Comment 1 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Harvey

Last Name: Eder

Email Address: harveyederpspc@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Self & PSPC Public Solar Poweer Coaliti

Subject: Immediate Total Solar Conversion & GWP 105 Dirty Gas
Comment:

Howdy CARB f ol ks,

The total 3 conments (which were purged by CARB staff citing
an explaniary email which was never sent to me HE self and PSPC) of
Harvey Eder for Self and PSPC Public Sol ar Power Coalition are
i ncorporated by reference in this LCFS proceeding as well as all of
t he correspondence between Eder as Self and PSPC Public Sol ar
Power Coalition (exanple emails and subnittals with John Courtis
Mgr LCFS program and other carb staff on LCFS and the anal ysis of
corrected 100 plus granms equilivant grams per mega joul for
natural ( green washing ) it's reality Dirty Benzene and
For mal dyhyde and 100 plus GAWP emitting Dirty Gas ( carcinagins and
toxins plus fine and ultra fine PM +- 2.5 etc less than 1 or .1
etc.) going back 5 years and before in the ZEV Electric /Sol ar
Electric as well as the Sol ar Conversion \White Paper reviewed by
SCAQWD and CARB staff from 10 years ago. The 5 year review of the
Scoping Plan that was due on August 5 and continued |ast listed
subm ttal was August 26 and another will be nade today August 31,
2013.

What is needed is an Inmmedi ate Total Sol ar Conversion plan on
a 5,10 and 20 year tine frame this includes the entire record of
t he SCAQWPlI an Dec 2012 and the Cases SC119641, 42, and 57 Eder v.
SCAQWD filed in the Los Angel es Cuperior Court January 4 &7 2013
for the Dec 7 , 2012 passed and subnitted to CARB and pasted on
Janui ary 25, 2013 & subnmitted to Fed EPA the Ca State SIP etc.

The sun nmakes the wind blow, the water flow and the plants grow or
it can be used directly. It's the engine or our ecosystem, the way
the worl d works.

What needs to be included is the LCFS for solar battery
el ectric, solar hydrogen direct and or in hybrids

and hydrogen ( separting H and O t hrough el ectrol sys ) using solar
fuel cells etc.

This propensity to use gas as a bridge fuel ( as it is said a
bridge to no where |like the one proposed in Al aska a few years
ago the Sierra Cklub accepted $26 million from Chesapeak Energy
Nat GAS) . The fracdking i ssue was brought to staff 2 plus years
ago 88%of gas used in Ca. is fracked fromout of State, Howarth
Et. Al 2010, 2011, 2012 2013 gas has a higher gwp than oil or coa
Cornell University 6-12 %enmtted recent Uah study etc. GAP
gl obal warm ng potential of 105.

As one critic cited CARB and the local Districts have drunk the
"Natural Gas" kool -aid and during this crutial next 20 years with
t he met hane hydrates being alnost emitted in the artic ( a
substanti al negative feed back | oop for nore nethane ch4 and
etc.. and ch4 nore being emtted over the life of a cehicle Wash



DC 2006Nrel U of WA. Metro Buses and 2010 study of City of LA Nat
Gas trash trucks).

Better end this now why is there a 60 min limt ?
Attachment:

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-31 11:17:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 2nd Wor kshop.

First Name: Vitor

Last Name: Caetano

Email Address: vitor.caetano@odebrecht.com
Affiliation: Odebrecht Agroindustrial

Subject: Molasses Ethanol (ETHMO004)
Comment:

Dear Srs.,

1. W think there is a msunderstanding in the proposition of the
value for the LUC based emi ssions for the nol asses based et hano
(...”The proposed val ue consists of the Brazilian value of 46 ¢
CO2e/ M) mutiplied by the proportion of fermentable sugars in sugar
cane juice that ends up in the nolasses used as feedstock for the
process. That proportion is the mass allocation factor of 0.34".)
The initial assunptions in the docunent can not support this
proposition. To put it sinmply, total LUC enissions are directly
related to the area displaced by sugarcane; the initial assunptions
lead to 34% of the TRS being allocated to nol asses, leading to 34%
of total cane being allocated to nolasses, and so 34%of the tota
area; and consequently 34% of the total LUC associ ated eni ssions.

But of course we would only produce 34% of the ethanol we coud
produce with the sane total cane (autononpus distillery). So, the
LUC enissions (for nolasses production) conme down to 34% of the
total, but also the ethanol production; and the ratio g C2e/ MJ
et hanol remmins the sane (46, at least until changed by ARB). But
of course this would be done to all sugar cane ethanol

Just remminding the “initial assunptions” used:

“ The allocation nethod chosen... the total upstream and sugar
producti on em ssions are allocated on the basis of the ratio of the
total reducing sugars (TRS) in the nolasses... to the TRS entering
t he sugar process for each ton of sugarcane that enters the factory
gate”.

“ the (bagasse) credit is... assunmed to be proportional to the
fraction of TRSin ...nplasses to the total anpbunt of TRS in sugar

cane juice.”

2. Certainly a minor point (with respect to to the first): in this
process, the flow di agram proposed is correct in showi ng that al
the juice goes to the sugar factory and trough the whol e sugar
producti on process (although the TRS ratios indicate high sugar
concentration in the nol asses, not exhausted nolasses). So, no
juice may by-pass the sugar production and be sent to the
distillery.

Thank you for the attention.
Best regards.

Vitor Caetano



Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-12-23 03:08:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 2nd Wor kshop.

First Name: Rafael

Last Name: Souza

Email Address: rafagl .ruas@outlook.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Raizen Molasse Ethanol
Comment:

Raizen COPI's flow diagram shown in Third Party Engi neering Revi ew
docunent shows nol asse AND clarified juice as feedstock for its

et hanol , but they reached Cl 14.67 saying that they just use

nol asse.

I would like to know if now they are using just nolasse to produce
ethanol or if they will sell with this Cl just the ethanol ratio
produced by nol asse, ignoring juice production for LCFS.

