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API asks OMB to address one aspect of the NPRM: EPA should include a request for comment on
the concept of using a well-to-wheels or lifecycle analysis approach.
o An invitation to comment on a well-to-wheels approach would be akin to an ANPRM.
o Comments received would inform the development of future vehicle emission
standards.
o We recognize there would not be sufficient time to incorporate this concept into the
current rulemaking framework but a request for comment is critically important to
begin this dialog.
The current system considers only tailpipe emissions. With the shared goal of reducing carbon
emissions in the transportation sector, a well-to-wheels approach provides a basis for
comparative evaluation of the carbon impact of multiple different fuel-vehicle technologies. This
approach would provide many benefits including:
o More diverse transportation options for compliance.
o Allows the market to drive carbon reductions at the lowest abatement costs.
o Maintains a diversity of energy supply and promotes domestic energy security.
o Maintains economic strength and job opportunities for energy, automotive, and
agriculture industries.
o Various researchers recognize the value of using a full lifecycle or well-to-wheels basis to
measure GHG performance (see below).
Liquid fuels can deliver near-term and ongoing carbon reduction benefits from the legacy
vehicle fleet, and new internal combustion vehicles while the auto fleet transitions to new GHG
reducing technologies over time. Requesting comment on a wells-to-wheels approach is the
first step for EPA to establish such a framework in the future.
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