05



Form Letter 37 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - 45 Day.

First Name: Susan

Last Name: Boggiano

Email Address: susanboggiano@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Susan Boggi ano
Gakl and, CA 94605

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 13:54:47



Form Letter 38 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sharon

Last Name: Clark

Email Address: mt.rainier93@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Sharon C ark
Auburn, CA 95603

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 13:56:38



Form Letter 39 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Victor

Last Name: Torres

Email Address: viczalasar@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Victor Torres
Oxnard, CA 93033

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 14:03:56



Form Letter 40 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Laura

Last Name: Laughlin

Email Address: lauravlaughlin@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Laura Laughlin
Sacranment o, CA 95831

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 14:10:14



Form Letter 41 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Pegalee

Last Name: Benda

Email Address. pegaleeczek@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Pegal ee Benda
Sonoma, CA 95476

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 14:10:59



Form Letter 42 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Joan

Last Name: Poss

Email Address: ilsasso2003@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Joan Poss
Fresno, CA 93704

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 14:21:27



Form Letter 43 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Alexander

Last Name: Vollmer

Email Address: abvollmer@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Al exander Vol | mer
San Rafael, CA 94901

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-14 14:21:58



Form Letter 44 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gail

Last Name: Camhi

Email Address: gailcamhi24@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Gai |l Canhi
Novat o, CA 94949

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 06:45:44



Form Letter 45 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sabrena

Last Name: Rodriguez

Email Address: sabrena.rodriguez@venturausd.org
Affiliation:

Subject: reform LCFS
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

There is too nuch on the line for our clinmate to get this critica
program so wrong.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elinminating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climate goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future.

Si ncerely,

Sabrena Rodri guez
Ventura, CA 93001

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 07:10:41



Form Letter 46 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Karel

Last Name: Kretzschmar

Email Address: fx3taxi@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Kar el Kretzschmar
San Franci sco, CA 94118

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 09:50:53



Form Letter 47 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Jasmine

Last Name: Tokuda

Email Address. Jasmine@JasmineBazaar.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Bi of uel s are not renewable. Let'sinvest in solar, wnd, geotherma
and wave energy production instead.

Si ncerely,
Jasm ne Tokuda
Al aneda, CA 94501

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 09:59:56



Form Letter 48 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: gerry

Last Name: racik

Email Address: grgerrac@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
gerry racik
San Di ego, CA 92128

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 10:05:56



Form Letter 49 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Mishwa

Last Name: Lee

Email Address: mishwalee@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Pl ease prove that your agency is really dedicated to protecting our
& your air. As a SF resident with asthnma and a grandnother | care.

Your proposed anendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our

tool kit of climate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
line for our climate to get this critical programso wong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportation prograns, which nakes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the clinmate sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero emi ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol | uti ng biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elimnating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincone Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climate goals w thout
har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and



overhauling this nmultibillion-dollar programfor our zero em ssions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.

Si ncerely,

M shwa Lee
San Franci sco, CA 94124

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 10:28:06



Form Letter 50 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Linda

Last Name: Ferreira

Email Address: lindalferreira@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Li nda Ferreira
Sant a Rosa, CA 95409

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 10:30:47



Form Letter 51 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Persephone

Last Name: Maywald

Email Address: wherevertherapy @gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Per sephone Maywal d
Mcki nl eyvill e, CA 95519

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 10:35:27



Form Letter 52 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Kathryn

Last Name: Santana

Email Address: kathryn.gahira@gmil.comt
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Kat hryn Sant ana
Concord, CA 94518

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 10:46:18



Form Letter 53 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: O'Neill

Last Name: Louchard

Email Address: oneill @olympus.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
O Neill Louchard
Visalia, CA 93292

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 10:49:39



Form Letter 54 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Thornhill

Email Address: robertthornhill 14@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Robert Thornhill
C ackamas, OR 97015

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 11:04:24



Form Letter 55 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: rosine

Last Name: simitian

Email Address. rosysim@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
rosine simtian
Los Angel es, CA 90065

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 11:23:29



Form Letter 56 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Lorraine

Last Name: Gilbert

Email Address: Iffngilbert@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Lorraine G| bert
Signal H 1, CA 90755

