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HEARING ON THE NOMINATIONS OF ANN
DUNKIN TO BE ASSISTANT ADMINIS-
TRATOR, EPA OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL
INFORMATION; JANE NISHIDA TO BE AS-
SISTANT ADMINISTRATOR, EPA OFFICE OF
INTERNATIONAL AND TRIBAL AFFAIRS; AND
THOMAS BURKE TO BE ASSISTANT ADMIN-
ISTRATOR, EPA OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT

THURSDAY, JUNE 11, 2015

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC WORKS,
Washington, DC.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 9:30 a.m. in room 406,
Dirksen Senate Office Building, Hon. James M. Inhofe (chairman
of the committee) presiding.

Present: Senators Inhofe, Boxer, Capito, Boozman, Fischer, Sul-
livan, and Cardin.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES M. INHOFE,
U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA

Senator INHOFE. Our meeting will come to order and we will
start with opening statements.

Today we are receiving the nominations of three EPA nominees:
Ann Dunkin, to be Assistant Administrator of the Office of Envi-
ronmental Information; Jane Nishida, to be Assistant Adminis-
trator of the Office of International and Tribal Affairs; and Thomas
Burke, to be Assistant Administrator of the Office of Research and
Development.

This committee intends to be fair and thorough in reviewing EPA
nominees. The President has the right to nominate people who sup-
port his agenda, but the Senate has the right and responsibility to
review his nominees to make sure that they are qualified and re-
sponsible professionals.

The President has nominated five officials for various positions
in the EPA. We received completed paperwork for three, that is the
three of you, on May 27 and promptly scheduled this hearing. We
are still waiting for paperwork on the other two nominees, includ-
ing Stan Meiburg, the nominee for EPA Deputy Administrator,
even though he was nominated in January, and Karl Brooks, the
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nominee for Assistant Administrator for the Office of Administra-
tion and Resources Management.

This is the second nomination for Ms. Dunkin and Ms. Nishida,
and the third for Mr. Burke.

Even though Senator Reid chose not to bring these nominees to
the full Senate for a vote, these individuals became EPA employees
after they were first nominated and are working in an acting ca-
pacity in the positions for which they have been nominated. As a
result, I would remind my colleagues who aren’t here yet that, un-
like many nominees, these individuals are answerable for the cur-
rent policies and actions of the offices to which they are nominated.

This is a rare occasion because most of the time when this hap-
pens they haven’t been in an acting capacity, and you folks have,
so that gives you and us an opportunity to have higher expecta-
tions.

Now, I do have questions about the quality and transparency of
EPA science, GAO’s recommendations to improve EPA’s Science
Advisory Board, progress in fixing the human health risk assess-
ment program, and the fracking study; about the transparency of
the information provided on the grants it awards. That is some-
thing I have been concerned about since the time 10 years ago
when I had the same capacity. And about the quality of informa-
tion that the EPA puts out and their social media campaigns; and
about the money we are spending overseas.

So I appreciate the witnesses being here today and I look for-
ward to asking these questions.

Senator Boxer.

[The prepared statement of Senator Inhofe follows:]

STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES M. INHOFE,
U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA

Today we are reviewing the nominations of three EPA nominees: Ann Dunkin, to
be Assistant Administrator of the Office of Environmental Information; Jane
Nishida, to be Assistant Administrator of the Office of International & Tribal Af-
fairs; and Thomas Burke, to be Assistant Administrator of the Office of Research
and Development.

This Committee intends to be fair and thorough in reviewing EPA nominees. The
President has a right to nominate people who support his agenda, but the Senate
has a right and responsibility to review his nominees to make sure they are quali-
fied and responsible professionals.

The President has nominated 5 officials for various positions at EPA. We received
completed paperwork for 3 officials on May 27, and promptly scheduled this hearing.
We are still waiting for paperwork on the other two nominees, including Stan
Meiburg, the nominee for EPA Deputy Administrator, even though he was nomi-
nated in January, and Karl Brooks, the nominee to be Assistant Administrator for
the Office of Administration and Resources Management.