Thank you in advance for clarifying.
Raf ael Souza.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-01-02 13:14:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 2nd Wor kshop.

First Name: marcia

Last Name: fonte

Email Address; marciaf onte@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: New Molasses Pathway to Raizen Costa Pinto of 14.93 gCO2e/MJ
Comment:

CARB' s LCFS program has been a terrific instrunent for pronoting

t he devel opnent of new state of the art technol ogies to produce

| ower carbon fuels. W have seen trenendous investment on

br eakt hr ough technol ogi es not only for the production of the

bi ofuel itself but also, and by no neans |ess inportant, on the
agricultural practices and technol ogi es. The benefits of these
advanced net hods of making fuels have had an i nmmense inpact on the
envi ronnent and overall econom es around the world, creating jobs
and making the world a cleaner and safer place to |live. That being
said, we were very surprised to learn late in Decenber that CARB
was now recomendi ng the approval of a new pathway for a really | ow
Cl of 14.93 gCO2e/M] to an old sugar mll that have invested little
to none in inproving their carbon footprint throughout the years.

W would like to kindly ask CARB whether it is saying that it is
best for an investor interested in supplying |ow carbon fuels to
the California market to acquire a 4 decades old sugar mll in
South Anerica than it is to invest on the devel opnent of

br eakt hr ough technol ogy? Cellulosic, for instance? |Is CARB al so
saying with this recomendati on that the production of ethanol from
Brazil's older sugar nmills that have been produci ng ethanol from
nol asses since the start of the ethanol programin the 70's better
for the environnent than the new state of the art, also sugarcane
based, ethanol only facilities, fully mechani zed and co-generating
in the same region? Wll, not only better, but arguably 4 tines
better considering a Cl 58.4 vs. the 14.98 being recomended?

The truth is the nolasses in Brazil has not been a by-product of
sugar for decades as it still nay be the case in other parts of the
world. Brazilian sugar nmills like Costa Pinto that requested this
speci fic pathway have been naking et hanol for decades al ongsi de
with sugar, adjusting their percentages according to the market

i ncentives of the nonent. Moreover this statenment is true for a
vast mpjority of mills in Brazil, in particular the ol der sugar
mlls in the state of Sdo Paul o, that woul d become the preferred
choi ce of ethanol for California if CARB approves this pathway.
Let’s not kid ourselves, the carbon to produce the ethanol from
this nolasses is there just like it is with other sugar cane nmlls
so basically we would just be saying that the sugar takes all the
bl ame for the CO2 em ssions and the ethanol does not.

In sum we believe the basis for this pathway is certainly not in
line with the intent and fundanmentals of the LCFS programand it
shoul d not be approved by CARB. This pat hway approval would be
giving the wong nessage to the entire industry that would



ot herwi se be investing in newer and better technol ogies to nake
this world cleaner and our environnent safer. W salute CARB for
being the steward of just a great program maintaining its core
val ues and goals despite all the political pressures. W trust
you' Il be making the proper judgenent on this case.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-01-08 07:34:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 2nd Wor kshop.

First Name: Chris

Last Name: Malins

Email Address: chris@theicct.org
Affiliation: ICCT

Subject: Endicott/Sabine PFAD pathway
Comment:

Pl ease find attached conments fromthe I CCT on this Method 2B

pat hway application, along with two supporting docunments (a report
by Ecofys for the UK Governnent, and the UK Government's 2013 |i st
of biofuel feedstock designations as products, wastes and

resi dues).

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach/19-
|cfs2a2bcomments-ws-Wj9XPIM2WWMBZAVq.zip

Original File Name: Endicott.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-01-08 08:01:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 2nd Wor kshop.

First Name: Monica

Last Name: Hirsch

Email Address: monicahma@ig.com.br
Affiliation:

Subject: Molasses and sugar cane juice
Comment:

We hereby respectfully disagree with CARBs reconmendation for a new
pat hway for Ml asses Ethanol (ETHWO04) with a C of 14.93 g CQ2e/ MJ
and we kindly offer here our points of view and questions for your
consi derati on.

The typical fermentation process to produce ethanol in a Brazilian
mll in the state of S8o Paulo with over 35 years of operation
(before Brazil's Pro Al cool Program, consists of a nixture of
sugar nol asses fromthe sugar factory and cane juice, comng
directly fromthe mlling. W estimated that 50.5% of all ethano
produced in Brazil Center South has the same origin (nol asses) and
follow the same pathway (in parallel with different anpbunts of cane
j uice, depending on the sugar mill) as the analyzed in the

“Mol asses to ethanol” pathway from CARB. The ampunt of nol asses
used, for any mll, is easily verified through the sugar
producti on.

Note that nolasses is essentially formed by fructose and gl ucose,
whi ch do not crystallize, unlike sucrose, abundant in cane juice
and of sinple crystallization. So the fernentati on process to
produce ethanol in several simlar units in Brazil as the presented
mll, actually happen froma m xture of the poor nolasses fromthe
sugar mlling with sugarcane juice, never from nol asses al one. The
m xture of nol asses and secondary sugarcane juice in the
fernmentation occurs mainly for three reasons:

1 - The yeast strains used typically “prefers* also sucrose to

gl ucose and fructose and the fermentation process is inefficient

wi t hout sucrose, demandi ng hi gher fernentation vessels (higher
CAPEX), slower fernmentation process (higher risk of infection and
| oss) converging to lower fermentation rates (lower return);

2 - Since nol asses coning fromthe sugar factory is lowin tota
sugars (the sucrose was crystallized), assunm ng maxi mum effi ci ency
in the sugar production of which nolasses is a by-product, it is
necessary to add the cane juice directly fromthe nmlling so even
before the start of fernentation (BRI X adjustnment) at the risk of
the ineffectiveness of the fernentati on process;

3 - Unlike standard distilleries in Central America and the

Cari bbean that operate only from nol asses and often are physically
and geographically separated fromthe unit that processes and
produces sugarcane, typical plants in the state of Sdo Paul o,
Brazil are pre-1980 and al t hough they were born only to nake sugar
have expanded its crushing capacity and processing along the |ast



decades. Thus there are no known cases of plants in the state of
S8o Paul o that produce ethanol exclusively from nol asses since,
even ignoring itens 1 and 2 above, its sugar factories are
insufficient to process all the juice immediately. Such plants can
surely produce ethanol from nol asses, but only a tiny fraction of
the total ethanol produced in that unit.

