Comment 1 for Joint Discussion of Implementation of California Air
Resour ces Boar d’ s Assembly Bill 32 Climate Programs (car bgjac091423) -
Non-Reg.

First Name: Marta Dina

Last Name: Arguello

Email Address: mdarguello@psr-la.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Comment for distribution to CARB Board Members
Comment:

Marta Dina requested that the attached coment letter be
distributed to CARB Board nenbers in conjunction with the Septenber
14t h joint neeting.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/1-carbejac091423-
B3dRJIFOUANxQOghp.pdf’

Origina File Name: PSR-LA and Allies CCUS CARB Comment Letter 8 16 2021 Final
(2).pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-09-14 08:41:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for Joint Discussion of Implementation of California Air
Resour ces Boar d’ s Assembly Bill 32 Climate Programs (car bgac091423). (At
Hearing)

First Name: James

Last Name: Duffy

Email Address: duffje@msn.com
Affiliation: No affiliation

Subject: Cap and phase out the use of crop-based biofuel
Comment:

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/2-carbejac091423-
AWV UJIwdgUmcFelIN.paf

Origina File Name: Duffy CARB-EJAC Joint_Meeting_written _comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-09-14 11:08:31

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Joint Discussion of Implementation of California Air
Resour ces Boar d’ s Assembly Bill 32 Climate Programs (car bgac091423). (At
Hearing)

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Boccadoro

Email Address; mboccadoro@westcoastadvisors.com
Affiliation: West Coast Advisors

Subject: Dairy Methane Reduction Efforts
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached slides related to ny conments at the 9/14
CARB/ EJAC j oi nt heari ng.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/3-carbejac091423-
BmoCZ1QzV3dWD1Mw.pptx

Original File Name: LCFS comments M Boccadoro (2).pptx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-09-14 11:51:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Joint Discussion of | mplementation of California Air
Resour ces Boar d’ s Assembly Bill 32 Climate Programs (car bgac091423). (At
Hearing)

First Name: Wendy

Last Name: Ring

Email Address: wendy@climate911.org
Affiliation: Climate 911

Subject: Comment on LCFS and Environmental Justice
Comment:

| support the EJAC s resolution and hope that you give it the
weight it deserves. M conclusion after listening to SB 32 Scopi ng
Updat e wor kshops was that CARB solicits EJAC i nput and then ignores
it. That's still structural racismin liberal clothing. This tine
| hope you do better

Extrenely and undeservedly generous credits incentivize the
proliferation and growth of confined feeding operati ons which have
nunerous proven inmpacts to air, water, and surroundi ng
environnental justice comunities. They al so support the

over production of concentrated dairy products which contribute to
rates of obesity, heart disease and cancer; and air pollution from
bi ogas conbustion, all of which fall nore heavily on BI POC
comunities.

Full life cycle analyses are needed before the nmitigation val ue of
bi o- met hane can be assessed. These LCAs nust take into account
nmet hane | eaks from di gesters, distribution chains, and di gestate;
nmet hane fromenteric fermentation, and em ssions fromthe
production of rations for confined feeding.

There al so needs to be re-evaluation of the inpacts of |and use
change from grow ng bi ofuel feedstock on the clinate and on

i ndi genous people, as demand for plant oils has increased
dramatically and will continue to grow.

Thanks for the chance to comrent.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-09-14 13:34:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Joint Discussion of Implementation of California Air
Resour ces Boar d’ s Assembly Bill 32 Climate Programs (car bgac091423). (At
Hearing)

First Name: Ryan

Last Name: Kenny

Email Address: ryan.kenny@cleanenergyfuels.com
Affiliation: Clean Energy

Subject: Slides to Accompany Sept. 14 Testimony
Comment:

Hel | o,

Pl ease find attached four slides in a PDF that | would |ike to use
during ny two mnutes of testinobny at the Septenber 14th joint
neeting of the CARB Board and EJAC.

