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CSE Adyvice Letter 1: Proposed Drivers Assistance Program Implementation
Plan and Handbook Pursuant to California Public Utilities Commission
Decision 24-03-001

INTRODUCTION

Center for Sustainable Energy® (CSE), the Program Administrator (PA) of the Drivers
Assistance Program (DAP), submits this Reply to the Protest submitted by Lyft on December
11, 2025, the Response submitted by Uber on December 11, 2025, and the Response
submitted by HopSkipDrive on December 11, 2025, to Advice Letter (AL) 1, submitted by CSE
on November 18, 2025."

CSE AL 1 included the proposed DAP Program Implementation Plan (PIP or Implementation
Plan) and Program Handbook (Handbook), as required pursuant to Decision (D.)24-03-001.2
The proposed Implementation Plan and Handbook outlined several elements of the Clean
Miles Standard (CMS) program and the DAP, including proposed incentive levels, eligibility
requirements, eligibility verification processes, and data exchange processes. In response to
the submittal of AL 1, one party (Lyft) submitted a Protest and two parties (Uber and
HopSkipDrive), submitted Responses, in summation:

1) Lyft protests the proposed Implementation Plan and Handbook due to the high value of
the proposed incentives for new and used zero-emission vehicles (ZEVs). Lyft
highlights that CSE’s proposed incentive levels are a response to the elimination of
state and federal incentives, including the federal clean vehicle credit and the California
Driving Clean Assistance Program (DCAP). Lyft recommends CSE identify and
evaluate alternative funding sources within the Implementation Plan. Additionally, Lyft
opposes the proposed five-year eligibility window for drivers to claim the Ongoing
Charging Incentive once a driver’s income has been verified, instead recommending a
one-year eligibility window. Similarly, Lyft opposes the proposal for drivers to access

"CSE AL 1, Proposed Drivers Assistance Program Implementation Plan and Handbook Pursuant to
California Public Utilities Commission Decision 24-03-001, November 18, 2025.
2D.24-03-001, Phase 1 Decision to Implement the Clean Miles Standard Program, March 14, 2024.
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DAP incentives once per calendar year or 12-month period, instead recommending
drivers have access to DAP incentives once-per-lifetime.

2) In its separate Response, Uber expresses concern with the high incentive levels,
highlights unanticipated barriers to the CMS targets, recommends updates to the
methodology for calculating the Ongoing Charging Incentive, recommends clarification
regarding the trip verification requirement for the Ongoing Charging Incentive,
recommends the adoption of safeguards for the proposed ZEV retention requirement,
and recommends the Implementation Plan and Handbook be updated to require drivers
to provide consent for TNCs to disclose drivers’ personal information.

3) In its separate Response, HopSkipDrive requests an updated definition for
HopSkipDrive be included within the Implementation Plan and Handbook, recommends
that smaller TNCs not be required to adhere to the same burdensome requirements
established for larger TNCs, recommends flexibility to comply with the proposed manual
data exchange proposal, requests clear data reporting templates, and requests clarity
on the basis for the Drivers Working Group.

Pursuant to GO 96-B, General Rule 7.4.3, CSE provides responses to the Protest and
Responses to CSE AL 1.

DISCUSSION

The proposed incentive levels outlined in CSE AL 1 were developed using the incentive
calculation methodology developed by the Commission and are appropriate given
recent market developments.

Lyft expresses concern with the high level of the proposed DAP incentives, stating, “The
methodology outlined for the [DAP] Program in [D.24-03-001] set the initial incentive amounts
at $10,400 for a new ZEV and $8,800 for a used ZEV. However, CSE’s proposed
Implementation Plan includes a significant increase in these upfront incentives payments, of
$21,400 for a new ZEV and $15,300 for a used ZEV.”® Lyft contends that this increase in
incentive levels is largely driven by the elimination of the federal clean vehicle tax credit and
the depletion of funding for the California Driving Clean Assistance Program. Uber also
highlights that the proposed incentives have roughly doubled due to the elimination of state
and federal incentives. CSE clarifies that D.24-03-001 did not set incentive levels but
established the incentive calculation methodology based on a cost gap analysis between a
ZEV and an internal combustion engine (ICE) vehicle, as outlined in Attachment B of D.24-03-
001. The incentive levels of $10,400 for a new ZEV and $8,800 for a used ZEV outlined in
Attachment B of D.24-03-001 are not proposed incentive levels but rather initial estimates
based on the Commission’s methodology. D.24-03-001 directed the PA to use the
Commission’s methodology to establish the initial incentive levels and update the underlying
assumptions, if needed. Lyft and Uber are correct that the high value of the proposed
incentives is due primarily to the elimination of state and federal EV incentives. However,

