


   
 

   
 

KEY EXTERNAL STAKEHOLDERS: 

☒ Congress ☒ Industry  ☒States ☐ Tribes ☒ Media ☒ Other Federal Agency 
☒ NGO  ☐ Local Governments  ☒ Public 

In general, stakeholders are concerned about whether the Agency’s RFS volume requirements are too high or too 
low, whether barriers to greater volumes exist or can be removed, and whether the analytical basis for our rules is 
accurate. 
• Oil Industry: Generally, opposes the RFS program because of mandatory biofuel blending requirements, which 

displace fossil fuel market shares. However, as they invest more heavily in biofuel production (e.g., ethanol and 
renewable diesel), they are more diverse in their positions. Their main focus now is supporting liquid fuels over 
electricity. 

• Ethanol and Biofuel Industries: Generally, very supportive of the RFS program and would like to see higher 
volumes for more ethanol and other biofuels to enter the market. 

• Non-governmental Organizations (NGO): Often split on the environmental benefits of the RFS program because 
many question the actual GHG savings and its effects on air and water quality, wildlife habitat, and  vehicles.  

• Congress: Split largely along regional lines. Agricultural states are often supportive and fossil-producing states 
are often opposed to the program.  

• Foreign Countries:  Depending on their own biofuel industries, different countries have different perspectives 
on the RFS program. Some see a market opportunity and some worry about perceived/potential US-
protectionist policies. Key countries include Brazil (sugarcane ethanol producer), Malaysia and Indonesia (palm 
oil producers (biodiesel), and the EU (primary alternative market for renewable fuels and feedstocks). 

MOVING FORWARD:  

Moving forward, EPA’s focus in implementing the RFS program is on (1) continued development and promulgation 
of the annual volume rules, and (2) effective implementation of the rules (ensuring compliance, reducing fraud, 
etc.).  
 

 