Accepting this pathway submitted, CARB is agreeing that the mll’'s
production m x (between sugar and ethanol) will be used to define
the Cl for the pathway for nolasses only production but in practice
it is not happened. WII| you consider two pathways for the sane

et hanol product?

W woul d be glad to discuss this further with CARB and present

additional evidence if necessary. W hope CARB will consider this
conment and revert its position on this matter

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-01-08 10:55:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 2nd Wor kshop.

First Name: Carla

Last Name: Pires

Email Address: carlamariap@terra.com.br
Affiliation: Council of Sustainability of FDC

Subject: Molasses Pathway - About the criteriaand LUC
Comment:

Dear Sirs,

We think that to take the assunption of the GHG emi ssions for the
et hanol productions, |ike denpnstrated on the worksheet “EtCOH
Prod”, transportation, distribution and other phases is reasonable
to take in consideration all the process related to the cal cul ation
of the enissions for the pat hway.

The presented pathway that is been recommended by CARB, took into
consideration information as deternmined in Detail ed
California-Mdified GREET Pat hways for Brazilian Sugarcane Ethanol
Average Brazilian Ethanol, version 2.3, Septenber 23, 2009 and

particular data fromthe mll, considering all the time the
al l ocation factor of 0,34 (by TRS). But we have the foll ow
guesti ons:

- The "allocation” nmade for the considered LUC is not in the sane
way (and based on the sane reasoning) of the other allocations in
t he pat hway. The CARB 2009 val ue of 46 g CO2e / M et hanol was
calculated dividing the (final total LUC em ssions related to a
cane area) by the (M) in ethanol produced fromall the cane juice
inthis area). So, if we produce only 34% of this ethanol, and
assign to it a cane area also 34%of the total (by TRS all ocation),
we woul d have the sanme 46 g CQ2e / M produced ethanol from

nol asses, other variables kept constant. So, we can’t use the
factor of 34%in LUC cal culation for nolasses, when the result of
46 g CQ2e / M ethanol is specifically calculated for the ethanol

-1t is not clear the calculation nethod for the electricity
cogeneration and export credit. So, we would like to have nore
i nformati on.

In addition to that, we would like to EMPHASI ZE t hat the eni ssions
of LUC for ethanol from sugarcane juice nust urgently be reviewed,
otherwise will be created a difference of 30.21 g CRe / M

et hanol between the nol asses based et hanol and the ethanol from
sugar cane juice. The inpact of this difference isn’t correct and
consequently, also, isn't fair

W& hope to have sone answers before the approving of this pathway.

Attachment:



Original File Name:
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No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 2nd Wor kshop.

First Name: Fabricio

Last Name: Pinto

Email Address: fabricio.guimaraes.pinto@gmail.com
Affiliation: FIA/USP

Subject: Molasses Pathway - About the fermentation efficiency
Comment:

About the fernentation efficiency.
Dear Sirs,

Anal yzing the pathway that results in 14,67 g CO2e / M et hanol Cl
and conparing with the Brazilian Ethanol pathway of 73.40 g CQ2e /
M) et hanol CI, we conclude that it’'s better to produce ethanol wth
the reuse of the byproduct nol asses instead of use the new

technol ogi es of greenfields using the state of the art to produce
only ethanol, which is nmuch nore sustainable. W know that the new
mlls has | ower GHG enissions (we can show it in details).

We would like to question if it was considered the technol ogical
advance of the fermentation process at nol asses pat hway.
Information pointed by the Professor Dr. Silvio Andrietta of

Bi ocontal (www. bi ocontal.combr) indicates that the efficiency of
sugarcane juice fernentation is nuch higher than the nol asses
fermentation.

So, this pathway recommendati on seens |ike an inversion of
criteria. Can you , please, answer this question?

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-01-08 12:37:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 2nd Wor kshop.

First Name: Simon

Last Name: Mui

Email Address. smui@nrdc.org

Affiliation: NRDC, Union of Concerned Scientists, NWF

Subject: Comments on the LCFS Application for Biofuels produced from Palm Oil Fatty Acid

Distillate
Comment:

See Attachnent

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach/24-
|cfs2a2bcomments-ws-UjxQM QBuUBAgAal I x.pdf

Original File Name: NGO LCFS letter_Pam QOil Fatty Acid Distallates Endicott Biofuels
Application.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-01-14 11:37:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 2nd Wor kshop.

First Name: Clyde

Last Name: Hunter

Email Address: studiothreetwentyfive@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on Raizen COPI
Comment:

See attachnent

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’'BARCU/barcu-attach/25-
Icfs2a2bcomments-ws-UTJIXPIABWGZV NgRq.docx

Origina File Name: Comment on Raizen COPI proposed fuel pathway for molasses ethanol 01
17 14.docx

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-01-24 09:52:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 3rd Wor kshop.

First Name: John

Last Name: Schreiber

Email Address: fl13262653@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: No approval for NESTE Fish ail plan
Comment:

Using fish oil for biodiesel is a very very bad idea. Since the
ocean is an ecosystem no aninmal species should be harvested for
fuel. This can't be sustainable.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-01-30 03:14:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 3rd Wor kshop.

First Name: Don

Last Name: Quixote

Email Address: nothanks@isp.net
Affiliation:

Subject: your insane idea
Comment:

hor r endous

your shortsighted corporated backed thinking is going to ruin one
ecosystemto '"attenpt' to nmitigate a perceived problem in

anot her .

