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Energy Independence Now (EIN) would like to thank the Energy Commission 
and ARB for the opportunity to submit comments as you prepare the final draft 
of the A61007 State Alternative Fuels Plan. 

We recognize the challenges of preparing a comprehensive plan, given the 
multiple policy objectives and timelines. The following comments are offered in 
the spirit of creating the best possible analytical and actionable basis for future 
government action. 

Our comments fall into two categories, relating to the summary text and - - 
underlying analysis respectively. 
-- ------ 

- - - - - - - - 

I. ReD0rt em~hasis. and claritv of aovemment actions 

1. The Infrastructure challenge is not sufficiently addressed. 

Infrastructure development is a component that needs to be singled out more 
explicitly in this report, as a major barrier, as a policy challenge and as an 
element requiring a high level of coordination and creative public intervention. 

Most of the infrastructure incentives mentioned are co-funding proposals, but 
co-funding alone may not be a sufficient incentive, given the low utilization in 
the early years (the current h2 experience should be noted). The report 
mentions that the LCFS should provide a sufficient incentive for fuel 
distributors to invest in E85 infrastructure (p.39). This may be the case for 
blending strategies, but should not be assumed for new fuels. We believe that 
a coordinated, strategic intervention may be needed for new infrastructure 
development, given the incumbents conflict of interest with regards to 
petroleum displacement. 

We recommend the report better reflect this challenge. Specific suggestions 
include: 



a) On page ES-4 (Plan Conclusions). The 4 part strategy covers 
(1) Promote AF blends 
(2) Maximize AF in early adopter niches 
(3) Maximize AF use in ICE vehicles and develop new technologies 
(4) Reduce VMT 
Should add: (5) Assure a supporting fuel infrastructure is developed. 

b) A separate heading of "Infrastructure" is needed under the Specific 
Findings section (page ES 5-8), identifying the relevant fuel 
infrastructure analysis and recommendation from the rest of the 
report. 

c) The infrastructure component should be noted on page E-9 under both 
Key Barriers, and Fecommended actions. 

d) Infrastructure should also singled out on page 54, alongside the 
efficiency, blends, vehicles and VMT strategies. 

e) I n  the Recommended Government Actions section (page ll), the 
report should recommend specific action aimed at developing the 
appropriate intervention that will assure infrastructure development. 
This could include a recommendation for a focused inquiry into how to 
do this. 

2. Actions need to be spelled more specifically in terms of who does 
what, and their relative priorities. 

--------- ---- 

f k " A c t t r n s T l e ~ ~ 6 6 y F u e I  Type" section currently mixes together the 
actions that need to be undertaken by the govemment, with the 
technological breakthroughs hoped for, private sector investments needed, 
research required. The long list of large and small 'needs' also gives no 
indication on what are ctiitlcal barriers and therefore priorities. 

This section of the report warrants much greater attention and clearer 
writing. The recommended actions should be grouped and sorted clearly by 
fuel type, by who needs to take the action (govemment vs automakers vs 
fuel providers), and the level of priority. We urge the authors to refer 
carefully to the Alternative Fuel Scenarios that were developed as part of 
the AB1007 process, as many of these included very concrete, actionable 
recommendations that have been lost in this summary report. 

11. Comment s on the u nderlvina analvsis 

3. The analysis of Renewable Diesel / Biodiesel is incomplete 

As per previous EIN submisslons, we feel the analysis and the scenarios have 
failed to consider the possibility of a significant diesel penetration in the light 
duty sector, combined with BZO-level blending. This is not only a possible 
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