Comment 1 for AB179 Joint M eeting with CARB/CTC/HCD
(ab179car bctchcd2022) - Non-Reg.

First Name: ADRIAN

Last Name: GUERRERO

Email Address: contabilidad.al pitransport@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: firm for natural gas tractors
Comment:

firmfor natural gas tractors
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Comment 2 for AB179 Joint M eeting with CARB/CTC/HCD
(ab179car bctchcd2022) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Ryan

Last Name: Collins

Email Address: rcollins@waste101.com
Affiliation: Tahoe Truckee Disposal Co Inc

Subject: ZEV Concerns for High Elevation Operations
Comment:

Good afternoon,

W are a small solid waste haul er and processor servicing the
Tahoe, Truckee, Sierra comunity. We respectfully submt our
coments and concerns for truck electrification in high elevation
areas and for solid waste collection vehicles.

Col d Weat her

Battery |ssues
o

Range can be

reduced by 10-40%in the winter due to Lithiumlon perfornance
i ssues in cold weather, battery heating, and extended hydraulic
system war mup peri ods.

o

Due to our

fleet being stored outside, winter charging will be a significant

chal | enge as trucks can sonetines be buried in over 6 feet of snow
g

in
overni ght. Plowi ng operations and clearing will threaten to clip

wires and safety risk is a major concern

0
Li thium battery

chargi ng bel ow 32 degrees Fahrenheit can cause & dquo;!lithium

pl ati ng, & dquo; a chenical reaction that increases the internal
resi stance of the battery and ultimately causes a pernmanent
reduction of the battery& squo;s capacity. Mst of our charging
woul d occur bel ow 32 degrees (we experience consistent nighttine
tenperatures bel ow freezing in winter and shoul der seasons).

0
Char gi ng speed

can be reduced significantly in cold weather. Charge current nust
be reduced bel ow 41 degrees Fahrenheit because of reduced diffusion
rates. W are concerned that trucks nmay not be able to achieve a
full charge overnight.

o
On-road safety

is a major concern during winter nonths. Many tinmes, road closures
due to stornms and aval anches have | eft our vehicles stranded for
hours and can occur at the end of the day. Last winter, road
closures |l ed to passenger electric vehicles running out of charge,
strandi ng passengers, and requiring a major |local towing effort. W
fear that drivers could be simlarly stranded without heat in a
blizzard should they find thensel ves facing a road closure at the
end of the day.



Gid Capacity and Qutages

o] Qur current grid
can barely support building infrastructure, we will need to instal
hi gher capacity lines to support electrification

o Power outages can occur

for long durations. Last year we had over 25 days without grid
power, with 6 of those days being continuous, not to nention
intermttent grid power. CGenerators currently only support critica
buil ding functions (for exanple, only half of the MRF is powered
during an outage) and a significant nunber of generators and
battery banks would have to be installed to support fleet charging
during out ages.

Technol ogy and Cost

o The high torque required to service

the nmountain community will reduce range (This is one reason our
fuel burn per nmile is generally higher than industry). Sone roads
that we operate over can be around 15% gr ade.

o] Li thiumlon

batteri es experience nore rapi d degradati on when charged to 100%
capacity. This is why passenger electric vehicle manufacturers warn
agai n chargi ng over 80% and why nost civilian charging stations

sl ow charging after 80% W are concerned about range if trucks are
only charged to 80% and about battery degradation if charged to
100%

0o W are not aware of any current

electric trucks with soft-start functionality. The high torque of

el ectric vehicle notors can cause issues in slippery conditions and
transition fromice to dry pavenment could result in drive-train
damage.

o W have reviewed

nost of the currently avail abl e vehicles and none denonstrate the
necessary el ectrical capacity to support a full operating day.

o] It will be a

chal l enge to service rural routes that can require over 100 niles
of travel to and fromthe route (50 mles to route start, 50 miles
to MRF).

o W are concerned

about having adequate electricity for the collection of materials
i ke pine-needl es and Greenwaste, which require the truck packer to
be running near constantly throughout the day.