Pl ease fire yourselves i mediately and get real jobs

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-01-30 03:41:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 3rd Wor kshop.

First Name: John
Last Name: Sweeney
Email Address: johnebigrig@outlook.com

Affiliation:

Subject: Neste Oil renewable diesel applications

Comment:

Pl ease reconsider this proposal. Sonmeone appears to have overl ooked
the fact that fish oil is an unsustainable commbdity. The oceans
have suffered enough danage wi thout us adding nore "fuel" to the
fire. While | appreciate the air quality concerns, | firmy believe

the potential for irreversible harmto the already fragile gl oba
ocean life and ecosystens trunps all other concerns.

Thank you.

John Sweeney

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-01-30 06:11:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 3rd Wor kshop.

First Name: Daniel

Last Name: Schultz

Email Address: dschul 9641 @cox.net
Affiliation:

Subject: LCFS Fuel Pathway Application
Comment:

| amtotally against the continued efforts to use the world' s FOOD
RESOURCES to

attempt to solve problens which seemto deliberately be ignored
such as the addition of transportation pipelines for fuels from
Canada to the US

The danage done to both our food source production and that being
done to our car's engines by al cohol addition is inexcusable and
as a retired engi neer am astounded.

VWhat will our Grandchildren think when we have destroyed our food
sources | NSTEAD of utilizing the underground fuel sources which
certainly in the next decade or so be replaced by other fuel
sources and if not, carbon fuels will still be plentiful on our
continent w thout disrupting our food sources both on the |and and
t he seas.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
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Comment 15 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 3rd Wor kshop.

First Name: sydney

Last Name: bacchus

Email Address. appliedenvirserve@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Public Comments for Application 69 for pathways for the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
(LCFS)
Comment:

My comments are provided as "Public Comments" for application 69
for pathways for the Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS), fromthe
followi ng Iink:

http://ww. arb. ca. gov/ fuel s/l cfs/2a2b/ 2a- 2b- com ht m

My conments identify actual or nethodol ogical errors in Neste G|
for renewabl e di esel (RD) produced at its plant in Singapore from
(a) North American tallow and (b) Southeast Asian fish oil.

Application 69 proposes to use "Sout heast Asian Fish GI|" as
"renewabl e diesel” (RD).

Fish oil is the npbst val uable source of Onega 3 fatty acids, which
are essential for hunman health. Fish not only provide essential
food for humans, but also for countless other animals in the food
chai n.

This application ignores the well-established scientific fact that
natural fisheries are collapsing worldw de and industrial fish
farmng is contributing to this global collapse.

Therefore, "fish oil" from ANY source cannot be consi dered anynore
"renewabl e" than whale oil for lanps in colonial days.

This application also fails to consider the fact that this
NON-renewabl e fish oil and oil from American tallow would be
manuf act ured t housands of niles away in Singapore and woul d NOT be
transported telepathically to California

Neither the air quality contam nation fromthe manufacturing of
those oils in Singapore or the transportation of those oils,

shi pped by ocean tanker an estimated 7,741 nautical mles, was
considered in the application

Pl ease see the recent report below regarding the air pollution in
China fromthis type of "out-sourced" industry, particularly the
section on "Qutsourcing bl owback: Chinese air pollution drifts to
the U S." which states:

"The levels of pollution fromChina are so high that the air

pol lution reaches the United States within six days, adding
significant pollution to the Wst Coast, which has been registered
by the EPA. "

Therefore, this application fails to neet the definition of
"renewabl e" and fails to reduce air quality pollution in California
and shoul d be deni ed.



Sydney Bacchus, Ph.D.

htt p: // www. nat ur al news. com 043682_ai r _pol | uti on_Chi na_t oxi c_envi ronnment . ht m

Beijing air pollution reaches crisis levels; can China survive its
toxi ¢ environnent?
Tuesday, January 28, 2014 by: Thomas Henry

Learn nore:
htt p: //ww. nat ur al news. com 043682_ai r_pol | uti on_Chi na_toxi c_envi ronnent. ht m #i
xzz2rvUaQ7r

(Natural News) China is the world's worst industrial polluter
spewi ng tons of toxins derived from man-nade production into the
air, soil and water at a steady rate. It has refused to conply with
t he sane standards adopted by other |eading nations of the world.

And the level of pollutants is starting to catch up with China's
resi dents, who have to breath it. Recent weeks have seen

decl arations of "extrenely dangerous pollution” in Beijing, with
particulate matter reaching nore than two dozen tines the |evel
consi dered safe for airborne toxins.

Wor kers and commuters conmonly wear face masks to conbat the often
pungent odors and dust, while many suffer from chronic coughs and
irritation in their airways and nasal passages.

The snog has reportedly worsened in the | ast couple of years,
obscuring the skyline in najor cities and severely limting
visibility. This toxins further conpound in the winter with the
heavy use of coal for heating and the often stale air

Wiile the Wrld Health Organi zati on (WHO) considers fine particles
(PM2.5) safe below 25 micrograns, Beijing nonitoring stations have
recently recorded | evel s between 350-500 m crograns and as high as
671 mcrograns. |In Harbin, the tenth nost populous city in China,
which is located in the far northeast of the country, PM2.5 |evels
soared as high as 1,000 microgrars.

A Harvard study published in 2013 found that China's refusal to
curb air pollution was contributing to shorter |ifespans anmong its
popul ation, particularly in the north, including Beijing. The

al nost absurd |l evels of total suspended particul ates just from
usi ng coal to heat homes has shaved off a calculated 2.5
<http://wwv. natural news.com 5. htmi > billion years of life
expectancy for the 500 nmillion residents of northern China,
depriving individuals of an estimated 5.5 years of life.