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 11:28:36



Form Letter 57 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Ruth

Last Name: Hardin

Email Address: ruth.crossroads@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Rut h Hardin
Ur bandal e, | A 50322

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 11:36:22



Form Letter 58 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Katherine

Last Name: Aker

Email Address: kathiaker@icloud.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Kat heri ne Aker
Tuj unga, CA 91042

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 11:48:56



Form Letter 59 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Madeline

Last Name: Covey

Email Address: madelinecovey @gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Madel i ne Covey
Pal o Alto, CA 94306

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 12:10:48



Form Letter 60 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: DM

Last Name: Myers

Email Address. dmmyers@pm.me
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
DM Myers
San Franci sco, CA 94146

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 12:28:36



Form Letter 61 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Janice

Last Name: Wood

Email Address: janicehayeswood64@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Jani ce Wod
Laf ayette, CA 94549

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 12:30:56



Form Letter 62 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Lori A

Last Name: Hammett

Email Address: |aluvskats@outlook.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Lori A Hammett
Al bugquer que, NM 87111

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 13:01:27



Form Letter 63 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Jay

Last Name: Weiner

Email Address: jaymw@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



I amliterally sick of subversion of clean energy funding into nore
burning fuels. | amliving surrounded by fossil fue

nonstrosities, Chevron, Valero, etc., with the periodic rel eases
and the flaring on a regular basis. Put the noney into electrified
transport fromrenewabl e sources. Build the solar infrastructure
needed for all electric vehicles!

Si ncerely,
Jay Wi ner
San Pabl o, CA 94806

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 13:07:26



Form Letter 64 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: wayne

Last Name: marien

Email Address: pickled-soled.0z@icloud.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
wayne marien
Mont er ey, CA 93940

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 13:11:52



Form Letter 65for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Roberto

Last Name: Esquivel Sr

Email Address: resquivel0831@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Robert o Esqui vel Sr
San Antonio, TX 78212

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 13:17:37



Form Letter 66 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: David

Last Name: Councilman

Email Address: dlcouncilman@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Davi d Counci | man
M nneapolis, M 55426

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 13:38:58



Form Letter 67 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Joan

Last Name: Miller

Email Address:. joanledlie6514@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Joan M1l er
Anahei m CA 92804

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 13:39:25



Form Letter 68 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Catherine

Last Name: Ronan

Email Address: cmronan@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Stop subsidizing LCFS
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Cat heri ne Ronan
Los Angel es, CA 90066

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 13:40:03



Form Letter 69 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Gilles

Last Name: de Brouwer

Email Address: gdebrouwer@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
G |l es de Brouwer
Cypress, CA 90630

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 13:44:28



Form Letter 70 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Carell

Last Name: Jantzen

Email Address: carell @egan.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Carel |l Jantzen
Sant a Barbara, CA 93105

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 14:08:50



Form Letter 71 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Darius

Last Name: Derakshan

Email Address: dderakshan@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Dari us Der akshan
Los Angel es, CA 90065

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 14:31:55



Form Letter 72 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Linda

Last Name: Tillery

Email Address: Itillery831@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Linda Tillery
Freedom CA 95019

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 14:43:35



Form Letter 73 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Constance

Last Name: Flannery

Email Address: msflannery@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Const ance Fl annery
San Franci sco, CA 94131

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 14:43:37



Form Letter 74 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Cyril

Last Name: Bouteille

Email Address: cyril4j@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Cyril Bouteille
Mount ai n Vi ew, CA 94043

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 14:46:01



Form Letter 75 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Susan

Last Name: Brisby

Email Address: sabrisby@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Susan Bri sby
Lancaster, CA 93536

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 14:55:37



Form Letter 76 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Joseph

Last Name: Razo

Email Address: joe_razo@verizon.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Joseph Razo
Camarillo, CA 93012

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 15:05:15



Form Letter 77 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Rhys

Last Name: Atkinson

Email Address: atkinsongatsby @gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Rhys At ki nson
Corte Madera, CA 94925

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 15:16:54



Form Letter 78 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Toula

Last Name: Siacotos

Email Address: toulas300@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Toul a Si acot os
Ri chnmond, CA 94801

