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As many of you know, I had the opportunity to attend the meeting above to provide the state perspective on EPA’s agenda topics and add some or our own topics. This was a regular meeting of OECA’s Senior Managers; I attended in my capacity as Chair of the ECOS Compliance Committee.  Also attending on behalf of the States was Paul Tourangeau of Colorado (in Jill Cooper’s absence).

Prior to the meeting, we sent an email soliciting ideas or comments on the draft agenda to the full ECOS membership and we did receive several responses.  Thank you for your input—I used all of the responses in my report.  

I started my comments summarizing our annual meeting session in Portland.  Those topics included: State Review Framework; Wet weather SNC policy; ICIS/NPDES efforts; and I also described the “take home” ideas since I think we need to model this work-sharing concept with our Federal partners.  

I next spent time going over the comments I received from ECOS members.  This worked well because those comments dovetailed nicely with many agenda items for the meeting.  First, I suggested that we reinvigorate the effort to develop a joint State/EPA annual accomplishments report in the enforcement and compliance assistance arena—a joint report that will give a more complete picture of compliance efforts nationally.  There is interest in pursuing this topic.  

Second, I told the group that the States are watching with interest the GAO 10 state review effort.  GAO is looking at 10 states (one in each Region) to analyze the State’s abilities to administer environmental programs.  EPA is also very interested in the outcome of this report.  

The next topic I mentioned is that we need to have a national dialogue about consistency among Regions and also among States.  Consistency has come up in a Congressional setting a couple of times in the last year and it seems to me that we should have a common understanding of where everyone is coming from.  As I told the group, I like consistency but I also like flexibility.  As Emerson said, “A foolish consistency is the hobgoblin of little minds, adored by little statesmen and philosophers and divines.” EPA was interested in this topic but we did not develop an approach.

I next mentioned that the States are happy with the efforts of the Expanded Steering Committee on the ICIS/NPDES issues but we were hearing many concerns about how ICIS is and isn’t working from the first wave of States using it.

I reiterated our support for the Regional Enforcement Associations.  EPA agrees that the product is a good one but they do not see a permanent funding source as being available.

I offered that a single approach to CAFO enforcement around the country would be difficult.  Many States have a history of dealing with livestock operations through long standing state programs.  Those programs are now having an awakened EPA overlay—their version of a CAFO rule, and it is causing national confusion.  Plus, a national enforcement strategy seems to be poorly timed if it predates the establishment of the Federal rule being enforced (which is happening here.)  At a minimum, I asked EPA to coordinate their national enforcement strategy with the EPA Agriculture Advisor who has also recently announced a national agriculture strategy.  I was assured that such coordination is occurring.

The final topic I touched is a theme that I am observing throughout our programs, including enforcement.  That theme:  The need to be judicious during difficult budget times.  I told the group that for every idea like the Wet Weather SNC Policy or additional data elements in the ICIS program there is a mounting, incremental resource drain.  I expressed that the States are increasingly questioning whether or not they can afford to run Federal programs.  I urged the support of an intense review of any new undertaking and suggested that we also scrutinize the way we currently are doing business to see if we can do it differently—to conserve resources for the truly core programs.  

In all, we had a good discussion and I think my remarks on behalf of the States were well received.  I would encourage OECA to continue asking the States to attend at least a portion of their senior level meetings.
Please give me a call (402-471-0275) or send me an email mike.linder@ndeq.state.ne.us if you have any questions.   
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