Qut sourci ng bl owback: Chinese air pollution drifts to the U S.
Conventi onal wi sdom has touted that outsourcing the manufacture of
cheap goods to China and other sources of cheap |abor would hold

t he added benefit of cutting down on pollution
<http://ww. natural news. conmfpollution.htm > in the United States
(with fewer at work in American factories). But that, too, has

bi tten back.

A fresh study conducted by the University of Washi ngton found that
snbg and ot her airborne pollution from Chi nese factories was
creeping back to the U S., along with infinite tons of inported
goods. A full 21%of China's industrial pollution cones from



manuf acturing exports for the United States, bringing to ful
circle a new formof literal blowback.

The study's authors wote, "Qutsourcing production to China does
not always relieve consumers in the United States - or, for that
matter, many countries in the Northern Hem sphere - fromthe
environnental inpacts of air pollution
<http://ww. nat ural news. confair_pollution. htmd> ."

The levels of pollution from China are so high that the air

pol lution reaches the United States within six days, adding
significant pollution to the Wst Coast, which has been registered
by the EPA.

The study found, "On a daily basis, the export-related Chi nese
pol lution contributed, at a nmaxi num 12-24% of sulfate
concentrations over the western United States.”

Heavy netal contamination in foods from China

Qut sourcing al so neans that a great deal of the food consumed in
Anerica is produced in China - where the pollution also includes
hi gh | evel s of heavy nmetals. Currently, China

<htt p://wwv. nat ural news. com Chi na. ht M > ranks as the third | argest
source of inported food in the United States, though even the FDA
is unsettled enough to turn away hundreds of batches of
cont am nat ed food each year

Everyt hing from packaged neal s and canned food
<http://ww. nat ural news. com/ food. htm > to USDA-certified Organic
produce ships to the U S. in massive quantities on a regular basis.
Previ ous exposes by Natural News and throughout the nedia have
shown how nuch of this food is produced with standards consi dered
unacceptable here in the States, and that the nost popul ous country
is also turning out some of the nobst contam nated foods in the
world, frequently tainted with toxins including | ead, cadm um
nmercury, arsenic and even urani um

In Decermber 2013 - after a 2006-2009 soil survey was finally nade
public - the deputy minister of China's Mnistry of Land and
Resources declared that some 3.3 million hectares of farmand in
central China was so polluted with heavy netals and industria
contanmi nation that it could not be used to grow crops anynore.
Cadmi um was the chief concern for soil pollution. Additionally,
sone 60% of the groundwater used for drinking in Chinese cities is
consi dered "dangerously polluted" with heavy nmetals, while the
Asian country is notorious for its severely polluted rivers filled
with industrial waste.

And again, all of this trickles back to the United States on a
conti nuous basi s.

Nat ural News and the Consuner Wl | ness Center have been running
tests for heavy nmetal content in many popul ar food sources
(particular to |l ot nunmbers). Check out sone of the results (visit
site here: http://1abs. natural news.com

<http://1abs.natural news.com > ) for a better understanding of
what's really in your food and what kind of heavy netal burden your
di et could be placing on your body.

The scientific literature already rai ses al arm over
Chi nese- produced foods. Just one study from 2011 published in the
Journal of the Science of Food and Agriculture on wheat grown in



nort hwest China found very high |levels of cadm um and | ead,
denonstrating, according to the authors, that food remains "an

i nportant avenue for toxic nmetals entering the human food chain.”
Beyond just China's nelamne infant fornula scandal, an

el ectrot hermal atom c absorption anal ysis conducted by the
University of Valencia found that all 29 comercially avail able
infant cereals it tested were contami nated with both cadm um and
| ead, creating a chronic toxicity issue fromforeign-produced

f oods.

Sources for this article include:
http://hosted. ap. org

<http://hosted. ap. org/ dynami c/ stories/ Al AS_CH NA Al R_POLLUTI ON?SI TE=AP&SECTI ON
=HOVE&TEMPLATE=DEFAULT&CTI ME=2014- 01- 16- 02- 52- 44>

http://ww. pnas. org

<http://ww. pnas. org/ content/ 110/ 32/ 12936. short ?r ss=1&¥8bssour ce=nfr >
http://rt.com<http://rt.com usa/chi na-air-pollution-export-926/>
http://ww. pnas. org

<http://ww. pnas. org/ content/early/2014/01/16/1312860111. abstract >
http://1 abs. natural news. com <http://| abs. nat ural news. cont >

htt p: // ww. nat ur al news. com

<ht t p: / / www. nat ur al news. conf 036584 _Whol e_Foods_or gani ¢c_produce_Chi na. ht ml >
htt p: //ww. ncbi . nl m ni h. gov

<http://science. nat ural news. com pubned/ 21086461. ht il >

http://ww. ncbi.nl mnih. gov
<htt p://science. natural news. com pubned/ 10507158. ht m >

http://ww. danwei . com
<htt p: // ww. danwei . cont t he- gr oundwat er - of - 90- of - chi nese-cities-is-pol |l uted/>

http://sci ence. nat ural news. com
<http://science. natural news. com cadm um ht m >

Learn nore:
htt p: // www. nat ur al news. com 043682_ai r _pol | uti on_Chi na_t oxi c_envi ronnent . ht m #i
xzz2r vUxSl bH
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No Duplicates.






Comment 16 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 3rd Wor kshop.

First Name: Sydney

Last Name: Bacchus

Email Address. appliedenvirserve@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Public Comments for Application 71 for pathways for the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
(LCFS)
Comment:

My comments are provided as "Public Comments" for application 71
for pathways for the Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS), fromthe
followi ng Iink:

http://ww. arb. ca. gov/ fuel s/l cfs/2a2b/ 2a- 2b- com ht m

My conments identify actual or nethodol ogical errors in Wstern
Pl ai ns Energy's renewabl e di esel (RD) produced by grow ng corn and
sorghumin Kansas to convert to ethanol

Application 71:
Application 71 is by Western Plains Energy to grow corn and sorghum
in Kansas to convert to ethanol

Both are agricultural crops that divert farmand critical from
growi ng food for Anericans at a tinme when the US position is that
current food production is inadequate to neet future needs.