3 Lyft Protest of CSE Advice Letter 1 (Lyft Protest), December 11, 2025, p. 1.
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D.24-03-001 adopted the Commission’s methodology with the goal of ensuring that DAP
incentives offset the cost difference between a ZEV and an ICE vehicle. CSE contends that,
based on this methodological goal and the subsequent elimination of state and EV federal
incentives, the increased incentive levels proposed in the Implementation Plan are appropriate.
CSE also suggests that it would be premature to update the Commission’s methodology
without data on program participation and impact, particularly since the Commission previously
maintained this methodology in D.24-03-001 despite concerns expressed by parties.
Additionally, Uber expresses concerns with the use of the IHS dataset used to inform CSE’s
updated assumptions, as detailed in Table 3 of the proposed Implementation Plan. Uber
states that the IHS data does not reflect the purchasing decisions of high-mileage
Transportation Network Company (TNC) drivers that may be eligible for DAP incentives. CSE
contends that the use of IHS data is appropriate as a proxy for the intended incentive
recipients, particularly because there is limited publicly-available data on the purchasing
behavior of high-mileage TNC drivers.

Lyft states, “While the loss of these government programs is regrettable, Lyft strongly believes
that California riders should not be solely responsible for covering the resulting shortfall”.4
CSE clarifies that the proposed incentive levels do not require any additional funding
contribution from TNC riders in California because CSE does not propose any increases in the
CMS Regulatory Fee or the DAP budget to offset the elimination of state and federal EV
incentives. Given the unchanged DAP budget, it is possible that the increased incentive levels
could result in fewer incentives being available to drivers. Uber highlights this concern, stating
that “...a lower, more widely available Upfront Purchase Incentive would have a larger impact
on the CMS program and better assist TNCs in meeting the CMS targets.”> CSE recognizes
Uber’s concern; however, in Resolutions TL-19151, TL-19152, and TL-19153, the Commission
established a minimum driving threshold (MDT) of 4,500 trips per 12-month, stating that
“drivers who are providing more than 4,500 trips per year drive on average 8.5 hours per day
over five days per week. Targeting these high-mileage, long-term drivers to transition early
helps CMS Regulated Entities to meet their annual targets and can make a larger impact on
reducing GHG emissions”.® CSE does not have the authority to revise this MDT and make the
DAP incentive available to a wider pool of drivers, absent additional direction from the
Commission. Moreover, CSE contends that a lower incentive level offered to a wider pool of
drivers may not necessarily result in greater program impacts. For example, the Ride Clean
Mass program, which is funded by the Massachusetts Clean Energy Center and implemented
by CALSTART with assistance from CSE, offers lower incentive levels and has experienced
low program participation. Specifically, Ride Clean Mass offers incentives of $6,500 for new
EVs and $2,500 for used EVs and allows drivers to stack other state incentives to receive a

41d.

5 Uber Response to CSE Advice Letter 1 (Uber Response), December 11, 2025, p. 8.

6 California Public Utilities Commission, Resolution TL-19151, Resolution Approving Lyft, Inc.’s Interim
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction Plan Submitted as Lyft Advice Letter 22, March 13, 2025, p. 10;
California Public Utilities Commission, Resolution TL-19152, Resolution Approving Uber Technologies,
Inc.’s Interim Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction Plan Submitted as Uber Advice Letter 27, March
13, 2025, p. 8; California Public Utilities Commission, Resolution TL-19153, Resolution Approving
HopSkipDrive, Inc.’s Interim Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction Plan Submitted as HopSkipDrive
Advice Letter 2, March 13, 2025, p. 10.
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total of up to $10,000 or $11,500 for income-qualified drivers (without the federal tax credits).
Despite these low incentive levels (relative to DAP) and the absence of income limitations,
incentive applications for the program have been far lower than anticipated. For these
reasons, CSE maintains that the proposed approach of offering high incentives for a small
group of high-mileage drivers is appropriate. CSE recommends the Commission approve this
approach, at least until additional data on program participation and impact is available to
inform future program design changes.

Lyft recommends CSE identify and evaluate alternative funding sources within the
Implementation Plan. D.24-03-001 did not authorize the PA to undertake or fund such an
analysis. Consequently, CSE is not able to respond to this request without direction from the
Commission. Additionally, CSE highlights that D.24-03-001 directed the PA to propose
updated incentive levels and assumptions through an annual Tier 2 Advice Letter. CSE
suggests that this annual process may be suitable to identify and evaluate new sources of
funding that may become available and to propose changes to incentive levels based on the
availability of new funding.

Uber states the proposed value for the Ongoing Charging Incentive is higher than necessary
due to flaws in the Commission’s incentive calculation methodology. As discussed above,
D.24-03-001 directed the PA to use the Commission’s methodology. Accordingly, CSE is not
able to adjust the methodology.

Uber states that the increased incentive levels, driven by the elimination of state and federal
EV incentives, suggest evidence for unanticipated barriers that may impact TNCs’ ability to
meet the CMS targets. CSE recognizes this concern but contends that this issue is outside of
the scope of CSE AL 1 and should instead be addressed in the Commission’s forthcoming
Phase 2 Decision in the Clean Miles Standard proceeding.

