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Determination and dedication have led Alec Hohnadell to 
make a name for himself on the Formula Drift circuit. His 
execution and style on the race track is impressive, 
considering the 21-year-old is the youngest drift racer on 
the circuit and one of the youngest to ever make it onto 
the podium.

But years before racing his way to the top, Alec was 
�ghting for his life. At that time, his determination and 
dedication was spent on �guring out what was wrong and 
how to get healthy. After seeing more than 30 doctors 
within the United States and abroad, they �nally �gured 
out the diagnosis…he had been poisoned.

"He was loaded up with petrochemicals. They measure 
blood toxicity on a 0 to 100 percent scale, he was over 98 
percent," said Alec's father, Gale Hohnadell.

Those petrochemicals were due to Alec swimming in the 
Gulf of Mexico. Although it appeared to be cleaned up, 
toxins from the oil spill in 2010 lurked in the water. Many 
of the toxins that made Alec sick are the same ones found 
in our gasoline, benzene, toluene, xylene (BTX group) also 
known as aromatics. 

Aromatics are added to gasoline 
to boost octane but are also 
known to be cancer causing. 
Ethanol can replace a majority 
of aromatics, providing a clean 
octane boost while also 
reducing toxins coming out of 
the tailpipe.

After the diagnosis, Alec spent 
more than a year in intense 

treatment to clear his system from these chemicals. It was 
during this time that he discovered drift racing and once 
he was healthy decided to give the sport a try.

But when he got behind the wheel, Alec wanted a cleaner 
fuel with the performance capabilities needed to race his way 
to the top. That’s when he started using ethanol. After hearing 
his story, Dave Vander Griend was compelled to help Alec.  
Thank you to Vander Griend and ICM for putting up the 
money to sponsor Alec’s car and spread the UAI message for 
the 2017 Formula Drift season.

“Ethanol is not only an awesome race fuel boosting my 
horsepower. But I feel better knowing that it’s also a healthier 
option, greatly reducing the aromatic toxins coming out of my 
tailpipe,” Alec said.

And Alec is helping teach his fans that you don’t need a race 
car to take advantage of ethanol’s bene�ts. Right now, almost 
all drivers are using fuel with 10% ethanol. Higher blends, with 
15%, 20% or 30% ethanol are becoming more readily available. 
When used in regular and �ex fuel vehicles, these blends 
provide more octane at a lower cost while also reducing a wide 
range of tailpipe emissions.

Urban Air Initiative is proud to help Alec educate the public 
that we can improve our air with ethanol.

       Join us at the FEW 

Alec will  share his health story 
showcase his race car! 



EPA’s misinterpretation of the sub-sim law turns the statutory 
scheme designed by Congress upside down. In section 211(c) of 
the Clean Air Act, Congress allowed EPA to control the 
concentration of existing additives, but only after using scienti�c 
evidence to determine if they pose a health risk or damage 
emission controls. By focusing on the sub-sim law, EPA has 
ignored 211(c). Under that section, EPA actually bears the burden 
of proving that ethanol is harmful, but EPA has instead placed the 
burden of proving the safety of every added drop of ethanol on 
the ethanol industry. This de�es the will of Congress and the 
courts’ past admonishment against interpreting the sub-sim law to 
circumvent the requirements of section 211(c).

Correcting EPA’s interpretation of the sub-sim law would provide 
immediate relief for the ethanol industry. EPA would no longer 
wield the Clean Air Act to deter the sale of mid-level ethanol 
blends. And while EPA could control ethanol based on evidence 
of environmental harm, such evidence is unlikely to be 
forthcoming: the evidence overwhelmingly demonstrates that 
ethanol reduces vehicle pollution and increases vehicle e�ciency.

The widespread availability of higher ethanol blends would also 
encourage the development of vehicles optimized to take 
advantage of ethanol’s high octane value. The production of these 
vehicles would foster a competitive and sustainable path for future 
growth of the ethanol industry.

The stakes couldn’t be higher. Our industry, Autos, and EPA all 
know that higher blends of ethanol work well in todays and future 
vehicles providing performance, lower emissions, reduction in 
greenhouse gases, local jobs, and energy security.  It’s time to resist 
EPA’s control on the market with its random regulations that do 
not follow the intent of the law.   