Corn is one of the nost irrigated crops grown in the US

It is conmon know edge that US aquifers and surface waters,
particularly those used for industrial agriculture, have been
depleted to the point where future agricultural production for food
is in jeopardy.

Corn also is one of the nost heavily fertilized crops grown in the
us.

A prine ingredient of the fertilizer used for nost of the
agricultural crops in the US is phosphate rock that is nmined in

Fl ori da.

This mning process is highly energy intensive, consum ng nassive
gquantities of petrol eumbased di esel fuel and produci ng deadly
concentrations of particulates froma conbination of the diese

fuel and mining dust that |eaves surrounding rural areas resenbling
t he dust-bow era of decades past.

Phosphate m ning al so requires hundreds of mllions of gallons of
wat er per day for the processing of the m ned rock

Addi tional the mning process | eaves huge gaping mne pits,
hundreds of acres in size, in the surficial aquifer that results in
continual dewatering of the regional aquifer systemvia evaporation
fromthe nine pits.

Pl ease refer to the comments of rural residents subjected to the
cl ouds of particulate air pollution and dewatering of their



property fromthis mning (e.g., Nornma Killebrew) and ny coments
in the US Arny Corps of Engineers' Areaw de Environnental |npact
Statement (EI'S) for continued phosphate mining in central Florida
for nore details on the air quality contam nation and irreversible
dewat ering of the aquifer systemthat results fromthe mning to
produce fertilizer for crops such as the corn and sorghum proposed
for ethanol in this application

This application did NOT include or address these air quality or
irreversible water resource depletions for fertilizing, irrigating
or fueling farmequi pnent to produce the corn or sorghum
Therefore, this source of fuel canNOT be considered renewabl e or a
source that would reduce air quality contam nants.

Application 71 shoul d be deni ed.
Sydney Bacchus, Ph.D.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-01-31 19:47:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 6th Wor kshop.

First Name: Rob

Last Name: Williams

Email Address: rbwilliams@ucdavis.edu
Affiliation: University of California

Subject: CNG020 & CNG021
Comment:

(1)It appears that "bypass CR2" sent to flare in reference case is
treated as avoided emnissions but | do not see where "bypass CO2" in
the application is accounted for (i.e., CO2 vented in the tailgas
and bypass CO2 in onsite energy should be enissions debt if treated
as avoided in the reference flare case.

Are the "bypass CO2" emnissions accounted for in the pathway cases?

(2) Methane slip/ nmethane in tail gas: Report footnote says the
tail gas can be flared or used for heat recovery or recycled into
bi ogas.

The nethane slip/ CO2 nixture is generally too |l ean to combust

al one and often nust be mixed with natural gas or digester gas for
flare or engine or oxidized in a thermal or catalytic oxidizer.
[Tail gas is (12% CH4 + 88% CO2) if assune digester gas is 60%
CH4, 40% CO2 and there is 10% CH4 slip froma PSA]

Pat hway needs to account for nethane slip from upgradi ng process
(PSA is used in pathway docunent) as fugitive enission or as
oxidized CO2 (if tailgas is treated). Recomend pat hway report

di scuss nethane slip disposition and require appropriate treatnent
or oxidation be part of pathway.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-05-30 12:24:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 6th Wor kshop.

First Name: Greg

Last Name: Kester

Email Address: gkester@casaweb.org

Affiliation: California Assoc of Sanitation Agencies

Subject: LCFS Pathways for Wastewater derived biomethane
Comment:

Pl ease find attached coments fromthe California Association of
Sani tati on Agenci es on the proposed pat hways for converting

bi omet hane from anaerobic di gestion at public wastewater treatnent
plants into | ow carbon transportation fuel.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’BARCU/barcu-attach/35-
|cfs2a2bcomments-ws-V GRdbl lyAmJV'Y 138.pdf

Original File Name: 05.30.14 CASA Comments Prop Pathways.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-05-30 18:23:26

No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 7th Wor kshop.

First Name: Don
Last Name: Scott
Email Address: dscott@biodiesel.org
Affiliation: National Biodiesel Board

Subject: Official written comments from the National Biodiesel Board on Low Carbon Fuel
Standard Fu
Comment:

We conmend the California Air Resources Board (ARB) for
establishing this additional pathway for biodiesel nade from

exi sting renewabl e feedstocks. This pathway will increase the
avail ability of | ow carbon biodiesel available to neet greenhouse
gas (GHG reduction goals under the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
(LCFS)

As the biodiesel industry grows in volume production, our nenber
producers nake nore efficient utilization of installed production
capacity. Gowth in the biodiesel industry also results in
i nnovation and nore optimal utilization of existing feedstocks.
Corn oil fromethanol plants, also known as distillers’ corn oil
is a shining exanple of successful growth of the biodiesel industry
| eading to i nnovation and devel opnent of new feedstocks. 2013 was
a trenmendous year for biodiesel. The enthusiastic growh of
bi omass- based di esel was matched by record increases in feedstock
diversity and GHG reduction. While the national industry grew by
55 percent as a result of the federal Renewable Fuel Standard, the
nost significant volunmes of new feedstocks canme into use from
distillers corn oil, used cooking oil, aninmal fats, and various
ot her sources. Together, these wastes and new feedstocks grew by
88 percent in 2013 . Anpbng these, distillers’ corn oil has been
growi ng nost dramatically.
The US bi odi esel industry came into being to solve econonic
problenms related to a glut of soybean oil stranded on the donestic
market. Domestic production and crush of soybeans to produce
livestock feed created a surplus of soybean oil in excess of that
used for food products. \While export markets for whol e soybeans
thrive, inporters find greater profit margin in transporti ng whol e
beans to produce protein nmeal and vegetable oil in foreign markets.
Potential inmporters of US-produced soybean oil face a | ower (and
therefore infeasible) rate of return conpared to inporting whole
beans. Therefore, a donestic use of this surplus soybean oil was
needed. As the biodiesel industry works collectively to establish
policy, infrastructure, and OEM (Origi nal Equi pnment Manuf act urer)
support for biodiesel as a fungible conplinment to diesel fuel; we
have realized that growing a diverse biodiesel industry can sol ve
addi tional problens related to energy security and GHG emi ssi ons.
The nonentum derived fromfinding a use for surplus soybean oil has
nor phed into finding other feedstocks that can add to bi odi esel’s
ability to reduce GHGs, displace inported oil, and support donestic
jobs. Distillers’ corn oil is an exanple of industry innovators
responding to that call. Before 2010 there was relatively little