The incentive eligibility windows and incentive access limitations were developed to
maximize program participation while limiting administrative burdens for drivers and
the PA.

Lyft expresses concern with the proposal for a driver to be eligible to receive the Ongoing
Charging Incentive for five consecutive years once a driver’s income eligibility is verified upon
application for the Upfront Purchase Incentive. Rather, Lyft recommends the Commission
adopt a one-year eligibility period, stating that “CSE’s proposed five-year period is untenable
because the financial situations of TNC platform drivers can change rapidly, as they often start
and stop driving at intermittent times for various reasons...Furthermore, an annual income
verification aligns administratively with the existing annual verification requirement for the
[MDT].”” As discussed above, the Commission established a MDT of 4,500 trips per year to
target high-mileage, long-term drivers who drive over 8.5 hours per day for most of the week.
CSE contends that, unlike most TNC drivers, these high-mileage drivers are not likely to start
and stop driving at intermittent times and are therefore not likely to have incomes that vary
significantly from year to year. Additionally, CSE clarifies that an annual income verification

7 Lyft Protest at 2.
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process does not align with the annual verification requirement for the MDT. Whereas MDT
verification can be implemented relatively easily using mileage data provided by the TNCs,
income verification requires the submission and evaluation of sensitive financial documents,
which results in additional administrative burden for both drivers and the PA. Accordingly,
CSE recommends the Commission reject Lyft's protest and recommendation and instead
maintain the five-year window for the Ongoing Charging Incentive.

Lyft expresses concern with the proposal for drivers to be eligible for an Upfront Purchase
Incentive once per calendar year or 12-month period. Instead, Lyft recommends drivers be
limited to one incentive per lifetime. Lyft also acknowledges that the issue of allowing multiple
access to incentives will be considered in the Commission’s forthcoming Phase 2 Decision in
the Clean Miles Standard proceeding. CSE acknowledges Lyft's concern. CSE adopted the
once-per calendar year requirement in order to provide flexibility to drivers without preempting
the Commission’s determination on the multiple incentive access issue in the forthcoming
Phase 2 Decision. CSE can update the incentive access limitation for drivers upon further
direction from the Commission in the forthcoming Phase 2 Decision.

Uber expresses concern with CSE’s language regarding trip verification for the Ongoing
Charging Incentive, as outlined in the proposed Implementation Plan. Uber states that CSE’s
language “suggests drivers are eligible to receive an Ongoing Charging Incentive once they
have completed a total of 4,500 trips and 12 months have passed since the last payment,
which is different from the Phase 1 Decision’s requirement that all of the 4,500 trips be
completed within a 12-month span.”® CSE clarifies that drivers must complete 4,500 trips
within a 12-month period in order to be eligible for the Ongoing Charging Incentive, as
established in D.24-03-001. CSE’s language was intended to clarify that drivers who meet this
requirement may be eligible for the Ongoing Charging Incentive, even if more than 12 months
have elapsed since the driver previously claimed this incentive. CSE can update the
Implementation Plan to provide clarifying language, if determined to be necessary and if CSE
is directed to do so by the Commission.

The requirement for drivers to disclose personal identifying information is appropriate
and should be consistent across CMS Regulated Entities’ Data Use Agreements.

Uber highlights that Personally Identifiable Information (PIl) will be required for the MDT
verification process. Uber recommends the proposed Implementation Plan and Handbook
include requirements for drivers applying for DAP incentives to provide written consent for
TNCs to disclose Pll to CSE as a condition of receiving incentives. CSE is amenable to this
recommendation and, if directed by the Commission, CSE can include this consent disclosure
requirement within the forthcoming DAP Terms and Conditions. CSE appreciates Uber’s
proposal to require driver consent in the forthcoming Data Use Agreement documents that will
be developed prior to DAP implementation. CSE recommends the Commission direct all
participating TNCs to include similar language in their Data Use Agreements.

8 Uber Response at 13.
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ZEV retention requirements are clearly outlined in the Implementation Plan and
Handbook and do not require additional enforcement measures.

Uber highlights that CSE’s proposed 36-month ZEV retention requirement would only be
enforced when the incentive recipient applies for the Ongoing Charging Incentive in years
following the vehicle acquisition. Uber recommends CSE establish a process to ensure all
incentive recipients retain ZEVs for the full 36 months. CSE has already included the 36-
month ZEV retention requirement within the Implementation Plan and Handbook, which specify
that vehicle resale within the 36-month period is prohibited and would result in incentive
repayment. CSE has discussed this issue with Commission staff, who did not offer additional
enforcement mechanisms in addition to CSE’s proposal. CSE can provide additional details
on enforcement measures if directed to do so by the Commission.