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 15:29:48



Form Letter 79 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Mary

Last Name: Stanistreet

Email Address: mkstanistreet@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Mary Stani street
Ventura, CA 93003

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 16:05:16



Form Letter 80 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Patricia

Last Name: Goodson

Email Address: spiritlady2@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Patrici a Goodson
Cl ear| ake Caks, CA 95423

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 16:08:25



Form Letter 81 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Judy

Last Name: Johnson

Email Address: jujojo4343@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Judy Johnson
Pl acerville, CA 95667

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 16:10:34



Form Letter 82 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Susan

Last Name: Whisman

Email Address: whismansusan13@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Susan Wi snan
Sant a Rosa, CA 95409

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 16:15:54



Form Letter 83 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Jean

Last Name: Tepperman

Email Address: jeantepper@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Jean Tepper man
Ber kel ey, CA 94703

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 16:24:17



Form Letter 84 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Jorge

Last Name: Ortiz

Email Address: jorge.g.ortiz@mail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Jorge Otiz
Los Angel es, CA 90046

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 16:44:43



Form Letter 85 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Trudy

Last Name: Morgan

Email Address: morganmiller@pacific.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Trudy Morgan
Wki ah, CA 95482

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 16:46:34



Form Letter 86 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Sharon

Last Name: Sprouse

Email Address: sharonsprouse999@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Shar on Sprouse
Poway, CA 92064

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 16:48:46



Form Letter 87 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Joan

Last Name: Poss

Email Address: ilsasso2003@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Joan Poss
Fresno, CA 93704

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 16:52:19



Form Letter 88 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Rebecca

Last Name: Shirley

Email Address: cloudanc@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Rebecca Shirl ey
Santa Rosa, CA 95404

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 16:53:50



Form Letter 89 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Julie

Last Name: Vetrie

Email Address: jvetrie@att.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Julie Vetrie
Canyon Country, CA 91387

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 17:50:42



Form Letter 90 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Gilles

Last Name: Matin

Email Address. gmarin@chineitsang.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Glles Matin
San Rafael, CA 94903

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 18:01:17



Form Letter 91 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Captain Richard

Last Name: Gillette

Email Address: captain.rgillette@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Captain Richard Gllette
Cakhurst, CA 93644

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 18:20:00



Form Letter 92 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Julie

Last Name: Vetrie

Email Address: jvetrie@att.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Julie Vetrie
Canyon Country, CA 91387

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 18:33:18



Form Letter 93 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Matthews

Email Address: rickmmmm@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Ri chard Matt hews
San Pedro, CA 90731

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 18:52:22



Form Letter 94 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Julie

Last Name: Vetrie

Email Address: jvetrie@att.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Julie Vetrie
Canyon Country, CA 91387

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 18:56:46



Form Letter 95 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Shirley

Last Name: Craine

Email Address: scraine@myyahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Shirley Craine
Sacranment o, CA 95818

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 18:56:50



Form Letter 96 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Cabourne

Email Address: mcnjc@roadrunner.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
M ke Cabour ne
Ful l ert on, CA 92831

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 19:08:47



Form Letter 97 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Wendy R

Last Name: Johnson

Email Address: wendyragj @icoud.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Wendy R Johnson
Port Angel es, WA 98363

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 19:31:45



Form Letter 98 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Eva

Last Name: Lopez

Email Address: eval opez24910@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Eva Lopez
Gual al a, CA 95445

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 19:40:00



Form Letter 99 for Comment 5 for Proposed L ow Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Thomas

Last Name: Luce

Email Address: tomfluce@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Thomas Luce
Ber kel ey, CA 94703

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 19:42:34



Form Letter 100 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Brianna

Last Name: Egan

Email Address: brianngjuice@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility. We nust put all our focus and funding on
electrification projects, including electrifying bus fleets and
rail transportation. Let's not be swayed by dirty energy or

hydr ogen boondoggl es eit her

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout
harnessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this nmultibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions



future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.

