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QUESTION 3J CXJMMISSION ON ENVIRONMENTAL PROraCTION 

IHE BILL ALSO ESTABLISHES A COMMISSION TO STUDY AND MAKE 
RECOMMENDATIONS ON OUR ENVIRONMENTAL LAWS. 

MV CONCERN RESULTS FROM A STUDY THAT WAS JOWCLY CONDXJCra» BY 
DIE EPA AND AMOCO ON TTTe. POTENTIAL FOR POLLUTION WtifilVMSfTlON AT 
A REnNERY. THE STUPV CONCLUDED TBAT IF A FACGLinBS WIDE 
POLLUTION PREVENTION AITROACH WERE ESTABLISHED, POLLUTION 
REDUCTIONS AS REQUIRED UNDER THE LAW COULD BE ACHIEVED AT Z$ 
PERCENT or THE COST OF EXISTING PROGRAMS. NONETHELESS, EPA 
CONCLUDED TUAJ SUCH AN ATTROACH WA3 INCONSISTENT WITH AGENCY 
POLICIES AND POSSIBLY INCONSISTENT WITH ITS STATUTORY AUTHORTrY. 

I WOULD LIKE TO RECEIVE FLUTHER CLARIFICATION OF THIS CONCLUSION. 
1) HOW COULD SUCH AN APPROACH BE INCONSISTENT WriH EPA POUCIES 
AND BE INCONSISTENT Wrra CURRENT AUraORTTY? -
Z) PLEASE PROVIDE ME WITH SPECIHC EXAMPLES AND RECOMMENDED 
CHANGES TO THE STATirrORY LANGUAGE 
3) 18 THE CURRENTT̂ Y ONGOING INTERNAL MANAGEMENT REVIEW 
EVALUATING THE NF.FD TO ENHANCE AND STRENGTHEN THE MANAGEMENT 
AND COORDD4ATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS? 

The joint EPA/Amoco project pruviOcd K good opponuiiiiy for Uic Agenc/ 
to woik Doopcratlvdy with Indusuy to exiuiUne bow regtikiory rcqubemenu 
work: together at a xpeahc l^iity, in tug c««e » refineiy in Y îctown» viiglnia. 

Among the conclusions of the Yorktown study was thai the facility could 
mcec environmental quality targoU more oost*el!fiectively than currently is iiossibb 
under existint statutes and regulations. While EPA and Amoco may have tome 
disâ mafient on the extent of potential cost savings, clearly such savingt would 
be potfiible if sources could approach pollution prevention and control from a 
fiacillty-wdde atandpoint u> a grMt«r mtMit. 

Ho>wovu, a faciliiy-viade approach oft«a ii oot possible. EPA \m been 
ohtuged by Congivvi with im{riemeniing nBtuies that, In many cue&, arc 
lelailvcly prescriptive and which do not allow sources lo trade-ô  oompUanco 
among stamtory mandates, even if me result or sucn cro$s-me(!ra tradeoffs might 
be equal (or even gre&ter) pollution Foduclion a( a lower oosi- It is my 
understanding that Amoco itself tias come to iliis conclusion after commissioning 
an Independent Iĉ al analysis. 
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For reAncties and other industries, coordinating the timing of complianct 
with dlffisrent requirements is often the biggest problem. Often the timing of 
regulatory roquliî m t̂s irom different EPA offices is driven by different 
deadline* in two or more statutes. TUs oen prevent aouiuei finom developing one 
compliance strategy that optimizes all die requlretnents at the tame time. 

Qeaily diUiC are UinicuU UIKI iwptxlMnl uwusy to b« WKtvd wU Th« 
Clinton Administration is committed tc tackling these kinds of probtoms as we 
seek to harmoaize environmental protection and economic growth, w well as 
inokc gavcnuDBnt more effJcient and responsive. W1)lle the Agency is DOt 
Miaducliitg Uic uk^uing uibsrnal miinagcmtsnt review tfiat you ntifOVX, It !s my 
view Utai sialuiory banicr» of Uic sort you highlight miisi be addressed as we 
wotic with Congress in the upcoming round of stamtory reauthorizations. 
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LBOZSLATIYB REFERRAL KEKORAVDDM 

TO: Legislative Liaison Officer -

AGRICULTURE - Marvin Shapiro - (202)720-1516 
COMMERCE - Michael A. Levitt - (202)482-3086 
ENERGY - Bob Rabben - (202)586-6716 - 209 
INTERIOR - Ralph Hill - (202)208-6706 - 329 
NEC - EliaabOth Lindewuth - (202)456^*630 -.429 

FROMt RONALD K. PETERSON (for) 
Assls'tant Director for Lo^ ve ReferenoB 

QMS CONTACTI B0XI7 FITTER (3»S-3a)3> 
Beoretary'a line <for einple reapo&aea)s 39S-6194 
RiUiard nSRTENS (399-0931) 

avtiJt^fi tyiK us ana AS RE: S 171, Department or the 
Environnent Act of 1993 

DEADLIHEI moo AM imroii it^ 1993 

COMNEMTBt AtttObea !• QUB8TZ0N 0i tbftt VAS frOB LRM I>70 
beoeuse BPA had not oonpleted it» enawer. I f you do not 
respond by the deadline, ve will aeeune that your agenoy 
has no ooauaeat. 

OMB requests the views of your agency on the above subject before 
advising on its relationship to the program of the President^ in 
accordance with OMB Circular A-19. 

Please advise us i f this ites will affeot direct spending or 
receipts for purposes of the the "«iay-Aa-you-Oo»» provisions cf 
Title XIII Of the omnibus Budget Reoonciliation Act of 1990. 

CC: 
J. Payne 
M. Heatherly 
J. MietuB 
K. McGinty 
A. Fraas 
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RB8P0N8B TO LB0Z8LATZVB REFERRAL MEMORAHDDM 

I f your response to this reguest for views i s simple (e.g., 
concur/no coitunent) we prefer that you respond by faxing us this 
response sheet. I f the response i s sinple and you prefer to 
c a l l , please c a l l the branah-vlde line shown below (NOT the 
analyst's line) to leave a nessage with a secretary. 

You may also reapond by (1) callirvg the analyst/attorney's direct 
line (you w i l l be connected to voice na i l i f the analyst does not 
answer}; (2) sending us a neno or letter; or (3) i f you are an 
OASIS user in the Exeoutivo Offioe of the President, sending an 
E-mail mossage. Please include the LRM nvmber shown above, and 
the subject shown below. 

TO; 

FROM: 

Holly FITTER 
O r f i c e or Maiia^cflient; and Budget 
FnA Nunbvr: (202) 399-9691 
Analyst/Attorney's Direct Nunber; (202) 395-3233 
Branch-Hide Line (to reach secretary): (202) 39 -̂6194 

(Date) 

(Name) 

(Agency) 

(Telephone) 

SUBJECT: EPA Qs and As RE: S 171, Department of the 
Environment Act of 1993 

The following i s the response of our agency to your request for 
views on the above-captioned subject: 

Concur 

No objection 

No comoient 

See proposed edits on pages 

Other: 

FAX RETURN Of pages, attached to this 
response sheet 