0 The added wei ght

of the electrical systemsignificantly reduces the hauling capacity
of vehicles, requiring nore vehicles to support normal route
operations.

o] Speci al i zed

electric trucks will constrain parts availability and aftermarket
options. This could cause del ays and extended vehicle down tine
(already an issue with current electric truck systens).

0 Speci al i zed

electric trucks will require significant nechanic training, repair
infrastructure, and cost.

o] We are not aware

of any current electric trucks that have swappabl e batteries. This
is an issue for operations as a truck will have to return to base
to charge when power is low It is also an issue for battery

repl acenent, as the truck will have to be shipped to a broker



capabl e of replacing the battery at the end of its useful

life.

0 W received a

guote from our broker for a & dquo;front | oader& dquo; and

it& squo;s estimated to be around $1 mllion, not including
charging infrastructure. An equival ent diesel-powered front | oader
currently costs close to $580,000. This will significantly increase
costs to rate payers.

We hope that our comrents can be

of use in reviewing the merits and chal |l enges of truck
electrification.

Thank you,

Ryan
TTSD
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Comment 3 for AB179 Joint M eeting with CARB/CTC/HCD
(ab179car bctchcd2022) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Connie

Last Name: Burke

Email Address; clcairns@hotmail.com
Affiliation: Concerned Citizen

Subject: Regulations impacting new car purchase out of state
Comment:

Hel | o,

My name is Connie Burke. | have been born and raised in Southern
California and am very upset about sonme recent regulations |

| ear ned about that have inpacted ny fanily.

My husband and | work extrenely hard to afford life here in
Southern California as a young mllenial famly with a smal

toddl er and newborn. Wth a newborn, we decided ny conpact car that
| have had for 10 years was no | onger going to be able to serve our
needs as a famly of four a we decided to purchase a SW. | did a

t remendous ampunt of research and found it was nore cost effective
for us to purchase a new 2022 vehi cl e than purchase a used vehicle
and found a great price on the vehicle we were | ooking for in

Ari zona.

Qoviously, travelling to Arizona with a newborn and toddl er

isn'"t ideal so we went to a local Southern California deal ership
that had the sanme vehicle and tried to negotiate a fair price. They
want ed over $7000 nore than the dealership in Arizona. Wth that
large difference in costs, we decided to nove forward on the
vehicle in Arizona after carefully reading the DW website and
confirmng the vehicle was 50 state certified and had the eni ssions
sticker.

We brought the vehicle honme and | then had the surprise of

finding out that ny brand new vehicle needed to get a snmpbg check
before the DW woul d issue the registration. | took the vehicle to
be snbgged, paid al nbpst $50 out of pocket to be told the vehicle
was not ready to be snpbgged. | had a | ong conversation with the
snpbg tech and then a long conversation with the car deal ership who
both confirmed, the car is too new to be snobgged and needs to be

driven. The deal ership reconmended | wait until | had 1000 niles on
the vehicle before conpleting a snmog check. | only drive 3000 niles
a year.

To make this clear, | now have to purposely go out to drive ny

brand new vehicle to get the mles on it to be able to be ready to
be smpbgged. That is wasting ny tine, gas (which is extrenmely costly
right now), noney and bringing unnecessary enissions to get this
vehicle to be at a point where it's ready for a snog check. And
wi Il now have to pay for a second snmpg test, directly inpacting the
bottomline on ny famly finances, again

If this exact sane vehicle had been sold to ne in CA it

woul dn't have to be snbgged. It's not |like the state isn't getting
their noney fromthe sale - | have to pay the difference in the

sal es tax, have to pay the DW for the title transfer and
registration/license fees.

| can understand the need for a snog if this was a used vehicle
coming in fromout of state, but this is a brand new vehicle. The



state doesn't require a snmpg check on new vehicles for a few years.
I"mhoping | can make you see howillogical it is to reasonable
people like me that you requrie a snog check on a brand new, 50
state certified vehicle and howit costs a nmddle class famly like
m ne precious time and resources.