Si ncerely,
Bri anna Egan
Redl| ands, CA 92373

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 19:46:35



Form Letter 101 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Terry

Last Name: Robinson

Email Address: trobinson@surewest.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Terry Robi nson
Citrus Heights, CA 95610

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 19:54:42



Form Letter 102 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Shannon

Last Name: Kemena

Email Address: skemena@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Shannon Kenena
El Kk Grove, CA 95758

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 19:58:59



Form Letter 103 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Janet

Last Name: Maker

Email Address. jamaker2001@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Janet Maker
Los Angel es, CA 90024

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 20:00:53



Form Letter 104 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Glenn

Last Name: Tannous

Email Address: gctannous@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
d enn Tannous
d endal e, CA 91205

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 20:05:34



Form Letter 105 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Jordis

Last Name: Moore

Email Address:. jordimoore2@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Jordis Mbore
San Ramon, CA 94583

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 20:08:38



Form Letter 106 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Katy

Last Name: Schlecht

Email Address: k.m.i.schlecht@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Katy Schl echt
Sal i nas, CA 93901

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 20:17:45



Form Letter 107 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - 45 Day.

First Name: Debbie

Last Name: Scannell

Email Address. debbie@scannell.us
Affiliation:

Subject: WHEN IS THIS HAPPENING? Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Debbi e Scannel |
San Gabriel, CA 91775

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 20:17:45



Form Letter 108 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: BethAnn

Last Name: Coombs

Email Address: bafcoombs@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Bet hAnn Coombs
Sacrament o, CA 95841

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 20:22:49



Form Letter 109 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Lisa

Last Name: Breslauer

Email Address: Ibreslauer@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Li sa Bresl auer
Woodl and, CA 95695

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 20:30:24



Form Letter 110 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Marilyn

Last Name: Ditmanson

Email Address: mditmanson@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Marilyn Ditmanson
Chi co, CA 95973

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 20:34:50



Form Letter 111 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Elvira

Last Name: Malabanan

Email Address: lvei_peregrino@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
El vi ra Mal abanan
Mant eca, CA 95337

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 20:57:30



Form Letter 112 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Bonita

Last Name: Werner

Email Address: bonniewerner@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Boni ta Wer ner
Ri versi de, CA 92507

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 20:59:48



Form Letter 113 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Georgia

Last Name: Carver

Email Address: carvergl @att.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
CGeorgi a Carver
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 21:09:51



Form Letter 114 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: jeffrey

Last Name: A sapin

Email Address: jsapin@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
jeffrey A sapin
Al t adena, CA 91001

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 21:12:31



Form Letter 115 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Jessica

Last Name: Powers

Email Address. auburna@msn.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Jessi ca Powers
Rancho Cucanonga, CA 91739

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 21:35:56



Form Letter 116 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Susan

Last Name: Brown

Email Address: sbrown.politics@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Susan Brown
Sacrament o, CA 95814

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 22:16:29



Form Letter 117 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Glenn

Last Name: Smith

Email Address: glenntrumpet@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Genn Snith
Nevada City, CA 95959

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 22:21:44



Form Letter 118 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Marg

Last Name: Hoy

Email Address: mahoyle@icloud.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Mar g Hoy
Escondi do, CA 92025

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 22:27:38



Form Letter 119 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Patricia

Last Name: Flowers

Email Address; protutor619@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Patricia Flowers
| mperi al Beach, CA 91932

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-15 22:48:45



Form Letter 120 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Pamela

Last Name: Bailey

Email Address. pmikkels@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Panel a Bail ey
Tal ent, OR 97540

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 00:00:17



Form Letter 121 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: VaerieC

Last Name: Stidean

Email Address: vstidean@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Val erie C Stidean
San Ber nardi no, CA 92404

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 00:00:29



Form Letter 122 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: AJ

Last Name: Cho

Email Address: amenoartemis@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
AJ Cho
San Leandro, CA 94579

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 00:00:31



Form Letter 123 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Rick

Last Name: Ehrhart

Email Address: rick_ehrhart@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Ri ck Ehrhart
San Jose, CA 95125

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 00:00:49



Form Letter 124 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Geoff

Last Name: Regalado

Email Address. gregalado74@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Ceof f Regal ado
Bur bank, CA 91503

