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3. Responses to Comments 
 

ConocoPhillips Rodeo Refinery Clean Fuels Expansion Project 3.1-1 April 2007 
Final Environmental Impact Report 

3.1 California Energy Commission (CEC) 
Responses to Letter from Terrence O’Brien, Deputy Director, 

Systems Assessment and Facilities Siting Division, 
January 18, 2007 

CEC-1 CEC states it is pleased that the DEIR cites CEC references that accurately 
portray the State’s energy supply and demand situation. CEC states that the 
DEIR accurately summarizes projected future demand and supply scenarios for 
gasoline and diesel and that Section 4.5.2.3 provides a succinct summary of the 
Energy Commission’s 2005 Integrated Energy Policy Report findings and 
recommendations for increasing transportation fuels efficiency.  

With respect to the Proposed Project, the CEC states that “California cannot 
meet rising near-term fuel demand without a robust petroleum infrastructure, 
including facilities such as the ConocoPhillips Refinery. Projects such as this 
expansion project will help address future supply problems and improve 
California’s ability to process and distribute needed fuel supplies to consumers.” 

RESPONSE: CEC confirms the DEIR statements related to supply of and 
demand for gasoline and diesel fuels, increasing transportation fuels efficiency, 
and improvement of petroleum infrastructure. CEC did not request any correction 
or any addition of other information to the EIR. 
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