corn oil being extracted fromdistillers’ grains. In 2013, over 1
billion pounds of distiller’s corn oil were used to produce

bi odi esel and 2014 is on track to surpass 2013. The policy
signals to increase biodiesel production resulted in rapid growh
of corn oil extraction. No new crops need to be produced in order
to acquire this corn oil. No change in ethanol output is required.
Distillers’ corn oil is pulled out of the byproduct stream of

et hanol production with no negative inpact on the econom c val ue of
that byproduct. Wile the nutritional value of distillers grains
with solubles (DGS) is slightly changed, with offsetting i npacts on
feed quality depending on the species; considerable research

i ndicates that the new | ower fat DGS have approxi mately the sane
value in the feed market as conventional DGS. , , Ethano

producers realize higher economic return fromtheir process,
because federal and LCFS policy create incentive to create

bi odi esel fromtheir byproduct stream The incentive to increase
bi odi esel production is the essential factor in making this
utilization of byproduct a reality. Qther uses for distillers corn
oil, such as livestock feed woul d not provide the incentive to
extract this oil without policy driving biodiesel

For the reasons stated above, ARB s decisions regarding allocation
of em ssions for producing distillers’ corn oil are correct. Also
correct is ARB's determ nation that distiller’s corn oil is

avail abl e for biodiesel with no indirect |and use change.
Distillers’” corn oil did not exist as an econom c commodity before
the draw to use it for biodiesel production. Therefore, it is not
bei ng taken away from another market. The relative identical price
of DGS with or without oil extraction proves oil extraction has no
econom ¢ i nmpact on DGS users. Furthernore, ARB shoul d consi der
factoring in the existence of distillers’ corn oil in reducing the
i ndirect inpact of other biodiesel feedstocks. The evolution of the
bi odi esel industry and its origins based on soybean oil utilization
spurred these devel opments in corn oil extraction. Wiile the
Nat i onal Bi odi esel Board di sagrees that the response to donestic

bi odi esel production fromvegetable oil is the expansion of oil seed
production internationally; we assert that corn oil extraction is a
mar ket response to successful growth of the biodiesel industry.

The growt h of corn oil extraction is proof that the biodiese

i ndustry can innovate to find new feedstocks w thout disrupting

ot her markets. The discovery of distillers’ corn oil going into

bi odi esel as well as that going into aninmal feed narkets should be
counted as additional to the global fats and oil narkets as a
credit to the biodiesel industry. This ultimately reduces the

i ndirect inpact of biodiesel fromvarious feedstocks.

Specific to the docunments posted on the ARB website regarding this
new pat hway, we note that the pathway addresses corn oil extraction
in nine specific states. W woul d suggest inclusion of corn oi
produced in all of North Anerica. Em ssions fromtransportation

are relatively small differences in the lifecycle. Inclusion of
nore states and Canada woul d further incentivize production of
| owcarbon fuel. Simlarly, biodiesel produced in all of North

America should be included for maxi muminclusivity of the broadest
possi bl e pathway. Additional pathways for specific regions wth

| ower em ssions could be added | ater

The addition of this new pathway is beneficial, because it wll
all ow the use of corn oil fromethanol plants that sell wet DGS.
It is also beneficial to allow flexibility in using this new

pat hway for plants that may sell sone of their DGS as wet or dry.
We stress the inmportance of mmintaining the previous pathway for
plants that dry their DGS. Businesses have nade strategic

i nvest nents based on existing pathways. It is inmportant to
preserve consistency in the treatment of corn oil fromdry DGS for



t he sake of building a sustainable biodiesel industry as well as

i mpl enenting a successful LCFS.

We | ook forward to inproving the accuracy of all biodiesel pathway
assessnments and the recognition of new and beneficial biodiesel
feedstocks. W wel come any question you have about these coments
or requests for further clarifying data.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/36-
Icfs2a2bcomments-ws-AmFVMIMgV 2Y EXQBj.docx

Original File Name: CARB Corn Oil Wet DGS Comments 9-18-14.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-18 16:15:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 7th Wor kshop.

First Name: Stefan

Last Name: Unnasch

Email Address: unnasch@lifecycleassociates.com
Affiliation: Life Cycle Associates

Subject: Corn Oil Biodiesel
Comment:

Pl ease consider ny commrents and those from 2011. Thank you.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-18 16:09:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 8th Wor kshop.

First Name: Rolf

Last Name: Hogan

Email Address: rolf.hogan@rsb.org

Affiliation: Roundtable on Sustainable Biomaterials

Subject: Sustainable Oils Method 2b Submission
Comment:

RSB subnmits the included letter in support of Sustainable Gls'
Met hod 2b Feedstock Only canelina pat hway.

As noted in our letter of support, RSB pronotes sustainability
practices through its standard which include | owinput crops that
can be produced with mininmal inpact on existing food, forage and

fiber crop production systems, and which drive innovation and
efficiency in the agricultural sector

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach/38-
|cfs2a2bcomments-ws-BnRSIwdkV 1sK f1Al. pdf

Original File Name: RSB Support Letter Sus Oils.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-11-12 17:56:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 8th Wor kshop.