 

REGS Rule Comments Could be a True Game Changer for Ethanol
For decades, EPA has insisted that it gets to decide how much 
ethanol can be used in gasoline. If ethanol producers want to sell 
higher ethanol blends to ordinary vehicles, they must ask EPA for 
permission. Until recently, EPA said no more than 10%. In 2011, 
EPA said 15% in some vehicles, but not others. But EPA has no 
legal authority to impose these caps on ethanol’s concentration.

Urban Air Initiative, along with a coalition of environmental 
organizations, ethanol producers, and farmers’ unions, recently 
�led comments telling EPA that its regulatory ruse has gone too 
far. Contrary to EPA’s assumption, Congress did not intend for 
EPA to stand guard over every added drop of ethanol in gasoline.

The occasion for Urban Air Initiative’s comments was EPA’s latest 
bittersweet bargain for ethanol, the proposed Renewable 
Enhancement and Growth Support Rule, or “REGS Rule.” In the 
REGS Rule, EPA agreed not to impose certain compliance 
burdens on ethanol used in �ex-fuel vehicles. In exchange, the 
ethanol industry would have to accept a slew of new fuel 
regulations, including a cap that would limit ethanol to no more 
than 15% in all but �ex-fuel vehicles. 

If this seems like a raw deal for ethanol, that’s because it is. 
Flex-fuel vehicles account for only 6% of the vehicle market, and 
their share is not growing. That is partially due to EPA’s decision 
to phase-down �ex-fuel vehicle credits starting in 2015 (EPA has 
replaced them with generous credits for electric vehicles). And 
while the market for �ex-fuel vehicles steadily declines, EPA 
could continue to block the use of mid-level ethanol blends in all 
other vehicles. Thus, although the REGS Rule’s goal is to 
“facilitate further expansion of ethanol blended fuels,” in the 
long-term, the Rule will probably have the opposite e�ect on 
ethanol’s market share.

That is why Urban Air Initiative and its partners are tossing EPA’s 
playbook out the window, and going on the o�ensive. Urban Air 
Initiative’s comments explain that EPA’s asserted authority to 
control the concentration of ethanol is based on a 
misinterpretation of the “sub-sim” law, section 211(f) of the Clean 
Air Act. That law requires the individual components of market 
fuel to be “substantially similar” to the components of a test fuel 
used to test new vehicle emissions. 

And since ethanol is already a component of a test fuel used to test 
new vehicle emissions, EPA’s interpretation ignores the clear 
language of the statute and fails to further the REGS Rule’s 
purported goals.



        UAI Challenges CRC Study for Not Using Real World Fuels 

 

The Urban Air Initiative (UAI) called the results of a 
new Coordinating Research Council (CRC) 
emissions study one more example of the biased and 
�awed testing procedures used to penalize ethanol. 
 
The CRC’s match blending of test fuels fails to 
recognize how ethanol truly performs in real world 
fuels, improving fuel quality and reducing toxic 
tailpipe emissions. And this inaccurate data will be 
used by the US Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) to continue limiting the use of higher 
ethanol blends.

CRC is a joint e�ort of the American Petroleum 
Institute and several auto makers. UAI contends that 
the CRC’s fundamental approach of match blending 
fuels in the lab instead of using real world fuels, 
similar to what consumer’s purchase discredits 
the study.  

There are more than 400 chemicals in gasoline. So to 
start a fuel study, a custom recipe test fuel is created in 
the lab. Ideally this recipe matches the real-world 
fuels you would �nd at the corner gas station. But 
UAI has found over and over that it does not. 

The CRC study adds aromatics to the recipe as it 
adds ethanol, which does not match real-world fuels 
and falsely blames ethanol for increasing cancer 
causing emissions. Urban Air believes this is just 
plain wrong. 

A more accurate way to mimic real world fuels is to 
splash blend, or simply add ethanol to the gasoline, 
like you would add cream to your co�ee. When this 
happens, emissions are reduced because ethanol 
replaces a portion of toxic aromatics, which is what 
actually happens at your corner station.

"The way these tests are conducted, with varying and 
unrealistic fuel characteristics, it’s di�cult to pinpoint 
the culprit. But we’ve seen this game for years and 
know that manipulating the base fuels and then 
adding ethanol falsely skews the results against 
ethanol. And quite frankly, this re�ects the preferences 
of the petroleum industry,” said UAI Technical 
Director Steve Vander Griend.