The Implementation Plan and Handbook can be revised to clarify definitions for TNCs
but not obligations for TNCs of different sizes.

HopSkipDrive states, “For purposes of implementing the [DAP] Program in the context of
CARSB regulations and Decision 24-03-011 [sic], what is relevant is that the requirements are
applicable to the extent an entity is a TNC.”® For this reason, HopSkipDrive requests that the
proposed Implementation Plan be revised to define HopSkipDrive as “A transportation network
company registered with the California Public Utilities Commission.”'® CSE is amenable to
updating this definition within the Implementation Plan and Handbook. CSE clarifies that D.24-
03-001 establishes an exemption for “Small CMS Regulated Entities, defined as CMS
Regulated Entities with less than five million miles of [vehicle miles traveled (VMT)] in all
periods of passenger service in a given calendar year...”"" Therefore, the relevant factor is not
whether an entity is a TNC but rather whether the entity is a TNC that exceeds five million
miles of VMT in a calendar year. Indeed, there are several TNCs registered with the
Commission that are exempted from the requirements established in D.24-03-001.2
HopSkipDrive also states that “...small TNCs, like HopSkipDrive, should not be required to
undertake the same obligations as the larger TNCs if doing so is more burdensome and costly
for the small TNCs.”'® CSE appreciates the unique situation of HopSkipDrive as a small TNC
that is still considered a CMS Regulated Entity; however, with respect to the exemption
discussed above, D.24-03-001 does not differentiate requirements based on the size of a CMS
Regulated Entity. Accordingly, CSE does not have the authority to differentiate requirements
without additional direction from the Commission. As outlined in the proposed Implementation
Plan and Handbook, CSE respectfully requests that HopSkipDrive actively and faithfully
engage in all marketing and survey distribution requirements, as established in D.24-03-001.
Nevertheless, CSE will work with HopSkipDrive to reduce administrative burdens and simplify
compliance with CMS requirements, where possible.

9 HopSkipDrive Response to CSE Advice Letter 1 (HopSkipDrive Response), December 11, 2025, p. 2.
10 d.

1 D.24-03-001 at 16.

12 California Public Utilities Commission, Transportation Network Company Permits Issued.
https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/regulatory-services/licensing/transportation-licensing-and-analysis-
branch/transportation-network-companies/tnc-permits-issued

3 HopSkipDrive Response at 2.

Page 6 of 7



Reply to Protest and Responses to CSE Advice Letter 1 December 18, 2025

The proposed data exchange processes were developed in conjunction with CMS
Regulated Entities and will be implemented with coordination from CMS Regulated
Entities.

HopSkipDrive highlights their concern with the 10-day window to provide data in accordance
with CSE’s proposed data exchange process and requests that CSE include the commitment
to provide flexibility measures within the Implementation Plan, in addition to CSE AL 1.
HopSkipDrive also requests CSE provide clear and straightforward data reporting templates at
the outset. CSE highlights that the proposed data exchange process was developed in
coordination with CMS Regulated Entities and designed to streamline drivers’ timely receipt of
incentives. CSE contends that extending the 10-day window for CMS Regulated Entities to
provide data would put undue burden on drivers, who would be required to wait for more than
a month to confirm their eligibility, and will unnecessarily delay the disbursement of incentives.
Accordingly, CSE reiterates that a 10-day window is appropriate. Nevertheless, CSE is
amenable to including the commitment to flexibility within the Implementation Plan and
coordinating with HopSkipDrive to ensure timely adherence to the data exchange processes.
As part of this coordination, CSE will develop clear data reporting templates that specify the
trip count data that must be reported in order to verify that drivers have met the MDT. CSE
intends to provide these templates well in advance of program launch.

The Drivers Working Group was established in D.24-03-001 as part of a suite of
strategies to advance environmental justice goals.

HopSkipDrive states that the proposed Implementation Plan does not explain the basis for the
Drivers Working Group to direct CMS Regulated Entities to comply with the CMS
Environmental and Social Justice (ESJ) Action items. CSE highlights that the Drivers Working
Group was established in D.24-03-001, Conclusion of Law 28(c), as part of several measures
to ensure that CMS Regulated Entities advance CMS ESJ Action Items and document
progress in doing so. CSE can clarify this language in the Implementation Plan if directed to
do so by the Commission.

CONCLUSION

CSE submitted CSE AL 1, the Tier 3 Advice Letter to propose the DAP Implementation Plan
and Handbook, in accordance with D.24-03-001. Accordingly, CSE respectfully requests that
the Commission provide additional direction where needed and consistent with the
recommendations and discussion herein and otherwise adopt CSE AL 1 as submitted.

Sephra A. Ninow, J.D.

Director, Regulatory Affairs
Center for Sustainable Energy®
sephra.ninow@energycenter.org

cc: Janeé Weaver, Lyft Jimmy Purvis, Uber
Margaret L. Tobias, Attorney for HopSkipDrive Service List R.21-11-014
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Order Instituting Rulemaking to
Implement Senate Bill 1014- the
California Clean Miles Standard
Program.

