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November 28, 2008
RE:  Safeguarding Sensitive Lands in the Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Mike Scheible

California Air Resources Board

1001 “I” Street

Sacramento, CA  95812

Robert Fletcher

California Air Resources Board

1001 “I” Street

Sacramento, CA  95812

Dear Mr. Scheible and Mr. Fletcher, 
On behalf of our millions of members, activists, and supporters, we would like to comment on California’s recent Draft Regulations for the California Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS).  As the first low carbon fuel standard to be developed in the U.S., the LCFS must not inadvertently incentivize practices that negatively impact sensitive ecosystems or result in the conversion of natural forests and native grasslands to produce biofuels.  Such unintended incentives could put these important natural lands at risk and undermine California’s transition to sustainable, low carbon transportation fuels.

We urge the Air Resources Board to include a definition of “renewable biomass” in the LCFS to help prevent potentially negative environmental impacts.  To ensure maximum consistency between state and federal biofuels policy, the definition of “renewable biomass” should be the same as that set forth in the federal Renewable Fuels Standard (RFS) passed in the Energy Independence Security Act of 2007, with additional protections for natural resources unique to California.  The biomass sourcing protections contained in the RFS definition of renewable biomass were carefully crafted through a broad stakeholder process to provide a minimum level of protection for wildlife habitat, natural forests, native grasslands, and important public lands, while allowing biofuels requirements to move forward. We propose that any biofuel that does not meet the definition of “renewable biomass” be scored the same as the petroleum baseline or its current fuel cycle emissions, whichever is higher. 

 In considering this issue, it is important to understand the following:

· Including a definition of renewable biomass in the LCFS is not equivalent to a ban on the use of such fuels in California.  Rather, it simply ensures that the LCFS does not provide an incentive to produce fuels that harm California’s forests and other sensitive ecosystems.

· The RFS protections do not significantly affect what may be the most economic forest-based resource for biofuel production, such as existing tree plantations and slash and pre-commercial thinnings on private forestlands.  

· There is a lack of scientific knowledge about the net full cycle greenhouse gas (GHG) impacts of fuels management in the general forest, when measured over multiple fire return intervals. It is not clear whether use of forest thinnings provides any GHG benefits. 

· The RFS protections allow for the use of biomass from wildland/urban interface zones where thinning for wildfire protection is needed for community protection.

Including a definition of renewable biomass in California’s landmark LCFS is a precedent-setting step to ensure the LCFS helps protect public lands and sensitive ecosystems while fostering a transition to low carbon fuels. The definition would not ban the use of biofuels that fail to meet the criteria, but rather it avoids creating an inappropriate incentive to develop our most sensitive lands and ecosystems for fuel production.  

Sincerely, 
Dan Taylor 
Director of Public Policy 
Audubon California 
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