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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
office of Management and Budget
Legislative Reference Division

Washington, DC 20302

TO: AGEMNCY:

K. McGinty Office on
Envirommental
Policx

FROM: HOlly Fitter PHONE: (202) 395=3233 FAX:(202) 395-5691
DATE: 3/12/33

BUBJECT: Clearance of EPA’s Responses Lo Senator Roth concerning
EPA Cabinet Legislation, 8, 171

We would like to complete clearance action on EPA’s responses to
Senator Roth’s questions. FEPA‘8s response to quaation #5,
however, continues to be the subject of agency dispute. Question
% raises the issue of restructuring environment-related Federal
functiong. EPA’® response has been marked up (attached) to
include the agency comments.

Explanation of Markup

Item #1 - LCPA has agreed to insert the work “support" (OMDB
change) in lieu of "envision".

Item #¥2 - Cummerce has reguested the inclusion of two ilnserts
which emphasize the notion of broad-based interagency
collaboraticn to improve environmental policy integration. LPA
starr (Perry) has advised that Administrator Browner rejected
both inserts.

Commerce has advised that insert 1 was provided by Jim Baker
(Under Becretary-desi?nate for Oceans and Atmosphere) and that he
feels strongly about its inclusion. Commerce’s concern arises

from EPA’s mention of monthly meetinge between EPA and all major
Federal environmental agencies with the exception of commerce in
answer to a question that references a recommendation to move
NOAA to EPA. cCommerce might agree to drop ite insert if EPA
drops the santence that mentions the monthly meetings.
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Item #3 - Both Commerce (Jim Baker) and Interior object to the
last twu sentenves vl EPA‘s anewer, because Llivse sentences could
be read to invite restructuring at some future date. EPA staff
(Perry) has advised tnat Adminga

deletion.

trator Browner rejected this

Finally, on a related matter, EPA staff (Perry) has advised that
the dispute between EPA and State concerning the international
regsponsibilities language of 8. 171 has been resolved in EPA‘s
favor. Specifically, EPA advises that per a McGinty/Browner
agreement, the Administration supports the language currently in
5. 171. State ataff (Strachen), after consulting with Worth‘as
staff, advige that EPA staff was in error, and that Worth and
Browner £till need to resolve the isgsue. Pleage advise of your
understanding of this matter.
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QUESTION B

- WOULP YOU PLEABE COMMENT ON THEGE RECOMMENDATIONS. .,,,r-"'““"“'- K) :

'NQEO-T 2o

Inutt 1: "apd I intend to meet with the heads of appropriate |
aqencies of the Department of Commerce, including | # R

Insert 2: "and through the use of exieting interagency

COMMENTATORS HAVE SUGGESTED THAT PROGRAMS CURRENTLY MANAGED
BY OTHER DEPARTMENTS 8HQULD BE CONSOLIDATED WITHIN THE EPA.

FOR EXAMPLE THE CARNEGIE COMMISSION AND THE INBTITUTE OF
INTERNATIONAL ECONOMICS RECOMMEND, AT A MINIMUM THAT PROGRAMS

FROM TME COMMERCE DEPARTMENTY (E.G. NOAA)® AND THE INTERIOR Sy
DEPARTMENT (E.G. USQS) SMOULD BECOME PART OF THE EPA. -

Anawer: wi

| noted In my testimeny une of the primary reasons 1or el)va'ig
EPA to cabinet stetus Is 10 Improva snvirohmantal policy lntaqt:uon and
coordination among federal agencies. However, | would e
restructuring of environmantal programs from other Departments ss pant
of the EPA Cabinat legisiation. Major improvements ™ Integration and
eoordination across Departments ¢an bs made throuph better
communication, information sharing, and Joint problem sotvind®_For ___ | s v ] |
instance. | now maet parsonslly an a monthly baais with the Secretary “n
of the Deperrment of interior, the Department of Agriculturs, and the

!

possible that restructuring the federal
ovarnment, including the recommendations of external orgenizations

10 make noaded improvernents. Bul it's not clear to me at this time that
there is any ciear rationals - or consensus -- for the Rasis or form that THem.
such & major reorganization would teke. H3

NOAA, ¥

~ mechanisms, such as the Committee on Earth and
Environmantal Sciences (CERS)*

like the Coarnegie Commiasion, may ultimately be the most efficient way M
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COMMENTATORS HAVE SUGQESTED THAT PROGRAMS CURRENTLY MANAGED
BY OTHER DEPARTMENTS SHOULD BE CONSOLIDATED WITHIN THE EPA.