Pl ease consi der changi ng the regul ati ons.

Best ,

Conni e
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Comment 4 for AB179 Joint M eeting with CARB/CTC/HCD
(ab179car bctchcd2022) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Brad

Last Name: Jensen

Email Address: Bradley.Jensen@cao.sbcounty.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on Advanced Fleet Regulations
Comment:

Attached is a comment letter fromthe San Bernardi no County
Board of Supervisors on the proposed Advanced Fl eet

Regul ati ons.

Best regards,

Brad Jensen

Director of Legislative Affairs

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/filessBARCU/barcu-attach/8-

ab179carbctchcd2022-BXY CZVUBAAWHY wJn.pdf'
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Comment 5 for AB179 Joint M eeting with CARB/CTC/HCD
(ab179car bctchcd2022) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Sasha

Last Name: Zbrozek

Email Address: zbrozek@zlnp.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Opportunities for emissions reduction via land-use policy
Comment:

It's wonderful to see these three mgjor institutions com ng
toget her to address challenges within California. Thank you.

While California's institutions are generally cogni zant of and
taki ng action to address direct causes of em ssions, we're not
doing as well on proxi mate causes. \Where we live, where we work
and what anmenities are nearby are huge drivers of transportation
demand and thus enissions. Please consider taking some actions that
coul d hel p address the gap

Use the RHNA process to address VMI. Right now there is no

requi renent for municipalities to address housing:jobs:anmenities
rati os as part of the RHNA process. Wthout that, we're unlikely to
see VMI per capita inmprovenents even if we do soneday see

i mprovenents in housing affordability.

Leverage new state |laws |liberalizing | and-use near transit. A
recent bevy of state | aws reduces | and-use restrictions in
proxinmty to transit. As we build newtransit, in addition to

t hi nki ng about where it mght serve existing comunities it should
be considered how it m ght enabl e new housing. Mdst of these |aws
enpower projects within half a mle of transit.

Create and publicly release a high-quality VMI dataset. Direct
energy use seens to be studied to death, but there's little
publicly-available data to hel p nodel VM inmpacts of |and-use

policy decisions. Personally, | suspect that building
nm ssi ng-m ddl e housing even if it depends on cars can dranatically
drive down VMI so long as it's well-located relative to jobs and

anenities. Unfortunately, my guess is no better than anybody el se's
wi t hout good data to support it. Produce the data and make it
easily available to enabl e better thinking.

Thank you,
Sasha Zbrozek

P.S. for CARB: Please sunset CaRFG in favor of Federal RFG That
standard is pretty good already, and with the passage of phase 3
will exceed California' s standards. Harnonizing will reduce prices
and i nprove market efficiency.
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Comment 1 for AB179 Joint M eeting with CARB/CTC/HCD
(ab179carbctchcd2022). (At Hearing)

First Name: lan

Last Name: Griffiths

Email Address: ian@seamlessbayarea.org
Affiliation: Seamless Bay Area

Subject: Comment Letter - Item 2 (CAPTI) Update
Comment:

<p>Pl ease see attached coment letter on Item 2 (CAPTI) for the
Joi nt HCD- CARB-CTC Meeting from Seanl ess Bay Area, SPUR, TransForm
and Bay Area Council.</p>

<p>lan Giffihts</p>

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’BARCU/barcu-attach/13-
ab179carbctchcd2022-WmhSZAY 1V TQDKAEw.pdf
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Comment 2 for AB179 Joint M eeting with CARB/CTC/HCD
(ab179carbctchcd2022). (At Hearing)

First Name: Tanya

Last Name: Williams

Email Address: twilliams@rialtoca.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: Comment from the City of Rialto
Comment:
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