
A Clean Fuel Policy for the 
MW?
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Clean Fuel Policy/LCFS Background
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2019 vs 2010 – changing perceptions 
about the policy
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Midwestern Clean Fuels Vision
• ��""	������"	��!	��	�	!�������!������������������	! ������8
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• Electricity accounting (indirect accounting, utility-specific)
• Customized farming practices
• Argonne ILUC
• Investments in soil health and water quality

Each state will develop its own approach, the group will
make high level recommendations for the Midwest

Unique MW approach in AT LEAST these areas



DRAFT MODELING RESULTS - Overview of 
Compliance Approach in the Midwest
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� Two types of reductions: 
Higher blending + Upstream Reductions

� Higher blending: Low Level Blends (E10), Mid Level Blends 
(E15-E30), and High Level Blends (E85)

� Driving reductions: 

� Transition to Mid Level Blends (E15+)

� Growth in E85

� Transition to lower carbon ethanol from implementation of 
upstream agronomic practices

� Overall effective blend rate: 17% in 2030, 19% in 2035

� Average CI: About 40 g/MJ (30% decrease from base year)

DRAFT Scenario Modeling for the Midwest —
Ethanol
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Source: ICF research conducted for Great Plains Institute 
and American Coalition for Ethanol
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Brendan Jordan, Vice President

bjordan@gpisd.net

Betterenergy.org


