
  

   
 

RNG COALITION Response to Ecology’s Discussion Paper: Carbon Intensity Targets 2028–2038 

 

1. Which scenario do you prefer: A, B, or C?  

The RNG COALITION supports Scenario A, the strongest near-term schedule presented. Its 4% 
reduction in 2028 would provide an early, clear signal for investment in low-carbon 
transportation fuels, including renewable natural gas. Amid shifts in federal policy, a 
predictable state schedule is especially valuable to developers planning projects that take years 
to finance and build. Scenario A would advance those investments and deliver emissions 
reductions sooner while reaching the required 45% reduction by 2038. 

2. Do you prefer a more gradual schedule or a less gradual schedule? Why? 

We prefer the less gradual schedule in Scenario A. Advancing reductions in 2028 encourages 
fuel production and deployment sooner, when those investments can deliver emissions 
benefits over more years. Scenario A also gives fuel producers and regulated parties a defined 
annual schedule through 2038. Ecology’s analysis should account for existing and potential RNG 
supply, credit generation, and the lead times needed to develop new projects. 

3. Are there alternative scenarios you would like Ecology to consider? 

RNG COALITION supports Scenario A as the most ambitious of the proposed schedules for 
reaching the 45% reduction by 2038. We also encourage Ecology to model the potential 55% 
reduction described in the discussion paper and explain how it will evaluate the statutory 
conditions for considering that target in the future. If those conditions are met, Ecology should 
act promptly to consider a stronger standard or create a mechanism for an automatic 
adjustment.  

Sincerely, 

Yanni Psareas 
Manager of State Government Affairs 
RNG Coalition 
505 SE 184th Ave 
Vancouver, WA, 98683 
(916) 588-3033 
yanni@rngcoalition.com 
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