RULEMAKING 21-11-014
(Filed November 18, 2021)

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this day served a copy of this Reply to Protest and Responses to

CSE Advice Letter 1 on all known parties of record in this proceeding by delivering a copy via

email to the current service list for R.21-11-014.

Executed on December 18, 2025, in San Diego, CA.

Kinshuk Chatterjee

Senior Transportation Policy Analyst
Center for Sustainable Energy®

3980 Sherman St., Suite 170

San Diego, CA 92110

Tel: (858) 244-1177
kinshuk.chatterjee@energycenter.org
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HUGO FOZZATI

CHIEF BUSINESS OFFICER
AUTOX TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000
FOR: AUTOX

KERAN

PAWAR TRANSPORTATION LLC

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

FOR: PAWAR TRANSPORTATION LLC (SPECTRA
DRIVE)

MUFADDAL EZZY

AURORA

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000
FOR: AURORA

NINA QI
VOYAGE

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA ©0000
FOR: VOYAGE

WILL

ALTO OPERATIONS CALIFORNIA LLC
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

FOR: ALTO OPERATIONS CALIFORNIA LLC

ZIRO RIDE LLC
EMAIL ONLY

JANEE WEAVER
SR. COUNSEL - REGULATORY
LYFT, INC.

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000
FOR: LYFT, INC.

MIKE

ONWARD CARE INC.
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000
FOR: ONWARD CARE INC.

NICHOLAS BUNNER
ATTORNEY

ARGO.AI

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000
FOR: ARGO.AI

PEIHAN HUANG
DEEPROUTE

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000
FOR: DEEPROUTE

ADROIT ADVANCED TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

FOR: ADROIT ADVANCED TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

CAITLIN BRADY
LEGALOPERATIONS ASSOCIATE



EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000
FOR: ZIRO RIDE LLC

EDWARD HOFFMAN

RIDE PLUS, LLC

1275 PEACHTREE ST NE 6TH FL
ATLANTA, GA 30309

FOR: RIDE PLUS, LLC

JOSEPH HALSO

SIERRA CLUB

1536 WYNKOOP STREET, SUITE 200
DENVER, CO 80206

FOR: SIERRA CLUB

MAGGIE GREEN

HOPSKIPDRIVE

1320 E. 7TH ST., STE. 200
LOS ANGELES, CA 90021
FOR: HOPSKIPDRIVE INC.

NICOLE MOORE

RIDESHARE DRIVERS UNITED

600 LINCOLN AVE., NO. 91222
PASADENA, CA 91109

FOR: RIDESHARE DRIVERS UNITED

HEIDI SICKLER

DIR - POLICY

AMPLY POWER, INC

335 E MIDDLEFIELD ROAD
MOUNTAIN VIEW, CA 94043
FOR: AMPLY POWER

JOHN T. VAN GEFFEN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5129

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214
FOR: PUBLIC ADVOCATES OFFICE

JANE Y. LEE

ATTORNEY

UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

1455 MARKET STREET, 4TH FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103
FOR: UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

TILLY CHANG

EXE DIR

S. F. COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
1455 MARKET STREET, 22ND FL.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 9413

FOR: SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

CHRISTOF BAUMBACH
CEO

VIA TRANSPORTATION

95 MORTON ST., 3RD FL.

NEW YORK, NY 10014

FOR: NOMAD TRANSIT LLC (VIA)

ELIZABETH IRVIN

SR. TRANSPORTATION ANALYST

UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS

1 N LASALLE ST 1904

CHICAGO, IL 60602

FOR: UNION OF CONCERNED SCIENTISTS

JARVIS MURRAY

ADMIN - FOR-HIRE POLICY & ENFORCEMENT
LOS ANGELES DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION
100 S. MAIN STREET

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

FOR: CITY OF LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION (LADOT)

LAYLA SOTO

EXECUTIVE RIDE LLC

4532 W IMPERIAL HWY

HAWTHORNE, CA 90304

FOR: EXECUTIVE RIDE LLC (OPOLI)

SEPHRA A. NINOW, J.D.

ASSOCIATE DIR - REGULATORY

CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY

3980 SHERMAN ST., SUITE 170

SAN DIEGO, CA 92110

FOR: CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY

MARI DAVIDSON

MANAGING COUNSEL

WAYMO LLC

100 MAYFIELD AVENUE
MOUNTAIN VIEW, CA 94043
FOR: WAYMO

ELISE TORRES

STAFF ATTORNEY

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

785 MARKET STREET, SUITE 1400

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

FOR: THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK (TURN)

JEFFREY P. TUMLIN

DIR - TRANSPORTATION

S. F. MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY
ONE SOUTH VAN NESS AVENUE, 7TH FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

FOR: SAN FRANCISCO MUNICIPAL
TRANSPORTATION AGENCY

SAM APPEL

THE BLUEGREEN ALLIANCE

369 PINE STREET, STE. 616
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104
FOR: THE BLUEGREEN ALLIANCE

PRASHANTHI RAMAN
DIRECTOR, GOVERNMENT RELATIONS



WINGZ, INC.