FOR EXAMPLE THE CARNEGIE COMMISSEION AND THE INSTITUTE OF
INTERNATIONAL ECONOMICE RECOMMEND, AT A MINIMUM THAT PROGRAMS
FROM THE COMMERCE DEPARTMENY (E.G. NOAA)® ARKD THE INTERIOR
DEPARYMENT (E.G. USGS) SHOULD BECOME PART OF THE EPA.

WOULD YOU PLEASE COMMENT ON THESE RECOMMENDATIONS. ‘>
Anawer:

| noted in my testimony ane of the primary reasons 107 elsvating
EPA 10 cabinet status is t0 improve environmantal policy integration and
coorgination among federal agencies. However, | would no e
restructuring of environmental programs from other Depanments ss part
of the EPA Cabinst legisiation, Msjor improvements ™ Integration and
coordinstion across Departments c¢an be made through batter
communication, information sharing, and jaint problam salvingd Foar Hsﬁﬂ-'] l
instance. | now mast parsonally on a manthly bagis with the Secretary
o! the Department of Interior, the Dapartment of Agriculturs, and the

WAL

Dapartmant to fogter this type of eollaboration sgrogs the
‘NWT 2 # poseible that restructuring the federel
' vernment, indluding the recommandations of external orgenizetions: D
like the Cernegie Commission, ey ukiimetsty be 1he most efficlant way M
wel. | tomeke neaded improvements, But s not clear to me Bt this time that
b: P -~~~ there ls eny clear retonales -~ or consensus ~ tor the Basis or Yorm that

such 8 major recrgenization wouid teks.
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® QUESTION B:

COMMENTATORS HAVE SUGQGESTED THAT PROGRAMS CURRENTLY MANAGED
BY QTHER DEPARTMENTS S8HOULD BE CONSOUIDATED WITHIN THE EPA.

FOR EXAMPLE THE CARNEGIE COMMISSION AND THE INSTITUTE OF
INTERNATIONAL ECONOMICE RECOMMEND, AT A MINIMUM THAT PROGRAMS
FROM THE COMMERCE DEPARTMENT (E.G. NOAA),* AND THE INTERIOR
DEPARYMENT (E.G. USGS) SHOULD BECOME PART OF THE EPA.

WOULD YOU PLEAGE COMMENT ON THESE RECOMMENDATIONS. .~ ) ‘>

Anawer:

| noted in my teatimony ons of the primary reasons Tor elevating
EPA 10 cablnet status is 10 improve environmantal policy integration and
coordination among federsl agencies. However, | would no e
restructuring of environmentat programs from other Dspartments ss part
of the EPA Cabinst lsgisiation, Major improvements T integration and
coordinstion across Depertments cen be made through bater
communication, information sharing, and joint problem salving _Ber NS&,] l
instance. | now mast parsonally on a manthly basis with the Secretary
of the Departmaent of Interior, the Department of Agriculture, and the '
Dapartment gy yto fogter thie collaboration -» tho

vornmaent, inoluding the recommandations of external orgenizations: | Decere
like the Cernegie Commission, may ultimetely by \he most efficlent way 2 it

':p}f, op| (0 make neadad Improvements. Butit's not clear 1o ma at this time that
. =77 | \here ls eny clear retionale - or consansus — for the Basis or form thet
y : such a8 major recrganization would take.

Insart 1: "and I intend to meet with the heads of appropriate
agencles of the Department of Commerce, including
Ppol =2

NOAA, "
—" Insert 2: "and through the use of existing intaragency
~ machanisms, such as the Committee on Earth and -
Environmental Sciences (CEES)"