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 00:01:01



Form Letter 125 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Michelle

Last Name: Biondini

Email Address. chelle4d7m@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
M chel | e Bi ondi ni
San Franci sco, CA 94134

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 00:01:02



Form Letter 126 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Robin

Last Name: Karp

Email Address: robinka22@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Robi n Kar p
San Di ego, CA 92139

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 00:01:18



Form Letter 127 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Cynkay

Last Name: Morningsong

Email Address: sacredescapades@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Cynkay Morni ngsong
Santa Rosa, CA 95407

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 00:16:35



Form Letter 128 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Howard

Email Address: RobertJefferyHoward@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Robert Howard
Mbdest o, CA 95350

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 00:35:04



Form Letter 129 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Sally

Last Name: Allen

Email Address: sallyjallen@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Sally Allen
Citrus Heights, CA 95621

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 02:12:39



Form Letter 130 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Carol

Last Name: Weissberg

Email Address; shoshannah@socal.rr.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Carol Weissberg
Chat sworth, CA 91311

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 03:15:23



Form Letter 131 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Janet

Last Name: Melton

Email Address; janetmelton@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Janet Melton
Kel seyville, CA 95451

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 05:55:16



Form Letter 132 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Jennifer

Last Name: Nunn

Email Address: funtopiatoys@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Jenni fer Nunn
Sant a Rosa, CA 95403

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 06:06:44



Form Letter 133 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: PatriciaK.

Last Name: Eagan

Email Address: eddies-suited-0Or@icloud.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Patricia K. Eagan
Truckee, CA 96161

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 06:24:44



Form Letter 134 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Alfonso

Last Name: Monsivais

Email Address: alfonso.monsivais@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Al fonso Monsi vais
Covi na, CA 91722

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 06:27:46



Form Letter 135 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Kelly

Last Name: Seiler Vocke

Email Address: kelly.seilervocke@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Kelly Seiler Vocke
San Di ego, CA 92129

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 06:31:41



Form Letter 136 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Emmanuel

Last Name: Avila-Cortes

Email Address: e.avilacortes2017@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Emmanuel Avil a-Cortes
Moreno Val | ey, CA 92555

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 07:09:43



Form Letter 137 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Stan

Last Name: Souza

Email Address: srobertsouza@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
St an Souza
Sant a Rosa, CA 95401

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 07:17:24



Form Letter 138 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Carlos

Last Name: Flores

Email Address: indio510.cf@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Carl os Fl ores
Los Banos, CA 93635

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 07:28:30



Form Letter 139 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Chris

Last Name: Olson

Email Address. chrigeffersolson@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Chris d son
Beaverton, OR 97007

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 07:29:18



Form Letter 140 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: suzanne

Last Name: bastian

Email Address: ascendme@mcn.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
suzanne basti an
Gual al a, CA 95445

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 07:36:35



Form Letter 141 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Marla

Last Name: Armstrong

Email Address: armstrongmarla@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Marl a Arnstrong
Ri versi de, CA 92501

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 07:38:38



Form Letter 142 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Cate

Last Name: C

Email Address: catecalson@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Cate C
Al anmeda, CA 94501

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 07:52:47



Form Letter 143 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Brianna

Last Name: Knickerbocker

Email Address: briannaknickerbocker@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Bri anna Kni cker bocker
Reseda, CA 91335

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 08:14:56



Form Letter 144 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Eileen

Last Name: Fagan

Email Address: eileenfagan@att.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Ei | een Fagan
Val l ey Center, CA 92082

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 08:22:12



Form Letter 145 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Naghmeh

Last Name: Katsianos

Email Address. naghmeh@roadrunner.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Naghmeh Kat si anos
Hi ghl and, CA 92346

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 08:51:41



Form Letter 146 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Susan

Last Name: Briggs

Email Address: svb3290@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Susan Briggs
Newport Beach, CA 92660

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 09:09:07



Form Letter 147 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Maribel

Last Name: Andonian

Email Address; mrandonian@mac.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Mari bel Andoni an
Mont er ey, CA 93940

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 09:09:25



Form Letter 148 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Evelyn

Last Name: Isaak

Email Address: designut@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Evel yn | saak
Penngrove, CA 94951