UAI has been on EPA's trail for years, according to 
Vander Griend. In this current study, he estimates 
CRC’s base fuel that ethanol was then added 
contained 15% more toxic aromatics than an 
equivalent fuel with no ethanol. 

"When we add ethanol we allow for less aromatics in the 
fuel since ethanol is the octane booster and can replace 
toxic aromatic compounds. No real world fuels would 
ever look like the test fuels used by CRC, and we can see 
this proved over and over in standard annual fuel surveys 
done across the United States."

UAI o�cials say this is just one more �awed study related 
to ethanol. This misguided approach of match blending 
test fuels originated in a 2006 CRC study. The data from 
that study provided the pathway for EPA’s fuel e�ects 
study known as the “EPAct study” and the Agency’s 
vehicular emissions computer model called MOVES2014. 
This information is critically important because it sets the 
tone for EPA’s institutional bias against ethanol, and it 
informs federal and state fuel policies that limit ethanol’s 
growth in the market and impair the nation’s air quality.

UAI President Dave Vander Griend says ethanol is just 
looking for a fair and accurate assessment. "In the actual 
real world fuel you �ll up with today, we know clean 
burning ethanol reduces particulate emissions that are 
increasingly linked to cancer. We know that ethanol 
reduces aromatic content in gasoline. And we know 
ethanol reduces carbon monoxide, sulfur, CO2, NOX, and 
every criteria pollutant if we take advantage of ethanol's 
chemical properties."

To that end, said Vander Griend, UAI is producing an 
extensive Fuel Blending Guide for Vehicle Testing that will 
guide researchers to a better understanding of changes in 
fuel properties when evaluating ethanol and emissions. 
Our goal is for lab test fuels to match the fuels in use today 
so the resulting studies and models will be accurate.  The 
Guide will be available to research organizations like the 
CRC as well as state regulators and air quality o�cials.



      UAI Calls on EPA to Withdraw Erroneous Vehicle Emissions Model 
After years of technical research, reviewing hundreds 
of studies and �ling several Freedom of Information 
Requests, the Urban Air Initiative is continuing to 
challenge EPA's �awed science that is limiting the 
use of higher blends of ethanol. 

In January, UAI �led a Request for Correction of 
Information, calling on the EPA to update its 
erroneous data regarding ethanol's impact on 
air quality. 

For years, the EPA has published inaccurate data 
claiming that ethanol increases emissions, even 
though ethanol’s pollution reducing qualities have 
been demonstrated repeatedly. The false information 
originated with EPA’s fuel e�ects study known as 
the “EPAct study” and its vehicular emissions 
computer model called MOVES2014. 

This information is critically important because it sets 
the tone for EPA’s institutional bias against ethanol, and 
it impacts federal and state fuel policies that limit 
ethanol’s growth in the market.

UAI’s Request for Correction explains in detail the 
fundamental �aws in the design of the EPAct study. The 
�ling also sheds light on the origin of these design 
�aws—EPA’s collusion with oil industry employees in 
the design of the study, as revealed by emails and other 
documents UAI obtained through a Freedom of 
Information Act request and related litigation. 

UAI refutes EPA’s emissions estimates for ethanol with 
peer reviewed scienti�c studies showing that ethanol 
reduces the same pollutants that EPA says it increases.
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Join us and 
improve our air with ethanol

info@urbanairinitiative.com
316-977-6886

Urban Air Initiative

The Urban Air Initiative is a 
non-pro�t organization dedicated 
to improving air quality and 
protecting public health by 
reducing vehicle emissions. We are 
focused on  increasing the use of 
clean burning ethanol in our 
gasoline supply to replace harmful 
compounds in gasoline. 

help 

                    Steve Vander Griend Tapped  for MOVES Model Review 
                         We’re pleased to announce that our technical 

expert now has a seat at the table of the group 
working to review the MOVES Model.

Steve Vander Griend is the only member of 
the group with hands on experience related 
to ethanol.  The working group is tasked with 
providing feedback to the EPA on the 
emissions model.

For years, UAI has used legal and regulatory 
strategies to have the Motor Vehicle 
Emissions Simulator (MOVES) Model 
reevaluated. The model doesn’t accurately 
re�ect ethanol’s true emissions bene�ts.

Steve’s vast technical knowledge regarding 
how ethanol responds in the real world will 
hopefully in�uence changes made to the 
model moving forward.
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