795 FOLSOM STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107
FOR: WINGZ. INC.

SARA SCHAER

DOLIGHTFUL, INC

31 WINFIELD ST

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94110
FOR: DOLIGHTFUL, INC.

MARK GRUBERG

EXE. BOARD MEMBER

SAN FRANCISCO TAXI WORKERS ALLIANCE
1415 PALOU AVE.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94124

FOR: SAN FRANCISCO TAXI WORKERS
ALLIANCE (SFTWA)

ACCOUNTING

ZUM SERVICES, INC.

555 TWIN DOLPHINE DRIVE, STE. 350
REDWOOD CITY, CA 94401

FOR: ZUM SERVICES, INC.

MAX HARRIS

PONY.AI

3501 GATEWAY BLVD.
FREMONT, CA 94538
FOR: PONY.AI

BENJAMIN C. ELLIS

ATTORNEY

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

300 LAKESIDE DRIVE

OAKLAND, CA 94612

FOR: PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

CORY BULLIS

SR. SPECIALIST - PUBLIC AFFAIRS
FLO SERVICES USA INC.

1121 L STREET, STE. 309
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FOR: FLO SERVICES USA INC. (FLO)

Information Only

ADAM LENZ
EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

ASHLEIGH TEREM
EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

CASE COORDINATION
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
EMAIL ONLY

CRUISE LLC

333 BRANNAN STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107
FOR: CRUISE LLC

JEFF MALTZ

SILVER RIDE LLC

425 DIVISADERO SUITE 201
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117
FOR: SILVER RIDE LLC

IVAR C. SATERO

AIRPORT DIR

SAN FRANCISCO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
INTERNATIONAL TERMINAL, 5TH FL

PO BOX 8097

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94128

FOR: SAN FRANCISCO INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

PAUL ESCOBAR

PUBLIC POLICY & SAFETY STRATEGY MANAGER

Z00X, INC.

1149 CHESS DRIVE
FOSTER CITY, CA 94404
FOR: ZOOX, INC.

KERIANNE R. STEELE

ATTORNEY

WEINBERG ROGER & ROSENFELD

1375 55TH STREET

EMERYVILLE, CA 94608

FOR: SERVICE EMPLOYEES INTERNATIONAL
UNION, LOCAL 1021 (SEIU LOCAL 1021)

JAMES W. CARSON

ATTORNEY AT LAW

NIELSEN MERKSAMER PARRINELLO

2350 KERNER BLVD., STE 250

SAN RAFAEL, CA 94901

FOR: PROTECT APP-BASED DRIVERS AND
SERVICES

ANDREA WOODALL

CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY
EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

CALEB CARRIZALES

LYFT

EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

CHAN Q. VU
ASSOCIATE
BRB LAW LLP



EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

CURT BARRY DARREN LEE

SR WRITER / EDITOR OPERATIONS MGR

INSIDE WASHINGTON PUBLISHERS BRB LAW LLP

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000
F. JACKSON STODDARD GABBIE CALVILLO
PARTNER WAYMO

BRB LAW LLP EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 FOR: WAYMO

FOR: WAYMO, LLC

JIMMY PURVIS Juby PAU

UBER DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

KAREN ISGRIGG KEVIN SCHRODER

WAYMO SR. PLANNER

EMAIL ONLY SACTO. REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY

FOR: WAYMO EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000
FOR: SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT
DISTRICT

KINSHUK CHATTERIJEE LANA TRAN COURNEY

CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY CPUC

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

LAUREN SAINE MARKET COMPLIANCE

EMAIL ONLY LYFT INC

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

MATT SALWASSER MELODEE BLACK

PROGRAM MGR REGULATORY AFFAIRS ADVISOR

WAYMO SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

FOR: WAYMO

NICHOLAS NIIRO PAM J

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO EXECUTIVE RIDE LLC

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

FOR: ON BEHALF OF THE SAN FRANCISCO
MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY, SAN
FRANCISCO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION
AUTHORITY, AND SAN FRANCISCO
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

PAUL HERNANDEZ SAM DREIMAN

SR. POLICY MGR. GOVERNMENT & UTILITY ARGO.AI

VOLTERA POWER EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000 FOR: ARGO.AI

