





will raise fuel costs—the only one of several statutory factors that it analyzed—
implicitly conceding that the statutory criteria no longer guide anything.

The ethanol mandate is a deeply flawed policy. It does more harm than good for the
environment, with an_area the size of Michigan devoted to corn ethanol instead of
something beneficial like natural habitat or food production— raising the prices of

fuel and food as a result. If Congress could put the national interest above

powerful special interests, it would repeal the RFS. That is unlikely to

happen anytime soon, but there is an alternative.

Under its post-2022 authority, the EPA can lawfully lower RFS volumes annually
based on factors like infrastructure constraints and economic effects. The EPA should
use this authority to set a glide path that steadily reduces mandated volumes to no
higher than the “blend wall” of E10 at whatever level of gasoline consumption 1s
forecast for the next couple of years.

Given the enormous infrastructure that already sustains ethanol production, it would be
competitive at close to E10 even without the RFS subsidy. But producers should be
responding to price signals, not to the decrees of an agency bent on enriching them at
everyone else’s expense.