Thank you.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/5-carbejac091423-
B2YAYIQxUXACY QdO.pdf

Original File Name: Addressing EJs False Narrative Sept 14 2023.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-09-14 14:46:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Joint Discussion of | mplementation of California Air
Resour ces Boar d’ s Assembly Bill 32 Climate Programs (car bgac091423). (At
Hearing)

First Name: Joshua

Last Name: Wilson

Email Address: shayla@caliberstrat.com
Affiliation: POET

Subject: POET's Comments on Joint Discussion of Implementation of CARB’s AB 32 Climate

Programs
Comment:

Pl ease find POET's comments attached.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/6-carbejac091423-
WmpWaQc3B2AGMIRK.pdf

Origina File Name: 09142023 POET Commentsre CARB_EJAC LCFS.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-09-14 14:55:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Joint Discussion of | mplementation of California Air
Resour ces Boar d’ s Assembly Bill 32 Climate Programs (car bgac091423). (At
Hearing)

First Name: Laura

Last Name: Haider

Email Address: lauragreen.rosenberger@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: LCFS
Comment:

It is a waste of noney and mned materials to build the
infrastructure for these new fuels. There are many | eaki ng pi pes
and nmuch negligence. W can't put hydrogen in the old | eaky Aliso
Canyon Gas Storage without repairing it. In addition, there are
damagi ng hurri canes & earthquakes, damagi ng railroad tracks
resulting in fuel train wecks. GO pollution and escaped farm
gasses wWill ruin our health & econony. Let's go straight to various
storages of electricity including storage of electricity in
bidirectional vehicle batteries. W need this investnent noney for
nore electrification incentives and rooftop solar

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-09-14 16:52:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for Joint Discussion of Implementation of California Air
Resour ces Boar d’ s Assembly Bill 32 Climate Programs (car bgac091423). (At
Hearing)

First Name: Mark

Last Name: Huising

Email Address: mark.o.huising@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: CARB meeting assembly bill 32
Comment:

My nane is Mark Huising, and | ama Professor and Cimate Advocate
at the University of California Davis, speaking here on persona

title. | encourage the nenbers of the California Air Resources
Board to take decisive action to stop the | oophol e where nethane
captured frommanure at dairies and cattle feed lots will be

allowed to serve as an offset to continue to burn fracked fossi

net hane gas. We are in our climate crisis because of enornous
amounts of GHG emi ssions from burned fossil fuels conmbined with the
em ssions attributed to land use in support of |arge-scale
industrial agriculture. In California, the single-largest source of
nethane is actually a cattle feed Iot, not a fossil extraction
site. Wiile letting that nmethane escape into the atnosphere is
arguably worse than capturing it, avoi ded methane crediting

noneti zes and conmodifies this pollution. This creates a cynica
incentive to produce nore nethane from nanure, so that fossil fue
conpani es can continue to extract fossil nethane while claimng
that this is now an em ssions-free source of energy. This amplifies
t he perverse relationship between fossil fuel conpanies and

i ndustrial ag that together are together pushing our climte
out si de of safe planetary boundaries. The UN published | arge week a
very sobering assessnent that we are far behind on our GHG em ssion
reducti on goals conpared to where need to be to remain on track for
even 2 degrees global warm ng. The only way to potentially get
ahead of this climte crisis is to stop enitting greenhouse gases.
This is sinple, not easy. This neans rapidly transitioning to
renewabl es, instead of enabling offsetting schenes that prolong
fossil fuel use and reward the incredibly polluting practices of
beef and dairy production. Avoi ded nethane crediting schenes are

accounting tricks that will not lead to actual em ssions
reductions. Please end these incentives so that we can work towards
the protection of our air and preserve a stable, livable climte

for all Californians.