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 09:10:37



Form Letter 149 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Rosy

Last Name: simitian

Email Address. rosysim@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Rosy simtian
Los Angel es, CA 90065

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 09:12:29



Form Letter 150 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Helen kate

Last Name: Mcallister

Email Address: hkmcallister3@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Hel en kate Mallister
Hi dden Val |l ey Lake, CA 95467

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 09:23:33



Form Letter 151 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Helen kate

Last Name: Mcallister

Email Address: hkmcallister3@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Hel en kate Mallister
Hi dden Val |l ey Lake, CA 95467

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 09:39:53



Form Letter 152 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Gloria

Last Name: Albert

Email Address: gloria@wellnessworksusa.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
A oria Albert
Sant a Moni ca, CA 90403

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 09:53:41



Form Letter 153 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Nan

Last Name: Ayers

Email Address. nxayers@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Nan Ayers
Ri chnond, CA 94804

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 09:54:15



Form Letter 154 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Michelle

Last Name: McCurdy

Email Address: momccurdy @gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
M chel | e McCurdy
San Di ego, CA 92124

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 10:06:34



Form Letter 155 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Lee

Last Name: Sparling

Email Address: |sparling2@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Lee Sparling
San Ranmon, CA 94583

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 10:12:38



Form Letter 156 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Paula

Last Name: Milan

Email Address. pmilan311@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Paul a M| an
Sacr ament o, CA 95820

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 10:18:46



Form Letter 157 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Lewy

Email Address: mlewy94708@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
M chael Lewy
Ber kel ey, CA 94708

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 10:57:07



Form Letter 158 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Tina

Last Name: Baker

Email Address; GoTWeener@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Ti na Baker
Appl e Val l ey, CA 92307

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 11:04:59



Form Letter 159 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Sandra

Last Name: Levas

Email Address: sandylevas@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Sandra Levas
Los Banos, CA 93635

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 11:10:16



Form Letter 160 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Peggy

Last Name: Holmes

Email Address: pegjane6@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Peggy Hol nes
Pi nol e, CA 94564

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 11:12:33



Form Letter 161 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Judy

Last Name: Kahle

Email Address: ourplanethome-care@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Judy Kahl e
Fairfield, CA 94533

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 11:15:58



Form Letter 162 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Elizabeth

Last Name: Floersch

Email Address; ktnaflac@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
El i zabet h Fl oersch
Goodl ettsville, TN 37072

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 11:34:16



Form Letter 163 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Larry

Last Name: Fuller

Email Address: |jjf@ptd.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Larry Fuller
Cat hedral City, CA 92234

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 11:37:39



Form Letter 164 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Lori

Last Name: Kegler

Email Address: |ori.kegler@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Lori Kegl er
San Pedro, CA 90731

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 11:42:49



Form Letter 165 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - 45 Day.

First Name: Nat

Last Name: Childs

Email Address. nat@asis.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please update the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Nat Childs
Quartzsite, AZ 85359

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 11:43:57



Form Letter 166 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Eva

Last Name: Lopez

Email Address: eval opez24910@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Eva Lopez
Gual al a, CA 95445

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 11:43:58



Form Letter 167 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Shirley

Last Name: Craine

Email Address: scraine@myyahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Shirley Craine
Sacranment o, CA 95818

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 11:56:34



Form Letter 168 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: David

Last Name: Kinkaid

Email Address: glibishe@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Davi d Ki nkai d
San Di ego, CA 92110

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 12:42:36



Form Letter 169 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: George

Last Name: Fosselius

Email Address: gfosselius@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
CGeorge Fosselius
El Cerrito, CA 94530

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 12:48:24



Form Letter 170 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Susan

Last Name: Whisman

Email Address: whismansusan13@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Susan Wi snan
Sant a Rosa, CA 95409

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 13:32:43



Form Letter 171 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Brandes

Email Address: richardbrandes@mac.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Ri chard Brandes
Newbury Park, CA 91320

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 13:35:55



Form Letter 172 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Anne

Last Name: van Oppen

Email Address; annevo5@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Anne van Oppen
Wi ght wood, CA 92397

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 13:59:22



Form Letter 173 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Jimmy

Last Name: Francis

Email Address; lenfra@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Jimy Francis
Tenecul a, CA 92592

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 14:01:51



Form Letter 174 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - 45 Day.