TOM ASHLEY ADROIT ADVANCED TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
VOLTERA EMAIL ONLY

EMAIL ONLY EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000



EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

HOPSKIPDRIVE, LLC
EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

PAWAR TRANSPORTATION LLC
EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

MRW & ASSOCIATES, LLC
EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

ERIN ABRAMS

OFFICER

NOMAD TRANSIT, LLC
10 CROSBY ST. 2ND FL.
NEW YORK, NY 10013

KATHERINE SHERIFF

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

1301 K STREET NW, SUITE 500 EAST
WASHINGTON, DC 20005

EDWIN SCHMITT

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSIONER JOHN REYNOLDS

320 West 4th Street Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

KENNETH BRUNO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
320 West 4th Street Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

SASHA GOLDBERG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION
320 West 4th Street Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

COREY T. KNISS

ATTORNEY

WEINBERG ROGER & ROSENFELD
800 WILSHIRE BLVD, SUITE 1020
LOS ANGELES, CA 90017

FOR: SEIU LOCAL 1021

MARIA KEEGAN MYERS

ATTORNEY

ROTHNER, SEGALL & GREENSTONE

510 S. MARENGO AVE.

PASADENA, CA 91101

FOR: SERVICE EMPLOYEES INTERNATIONAL
UNION, LOCAL 721 (SEIU LOCAL 721)

MEGHAN O'BRIEN
STOEL RIVES LLP

FOR: ADROIT ADVANCED TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

SILVER RIDE LLC
EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

PROTECT APP-BASED DRIVERS & SERVICES
EMAIL ONLY
EMAIL ONLY, CA 00000

ALEX LAVOI

NOMAD TRANSIT LLC DBA VIA
10 CROSBY STREET, 2ND FL.
NEW YORK, NY 10013

FOR: NOMAD TRANSIT LLC (VIA)

MATTHEW DAUS

IATR

C/0 WINDEL MARX LANE & MITTENDORF, LLP
156 WEST 56TH STREET

NEW YORK, NY 10019

EDWARD HOFFMAN
RIDE PLUS, LLC

1275 PEACHTREE ST., NE 6TH FL.
ATLANTA, GA 30309

FOR: RIDE PLUS, LLC (PROVADO MOBILE
HEALTH)

JOHN DENG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
SAFETY POLICY DIVISION

320 West 4th Street Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

MANAL ANTABLI

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
320 West 4th Street Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

CLARK MCISAAC

ADVISOR - REGULATORY

CLEAN POWER ALLIANCE OF SO. CALIF.
801 S. GRAND AVE., STE. 400

LOS ANGELES, CA 90017

PARMINDER JOEA
EXECUTIVE RIDE LLC
4532 W IMPERIAL HWY
HAWTHORNE, CA 90304

REBECCA MEIERS-DE PASTINO

SR. ATTORNEY

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY
2244 WALNUT GROVE AVENUE

ROSEMEAD, CA 91770

BERT KAUFMAN
CORPORATE & REGULATORY AFFAIRS



501 WEST BROADWAY, SUITE 2000
SAN DIEGO, CA 92101

JULIE VEIT

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY

S. F. CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
1390 MARKET STREET, 7TH FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

ANDREW DUGOWSON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ANTHONY MANZO

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

BECKIE PHANH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

CAROLYN CHEN

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

GREGORY HARASYM

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JOSHUA HUNEYCUTT

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CONSUMER PROTECTION AND ENFORCEMENT DIVI
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

KATHERINE GROTE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY INFRASTRUCTURE BRANCH
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

MICHELAINA JOHNSON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY INFRASTRUCTURE BRANCH
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

Z00X, INC.

325 SHARON PARK DR. STE. 909
MENLO PARK, CA 94025

FOR: ZOOX, INC.

LILLIAN A. LEVY

SAN FRANCISCO CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
1390 MARKET STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102

ANDREW KLUTEY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSIONER JOHN REYNOLDS

AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ASHLYN KONG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

BEZAWIT DILGASSA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
AREA 2-E

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

DAMON A. FRANZ

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ADMINISTRATIVE BRANCH

AREA 4-A

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JACK CHANG

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION
ROOM 5020

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

JULIAN BUCHWALTER

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
COMMISSIONER DOUGLAS

AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

LEUWAM TESFAI

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
EXECUTIVE DIVISION

ROOM 5137

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

NIKI BAWA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

ROOM 5029

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214



OMAR TEUTLE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

RICHARD KHOE

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ENERGY INFRASTRUCTURE BRANCH
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

SAMANTHA SERAFICA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

TERRA M. CURTIS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
CONSUMER PROTECTION AND ENFORCEMENT DIVI
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ADAM BIERMAN
UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
1455 MARKET STREET, 4TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

, CA 94103

DARTON ITO

DEPUTY DIR.

S.F. MUNICIPAL TRANSPORTATION AGENCY
1 SOUTH VAN NESS AVE., 7TH FL.