Thank you for your attention, with respect,
Dr. Mark Hui sing

Attachment:

Original File Name:



Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-09-14 18:20:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for Joint Discussion of | mplementation of California Air
Resour ces Boar d’ s Assembly Bill 32 Climate Programs (car bgac091423). (At
Hearing)

First Name: Virgil

Last Name: Welch

Email Address: virgil @caliberstrat.com
Affiliation: California Carbon Solutions Coalition

Subject: Comments Re: Environmental Justice Advisory Committee/CARB Joint Meeting
Comment:

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/9-carbejac091423-
UGABPIxsVDNRZQIx.pdf

Original File Name: 091423CCSCCEJACCARB.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-09-14 19:05:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for Joint Discussion of | mplementation of California Air
Resour ces Boar d’ s Assembly Bill 32 Climate Programs (car bgac091423). (At
Hearing)

First Name: Gary

Last Name: Hughes

Email Address: garyhughes.bfw@gmail.com
Affiliation: Biofuelwatch

Subject: Biofuelwatch Comment for joint CARB/EJAC 14 Sept 2023 mtg
Comment:

Esteemed Chair, nenbers of the board, menbers of the EJAC,

My nane is Gary Hughes, | work with the international organization
Bi of uel watch, | want to express congratulations to the EJAC and
CARB for a well organized informative neeting. Sone excell ent
presentations, thank you. These comrents were neant to be provided
as oral public comment during the neeting but for efficiency and
for saving time AND out of respect for neeting participants, these
conments are offered in witten form

Qur organi zation stands by the reconmendati ons of the EJAC, such as
the recomendation to cap lipid feedstocks for making fuels like
renewabl e diesel. W think history will [ook unkindly on the
promoters of the scaling up the production and utilization of

i quid biofuels. Armong ot her concerns, the deforestation risks are
i mense and remai n i nadequat el y addressed by CARB. A cap on these
lipid feedstocks is a good first step, phasing out these lipid

f eedst ocks al toget her would be a better overall objective. The sane
as many neeting participants who offered presentations today we at
Bi of uel wat ch al so have sonme serious doubts about the accuracy of
the estimtion by CARB of the GHG i npacts resulting fromthe
manufacture and utilization of these liquid biofuels.

Al ong those lines | want to address sone mi sl eading information
about renewabl e diesel that was offered by CARB staff when
descri bi ng the LCFS.

There was a characterization of 'biomass based diesel' as being a
"non fossil fuel', but that ignores the realities of the
hydrotreated vegetable oil (HVO refining process, which is fossi
fuel intensive, as making renewabl e diesel or sustainable aviation
fuel fromfeedstocks |like soy or aninmal tallow relies on enissions
i ntensive fossil gas for the refining process. The steam
reformati on of fossil gas (steam nethane reformng-SVR) is the

si ngul ar current source of the hydrogen that is required in massive
amounts to make a liquid fuel fromlipid feedstocks |ike vegetable
oils (which nmost of the world refers to as food).

At the same tinme we know that sone of the feedstocks being utilized
to make so called renewabl e di esel are also petrol eum based, an
exanpl e being the highly publicized efforts of a conpany called

Ful crum Bi oenergy to process plastic garbage (municipal solid
waste) into a 'syn crude' feedstock to use at the Marathon/ Neste



joint venture biofuel refinery in Martinez. Though there are real
reasons to have doubts about whether these 'syn crude' feedstocks
are being produced and utilized in significant anpbunts, because the
prom se of Fulcrum Bioenergy is a bit of a '"waste to energy’
unicorn, it goes with out saying that these are not benign

f eedst ocks, waste to energy was | ong ago debunked as a clinmate
solution, and the refining process to make liquid fuel fromsuch a
feedstock is still heavily reliant on fossil energy.

So, after all that has happened over the | ast years, with the
overal |l irregular governance in the Bay Area refinery corridor, and
with what a court has now ruled was a totally flawed California
Environnental Quality Act review of the refinery conversions to
liquid biofuels, it remains truly worrisone that CARB staff
continue to infer that these high carbon liquid biofuels are free
of fossil fuel, when the truth is far different.

But this obfuscation also distracts from another very real issue
and that is the public safety issues at the refineries making these
fuels, as the reliance on trenendous anobunts of hydrogen to
hydrotreat |ipid feedstocks is indeed raising the risk of high

t emrper at ure hydrogen i nbal ances in the refining process, which
results in upsets, extensive flaring and increased risk of
expl osi ons. Not hi ng was shared today about the problenms around the
bi of uel refinery conversions thensel ves, and the emerging public
safety and public health concerns.