First Name: Carol

Last Name: Bistick

Email Address: linagata8@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Carol Bistick
San Ansel nmo, CA 94979

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 14:39:03



Form Letter 175 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Denis

Last Name: Berardo

Email Address. denisb@writeme.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Deni s Berardo
Long Beach, CA 90807

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 14:58:34



Form Letter 176 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Alexander B.

Last Name: Vollmer

Email Address: abvollmer@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed amendnments to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader.

The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the tune of billions of
dol l ars per year and has no place in our toolkit of climate
policies for the 2020s.

There is too much on the line for our climate to get this critica
program so wrong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportation prograns, which nakes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the clinmate sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero emi ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol | uti ng biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elimnating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincone Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climate goals w thout
har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and



overhauling this nmultibillion-dollar programfor our zero em ssions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.

Si ncerely,

Al exander B. Vol | ner
San Rafael, CA 94901

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 15:12:46



Form Letter 177 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: George

Last Name: Fosselius

Email Address: gfosselius@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
CGeorge Fosselius
El Cerrito, CA 94530

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 15:18:52



Form Letter 178 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Bea

Last Name: Szk

Email Address: beata359@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Bea Szk
Mount ai n Vi ew, CA 94043

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 15:20:38



Form Letter 179 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Thomas

Last Name: Carlton

Email Address: tomcarlton2001@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
Thomas Carlton
Culver City, CA 90232

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 15:25:41



Form Letter 180 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: George

Last Name: Fosselius

Email Address: gfosselius@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
CGeorge Fosselius
El Cerrito, CA 94530

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 15:42:51



Form Letter 181 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: George

Last Name: Fosselius

Email Address: gfosselius@comcast.ner
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the only way to neet air quality
standards is through elininating conbustion altogether, not piling
on billions of dollars in lavish incentives for conbustion each and
every year. By focusing on real air pollution solutions, you could
add a clean air multiplier to the credits system especially for
public fleets that transport many people at once, would deliver
maj or benefits for California's air quality and throwa lifeline to
cash-strapped transit agencies that | owincome Californians depend
on for nobility.

California cannot neet our clean air and climte goals w thout

har nessi ng the power of the Low Carbon Fuel Standard and
overhauling this multibillion-dollar programfor our zero enissions
future. Please act expeditiously to reformthe programto achieve
our state's anbitious goals.



Si ncerely,
CGeorge Fosselius
El Cerrito, CA 94530

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2024-02-16 16:04:58



Form Letter 182 for Comment 5 for Proposed Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Amendments (Icfs2024) - .

First Name: Lynn

Last Name: Howard

Email Address: lynnulaff @me.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please reform the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Your proposed anmendnents to California' s Low Carbon Fuel Standard
are a climate policy failure that backslides on the state's role as
a climate | eader. The program subsi di zes conbustion fuels to the
tune of billions of dollars per year and has no place in our
toolkit of clinmate policies for the 2020s. There is too nuch on the
l[ine for our clinate to get this critical programso w ong.

CGovernor Newsom s budget proposes significant delays and cuts of
hundreds of millions of dollars to vital zero-em ssion
transportati on programs, which makes it all the nore urgent to use
the Low Carbon Fuel Standard to nore fully support zero-emn ssions
transportation. Historically, California has thrown good noney
after bad, and devoted 80% of the LCFS's $3 to 4 billion each and
every year to conbustion technology. It would be wild to all ow
these funds to continue to | anguish on the climte sidelines,

i nstead of anchoring our transition to a zero-enissions future.

The worl d has changed a | ot since the inplenentation of the LCFS in
2009. Unli ke the 2000s, we have a north star goal for our climte
and the air we breathe: zero em ssions transportation. Continuing
to invest the billions in revenue fromthe LCFS into harnful and
pol l uting biofuels that end up conmbusted, instead of electric
vehi cl es powered by clean energy, hanpers our efforts to fight the
climate crisis while enriching oil conpanies and industria

agricul ture.

| urge you to correct your course and noderni ze the program by

refl ecting your consensus that the onl