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Inits current form the Innovative Clean Transit rule, divests in
critical public goods and services by nandati ng a technol ogy that
is not viable for its intended use:

-Electric buses cost nearly 3.5 tinmes that of a CNG bus with ranges
that far exceed that of their electric counterpart. Some systenms in
rural California received as little at $34,000 fromFTA and limted
financial support from State and | ocal governments: this mandate
has the potential to limt and/or stop services in |ess affluent

ar eas.

-The rule provides limted-termincentive funding but no dedi cated
funding to offset the cost of a nmuch nore expensive technol ogy.
-Current mandates by the federal government specifically bar

pur chases of Chinese-manufactured buses (i.e. - electric buses.)
-The acceptability of ZEB as an alternative to | ess clean vehicles
has been postured by | obbyists fromelectric bus manufacturers:
actual data provided from ZEB-i npl enent ed agencies in Oregon and
BAY- area, CA show that actual range is generally 1/3-2/3 of
estimates posited by ZEB-nanufacturers and hi ghly dependent on
terrains. These vehicles sinply do not travel on one charge to
conpl ete an average route.

-This regulation would require rural agencies to cut life line
services (such as Plumas Transit's service to the nearest najor

nedi cal center) as the distance travel ed coul d not be provided by
ANY known el ectric vehicle as of today

-This regul ation highly favors affluent urban areas and their
public transit systens with no acknow edgerment of funding

di fferences/ FO and DAR niles traveled in rural areas.

-The added wei ght of battery packs could Iinmt the anmount of
passengers all owed on a vehicle and MORE | MPORTANTLY: the anount of
ADA wheel chair - passengers on a vehicle.

-This regul ati on does not address caveats presented that could
potentially cause agencies to fall out of conpliance with both
federal and state [aw and the Americans with Disabilities Act.

-The inmpact of this regulation on a public good that seeks to limt
road congestion and singl e-occupancy vehicle reliance could lead to
services cut - having the opposite, intended consequence.

For all these reasons, | request the Board and esteened staff take
i nto consideration both the nuances of the proposed regul ati on and
of a spurious technology - both the mandated technol ogy and the
regulation in its current formare incredibly harnful to public
transit, HOV infrastructure, and the head way California has just
started to nake on coordinating transit and nobility services in
the state. | respectfully ask you to consider a reinvestnent in
mass transportation rather than a divestiture; our state needs |ess



reliance on SOV s and nore nmobility options.
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