Unfortunately, we have seen that CARB trends towards a sweep it
under the rug approach when it cones to addressing the real world

i npacts of these biofuels.

It is long past tine for decision nakers to stop taking refuge in
the political convenience of converting fossil fuel energy
infrastructure to bioenergy infrastructure and calling it a clinmate
solution, because the outcones are not as safe, green or as climte
friendly as we are being told, and precious tinme is bei ng wasted.

Qur organi zati on asks that there be greater scrutiny of these
refinery conversion dynamics in the future.

Thanks for your attention to this comment. G eat neeting tonight.

Gary G aham Hughes
Anericas Program Coordi nat or
Bi of uel wat ch

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-09-14 19:50:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for Joint Discussion of | mplementation of California Air
Resour ces Boar d’ s Assembly Bill 32 Climate Programs (car bgac091423). (At
Hearing)

First Name: Sean

Last Name: Trambley

Email Address: sean@americanbiogascouncil.org
Affiliation: American Biogas Council

Subject: Comment on LCFS from American Biogas Council
Comment:

Pl ease find the attached comment from Anerican Bi ogas Council, also
provided in person at the neeting.

Thanks you for your consideration.
Si ncerely,

Sean Tranbl ey

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/11-carbejac091423-
BXY FdwdgV 3dRZmOd.pdf

Original File Name: ABC Testimony to CARB EJAC 9 2023 ST.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-09-14 20:07:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for Joint Discussion of | mplementation of California Air
Resour ces Boar d’ s Assembly Bill 32 Climate Programs (car bgac091423). (At
Hearing)

First Name: Joshua

Last Name: Kehoe

Email Address: kehogj1@gmail.com
Affiliation: none

Subject: intrastate marine fuel deficits
Comment:

Dear CARB per sonnel

| am sonmewhat confused how EJAC intends to add intrastate marine

fuels to a deficit generating status. | was unable to |isten past
around 5:30PM this evening, so may have m ssed further discussion
of this point. My apologies if so.

My understanding is travel through the North Anerican ECA, in which
California Regul ated Waters are a part, already requires the use of
0.1% sul fur (or less) marine fuel, alnost always in the form of

mari ne gasoil (M3, a distillate product that burns far cleaner

t han heavy residual fuel oil or the like. | only bring this up
because the EJAC slide shows a bul ker with a stream of bl ack snoke
emitting fromits stacks. This does not occur with use of MO

G ven provisions in the Comrercial Harbor Craft (CHC) |egislation
that went into effect this year, there should be increasing use of
shore-based el ectrical power avail able to noored vessels so they
don't have to operate their shipboard generators, which will help
in reducing port em ssions. Required 99-100% renewabl e di esel use
by CHC was al so mandated, so there should not, theoretically, be
any deficits generated by CHC since they are running in RD. CHC
fuel use therefore should not be an issue here.

What fuels does EJAC then propose to add as deficit generators?
Fuel s sold in California for use in personal watercraft? Bunker
fuel sold to vessels at California ports to ocean-going vessels
(OGV) ? Such bunker fuel would have to be limted to that used
during intrastate voyages only, and I woul d guess nost of the
bunker is delivered to vessels perfornmng either 1) interstate
voyages, or 2) international voyages. The fuel consuned would al so
need to only be M3O, as heavy fuel oil (HFO or very |ow sul fur
fuel oil (VLSFO is not allowed to be conbusted in California
Regul ated Waters (CRW or the North American ECA anyhow. | would
al so guess nuch of the M3O sold in California is consumed outside
CRWas well. Unlike intrastate jet travel, where there is one fue
type consunmed on one aircraft with guarantee of use in California
ai rspace, no such sinple scenario exists for marine fuels, for the
nost part. And for those able to be nonitored and assunmed to be
operating exclusively in CRW the commrercial harbor craft, their
em ssions are attenpting to be regul ated already as through the CHC
| egi sl ati on.



Thank you for the opportunity to conment, and for your tinme.

Si ncerely,
Josh Kehoe

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2023-09-14 19:58:07

No Duplicates.