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

JUSTINE WOODLAND

UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

1455 MARKET STREET,4TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

STEPHANIE KUHLMAN
PARALEGAL, REGULATORY

UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
1455 MARKET STREET, 4TH FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103

PEJMAN MOSHFEGH

ATTORNEY AT LAW

MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP

ONE MARKET, SPEAR STREET TOWER, 28TH FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94185

FOR: WAYMO

CHRISTOF BAUMBACH
CEO
WINGZ, INC.

RAHMON MOMOH

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
AREA 2-E

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ROBERT MASON

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE DIVISION
ROOM 5016

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

STEPHANIE SEKI

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

THERESA BUCKLEY

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
LEGAL DIVISION

AREA

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3214

ALEXANDER LARRO
UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

1455 MARKET STREET, 4TH FLOOR
SAN FRANCISCO

HAYLEY GOODSON

STAFF ATTORNEY

THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK

785 MARKET STREET, SUITE 1400

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 941e3

FOR: THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK (TURN)

LISA TSE

COUNSEL, REGULATORY

UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
1455 MARKET STREET, 4TH FL.
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 941e3

JASON BOUNDS

MORGAN LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP

ONE MARKET, SPEAR STREET TOWER
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

AICHI DANIEL

SR COUNSEL - SAFETY & REGULATORY
CRUISE LLC

333 BRANNAN STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107

MARGARET TOBIAS
ATTORNEY AT LAW
TOBIAS LAW OFFICE



795 FOLSOM STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107

SARA SCHAER

DOLIGHTFUL, INC (KANGO)

31 WINFIELD STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94110

FOR: DOLIGHTFUL, INC. (KANGO)

LILLY MCKENNA
STOEL RIVES LLP

THREE EMBARCADERO CENTER, STUITE 1120

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

SILVER RIDE LLC
425 DIVISADERO STREET, STE. 201
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94117

ASHLEY FILLMORE

ATTORNEY

UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
1515 THIRD STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94158

JACOB FRIGARD

PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY
PO BOX 770000 (B23A)

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94177-0001

VALERIE FUGIT
VOYAGE AUTO, INC.
844 E CHARLESTON RD.
PALO ALTO, CA 94303

RITU

ZUM SERVICE, INC.

555 TWIN DOLPHINE DRIVE, STE. 350
REDWOOD CITY, CA 94401

MOLLY ZIMNEY

PRODUCT & REGULATORY COUNSEL
Z00X, INC.

1149 CHESS DRIVE

FOSTER CITY, CA 94404

MATTHEW DEAL
CHARGEPOINT, INC.

254 EAST HACIENDA AVENUE
CAMPBELL, CA 95008

SAMANTHA HOLDSTOCK
PARALEGAL

STOEL RIVES LLP

500 CAPITOL MALL, STE. 1600
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

MANAL YAMOUT MCDERMID
CALIBER STRATEGIES
PO BOX 160724

460 PENNSYLVANIA AVE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 941e7

ANNA FERO

ATTORNEY

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, 23RD FLR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

VIDHYA PRABHAKARAN

ATTORNEY

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, 23RD FLR
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94111

RACHELLE CHONG

COUNSEL

LAW OFFICE OF RACHELLE CHONG

345 WEST PORTAL AVENUE, STE. 110
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94127

MONIKA KOTHARI

UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC
1725 THIRD STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94158

CHARITY ALLEN

DEPUTY GENERAL COUNSEL
AURORA INNOVATION, INC.
1880 EMBARCADERO ROAD
PALO ALTO, CA 94303

COLLIN

ZUM SERVICES, INC.

555 TWIN DOLPHINE DRIVE, STE. 350
REDWOOD CITY, CA 94401

VIVEK

ZUM SERVICES, INC.

555 TWIN DOLPHINE DRIVE, STE. 350
REDWOOD CITY, CA 94401

JIN NOH

DIR - POLICY

CALIFORNIA ENERGY STORAGE ALLIANCE
2150 ALLSTON WAY, STE. 400
BERKELEY, CA 94704

NAZANIN REZAEI

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
300 Capitol Mall

Sacramento, CA 95814

ANDREW B. BROWN

ATTORNEY

BIERING & BROWN LLP

2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816

LYNN HAUG
ATTORNEY
BIERING & BROWN LLP



SACRAMENTO, CA 95816
FOR: CRUISE LLC

ALEXANDER NERA

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
180 Promenade Circle, Suite 115
Sacramento, CA 95834

JENNIFER FRY

FERC SPECIALIST / PRACTICE ASSIST.

STOEL RIVES LLP
760 SW NINTH AVENUE, SUITE 3000
PORTLAND, OR 97205
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2600 CAPITOL AVENUE, SUITE 400
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-5931

MARIA SOLIS

CALIF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
TRANSPORTATION ENFORCEMENT BRANCH
180 Promenade Circle, Suite 115
Sacramento, CA 95834

JOSEPH DALLAS

SENIOR ATTORNEY

PACIFICORP

825 NE MULTNOMAH, SUITE 2000
PORTLAND, OR 97232
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