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The Western States Petroleum Association (WSPA)would like to provide below our written comments 
on the A61007 Plan that was distributed for comment last week. WSPA's 26 member companies are 
engaged in the exploration for, production, refining, transportation and marketingof a variety of 
energy and transportation fuels products. This Plan is therefore of prime importance to us. 

We believe that the A61007 Plan, or Califiornia's Alternative Fuels Transportation Plan, is where 
energy supply and air quality needs meet. A strong partnership between these two critical elements 
is essential to successfully diversify California's transportationfuels portfolio in a way that doesn't 
have a negative impact on either air quality or the state's economy. 

A61007 is directly linked to the LCFS which makes it even more important. We cannot afford to get 
our energy supply future wrong. We do not want to end up with unintended consequences that 
prevent us from supplying adequate, reliable and affordable fuels to California's consumers. 

There are many uncertainties and unanswered questions in this complicated process. What's 
important to us is that the assumptions used are reasonableand that the process designed going 
forward improves upon the knowledge base and tools needed to choose the best fuels pathways to 
meet the goals - pathways that are scientifically sound, technologically feasible and cost effective. 

WSPA appreciates the opportunity to submit these comments. We would also like to meet with the 
CEC to review our concerns and suggestions in even greater detail. 

Sincerely, 
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Western States Petroleum Association's Comments on the CECICARB Draft State 
Alternative Fuels Trans~ortation Plan - October 2007 

Report StructurelContent 
The report provides an executive summary of the AB 1007 work process. For example, the 
discussion on Life Cycle Analysis (LCA) is only 4 -5 pages long, whereas the TlAX report on 
LCA was almost 300 pages long. The Scenario Analysis for Penetration of XTL Fuels was 
51 pages long but only appears as a notation a couple of times in the report. Also, there is 
little to no substantiation that supports the claims made or illustrates the reasoning used to 
determine optimal blends, or societal cost effectiveness. 

Staff has indicated all of the background assumptions and calculations are contained in 
separate documents that will be on the website soon. We recommend the background 
documents be referenced andlor presented as attachments to the report to help document 
how statements and conclusions have been arrived at for the final Plan report. 

In addition, it would have been valuable to have shared the detailed background documents 
with the public at the same time the Plan went out for comment, so there would have been an 
opportunity to understand and comment on the Plan appropriately. As it is, stakeholders 
cannot comment on much of the Plan's figures and conclusive statements. 

As previously noted in many workshops, WSPA encourages a Plan that clearly outlines the 
degree of uncertainty in its numbers and its conclusions. The Plan needs more caveats, 
ranges in numbers, and cautionary language that would provide a decision maker with a 
sense of how robust the projections and conclusions are. 

Goals of Plan 
One of the original AB1007 main objectives, as outlined in the legislation, was to increase the 
use of alternaive fuels in the State. In the Plan there is a new strong focus on satisfying the 
goals of multiple state policy objectives, including reducing GHGs, increasing the in-state 
production of bio fuel, and meeting the Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS). 

It appears the AB1007 study has expanded beyond its original intent to attempt to satisfy a 
broader list of state objectives. Evidence of this exists throughout the report; however one 
example is on page 32 in the chapter on alternative fuel use goals. Table 4 lists only fuel use 
and MMTlyr GHGs. There are many goals and criteria beyond these two that need to be 
addressed and highlighted. 

WSPA recommends the State develop a clear, deliberate process (perhaps a model) 
whereby multiple alternative fuels can be judged based on multiple state goals. It is our 
understanding that the CEC is pursuing this path, with the development of a dynamic energy 
simulation model. We agree with this approach and encourage the CEC to follow through. It 
appears certain select goals were given more weight than others in the final analysis. The 
state needs to define transparently the mechanisms for balancing tradeoffs between policy 
goals. 
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