
DOCKET 

I 06-AFP-


RECD. OCT 1 2  2001 
California Energy Commission 
DocketsOffice,MS4 
Re: Docket No. 06-AFP-1 
1516 Ninth Stmet 

6001 Bollinger Canyon Rd 
Room C2046 
San Ramon, CA 94583 

Sacramento, CA 95814-5512 

J. F. (John) Alvarez 
Vice President, Americas 

Dear C a l i i  Energy Commission: 

Sasol Chevron is happy to m m e n t  on thedr& report. 'State Alternative Fuels Plan'. CEC600-2007- 
011-CTD. 

In our view, theomission of Xn from the proposals and analysis is a *us omission. Of the alternative 
fuels and techndogies rnentianed. GTL d i d  isone that is currently being canrnenial~ed,with 49.000 
barrels per day of productiononlinealready in two plantsworldwideand another 174.000 barrels per day 
of production under amhcth.  Desabingthii activity asb u i  pibt plantsto deimmhb the 
commercial a v a i i  of Xlb' ischdy  m+W&m. In addition, the fact that GTL diesel hasa neubal to 
slightly positiw GHG impact and a podW bnpacton criteriapolMmtsis not dk&d inthe phrase used 
in the draft report@ages ES8 and 32 faexsmpk),' T i emrLwwnental beme6t pdential' 

There is a body of litmature to Wsbabthesepoinls, andwm wlere under the impressionmat theCEC had 
it for duringthe draftingof this m p t  If not. we would be happy to fonnrard the information to 
CEC staff. Aha, thecondu&m drawn here contrastwith past CEC atafF raportson the favorabiliiand 
mmerciel staw of G T L d i i .  

In Europe, GTLdiesel is beingconsidered bothfor *tsarm benefits and to help preparethe local refining 
and distributionsy&m to hands F iTFopach d i e d  (BTL). The benefitsto the 
automakers and consumers are that the GTL and BTL produds are identical, so them is no needfanew 
auto techndogioransunerdWudiomwhen BTL atarlsenlsrins- the mafke4 The mfmmand 
diiatribu~ore&atreadybe~~material=anar~deofoanrnerce,withuasfafuel~ends 
well undenrbood. Analher lessonfrun theEurormnQq#isnce. darmplayed inthem m t  isthat a 
transition ofmore M ifrom gasoline tod i i  incn&s fuel&by about 30%andopensthe 
d o o r f o r e v e n ~ ~ f m m ~ h y b r i d &T h e u s e d c b m d e r s l a n d a d v a e a d b g d ~  
isthecenbecpiecedtheEuropeansuccesswithGHGmissionmc&cthsinthetransponationsector, 
yet theCEC reportignores thim body ofcanmercially p~ovenexpehmce. 

Finally, in the past the California Energy Commission has observedthat GTL technology creates more 
d i r v e m i ~ i n e n e r s y s u p p l y a n d ~ b y r e d u d n g d e p e n d e n c e o n a u d e d a d ~ n e b r e l ~  
regionsto ambibuteto the transportationenergy mix. Further, GTL lechnobgyconWutesthiiwithout 
requiringimresbnenQ inv e h i i  enginesor new -re. 

We app& thii opporhmw to canment, and hope that theseobsenrationswill help leadthe stab of 
California to b best planfor theenergy Mure. 

Yours. 

John Alvarez 
jfalbchevron.com 