First Name: Debbie

Last Name: Hammel

Email Address. DHammel @nrdc.org
Affiliation: NGO

Subject: Camelina Pathway
Comment:

Comments from NGO about the Canelina pat hway

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’'BARCU/barcu-attach/39-
Icfs2a2bcomments-ws-VjhUNVY 4V VISOARh. pdf

Original File Name: NGO Letter Camelina Pathway 11 13 14.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-11-13 15:36:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 8th Wor kshop.

First Name: Eric

Last Name: McCarthy

Email Address. EMcCarthy @proterra.com
Affiliation:

Subject: LCFS Energy Economy Ratio Update for Electric Buses
Comment:

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on the Low Carbon
Fuel Standard. Please see Proterra's letter attached.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’BARCU/barcu-attach/41-
|cfs2a2bcomments-ws-BmpcNVY gV VIQNV My. pdf

Original File Name: Low Carbon Fuel Standard Comments_Proterra Nov2014.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-11-20 10:03:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 8th Wor kshop.

First Name: Elias

Last Name: Marvinney

Email Address: emarvinney @ucdavis.edu
Affiliation: UC Davis

Subject: prevention of perverse incentives with forest residue use
Comment:

To whomit may concern

Wil e the general goal of this application seens reasonabl e and
even supportive of statew de sustainability goals, | believe that
there is an unacceptable risk of creating perverse incentives that
may pronote deforestation when incentives to utilize forest residue
are given. | strongly urge ARB to reconsider certification of fuels
fromforest residues until the agency has the appropriate capacity
and authority to nonitor and verify that it is not causing
deforestation or |loss of forest carbon stock

Best regards,
El i as Marvi nney

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-12-17 18:21:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 4th Wor kshop.

First Name: Shelby

Last Name: Nedl

Email Address: sneal @biodiesel.org
Affiliation: National Biodiesel Board

Subject: Comments on Universal Biofuels & Eco Solutions applications
Comment:

Thank you for your consideration of our conments.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’BARCU/barcu-attach/47-
|cfs2a2bcomments-ws-VzIVMFwyWVVVIAhn.pdf

Original File Name: Eco Solutions and Universal Pathway Comments 12-22-15.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-12-22 10:56:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 8th Wor kshop.

First Name: Shelby

Last Name: Nedl

Email Address: sneal @biodiesel.org
Affiliation: National Biodiesel Board

Subject: Comments on Universal and Eco Solutions applications
Comment:

Thank you for your consideration.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’'BARCU/barcu-attach/49-
| cfs2a2bcomments-ws-AmcAZV M9W X kHbgZq.pdf

Original File Name: EcoSolutionsUniversal Comments22dec15.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-12-23 09:25:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 8th Wor kshop.

First Name: Celia

Last Name: DuBose

Email Address: celia.dubose@cabiodieselalliance.org
Affiliation: CaliforniaBiodiesel Alliance

Subject: CBA Comments on Recent L CFS Pathway Applications
Comment:

Ani |,
Attached are comments fromthe California Biodiesel Alliance (CBA)
on several recently released LCFS pat hway applications.

Thank you very much for your close consideration of these concerns
fromthe biodiesel industry. This letter supports and refer to the
technical details presented in comrents subnitted by the National
Bi odi esel Board.

Best ,
Cel i a DuBose
Executive Director

California Biodiesel Aliance (CBA)
www. cal i f or ni abi odi esel al i ance. org

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/50-
[cfs2a2bcomments-ws-AGNWMIQOWFRRNAIm.pdf

Original File Name: CBA Comments L CFS Pathway Applications 12.23.15.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-12-24 08:40:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 8th Wor kshop.

First Name: Celia

Last Name: DuBose

Email Address: celia.dubose@cabiodieselalliance.org
Affiliation: CaliforniaBiodiesel Alliance

Subject: CBA Comments on LCFS Pathway Applications
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filesBARCU/barcu-attach/51-
|cfs2a2bcomments-ws-VDcFYVc3UV 1VMFUG.pdf

Origina File Name: CBA Comments L CFS Pathway Applications 12.23.15.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-12-24 09:06:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 8th Wor kshop.

First Name: Cara

Last Name: Allan

Email Address. callan@ucdavis.edu
Affiliation:

Subject: Concern over sourcing of fuel
Comment:

| urge ARB to reconsider certification of fuels from forest
resi dues until the agency has the appropriate capacity and
authority to nonitor and verify that it is not causing

def orestation or loss of forest carbon stock.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-12-24 20:40:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 4th Wor kshop.

First Name: John

Last Name: Duff

Email Address: john@sorghumgrowers.com
Affiliation: National Sorghum Producers

Subject: White Energy Hereford
Comment:

See attached for National Sorghum Producers conmrents.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/53-
|cfs2a2bcomments-ws-UDRTM FEzZUMRWPQF|.docx

Origina File Name: december_2015 pathway comments white_energy hereford.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-12-26 12:51:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 8th Wor kshop.

First Name: John

Last Name: Duff

Email Address: john@sorghumgrowers.com
Affiliation: National Sorghum Producers

Subject: Aemetis Keyes
Comment:

See attached for National Sorghum Producers conmrents.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’'BARCU/barcu-attach/55-
| cfs2a2bcomments-ws-UzddPgFjAzV QOL1lw.docx

Original File Name: december_2015 pathway comments_aemetis keyes.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-12-26 13:00:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B applications
(Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) - 8th Wor kshop.

First Name: Ron

Last Name: Alverson

Email Address; rsalv@itctel.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Poet corn stover ethanol pathway
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conmmrents.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/57-
|cfs2a2bcomments-ws-ViY Gblw4UnUEX QJh.docx

Original File Name: Poet Corn Stover Ethanol pathway comments..docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-12-27 12:25:55

No Duplicates.



There are no comments posted to Commentsfor the LCFS Method 2A2B
applications (Icfs2a2bcomments-ws) that wer e presented during the
Workshop at thistime.