This is the second nomination for Ms. Dunkin and Ms. Nishida, and the third for
Mr. Burke.

Even though Senator Reid chose not to bring these nominees to the full Senate
for a vote, these individuals became EPA employees after they were first nominated
and are working in an acting capacity in the positions for which they have been
nominated.

As a result, I would remind my colleagues that, unlike many nominees, these indi-
viduals are answerable for the current policies and actions of the offices to which
they are nominated.

I do have questions—

e about the quality and transparency of EPA science, GAO’s recommendations to
improve EPA’s Science Advisory Board, progress in fixing the human health risk as-
sessment program, and the fracking study,

e about the transparency of the information provided on the grants it awards,
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e about the quality of information that EPA puts out and their social media cam-
paigns, and

e about the money we are spending overseas.

I appreciate the witnesses being here today, and I look forward to asking you
questions.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. BARBARA BOXER,
U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Senator BOXER. Thank you so much.

Today our committee is considering three nominations and, Mr.
Chairman, I am grateful that you are having this hearing and I am
hopeful that we can move forward on them because it is so critical
to move forward with these particular people. We want our agen-
cies to fulfill their missions to serve the American people.

I also want to note that all of our nominees today were reported
favorably out of this committee in the last Congress and they have
been re-nominated by the President. So, as you have pointed out,
they have been out here for a while.

We will hear from Ann Dunkin, who hails from my home State
of California. She has been nominated to be the Assistant Adminis-
trator for Environmental Information at the EPA. She has over two
decades of technology management in the private sector and the
public sector, and she had 20 years at Hewlett Packard, Mr. Chair-
man. So for my colleagues that say it is important to have that
kind of private business experience, she has had that.

For the past 4 months she has been serving as the Chief Infor-
mation Officer at EPA. And prior to that she was Chief Technology
Officer for the Palo Alto Unified School District, where she man-
aged all aspects of the district’s technology strategy, infrastructure,
and operations. Her experience spans the disciplines of manufac-
turing engineering, software quality, research and development, op-
erations and information.

If confirmed, she will be responsible for managing EPA’s infor-
mation technology investments, providing technology services in
OEI, which collects, manages, provides, and safeguards environ-
mental information. She would be charged with leading the Agen-
cy’s security program, which ensures that EPA has a protected IT
infrastructure.

Mr. Chairman, this is not an ideological position. This is an issue
of having the support within the Agency we, I think, all agree is
necessary.

We will also hear from Jane Nishida. I know she is going to be
introduced by Senator Cardin, so I won’t say much about her per-
sonally; I will defer to him. But she has been nominated to be the
Assistant Administrator for the International and Tribal Affairs for
the EPA. And the mission of that office is to protect human health
and the environment while advancing U.S. national interests
through international environmental collaboration.

I will skip over all of her amazing qualifications and hope that
we move her forward expeditiously.

The committee is also considering the nomination of Dr. Thomas
Burke to be Assistant Administrator for EPA’s Office of Research
and Development, which conducts research, provides expertise on
science and technology issues to many EPA programs.
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We know that strong science is the foundation of EPA safeguards
to protect public health and the environment, and I know, al-
though, Mr. Chairman, you and I agree most all the time on the
environmental issues, I know we want good people who are work-
ing on the science so that we have confidence that, whatever side
of the issue we are on, we get the honest opinions.

So, currently, Mr. Burke is serving as the Deputy Assistant Ad-
ministrator of the Office of Research and Development and is
Science Advisor for EPA.

Before joining EPA, Dr. Burke was a Professor and Associate
Dean of the Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health in
Baltimore, Maryland. He has over 35 years of experience in State
and Federal leadership positions in health and environmental
issues, including as an official at the State of New Jersey’s Depart-
ment of Health and Department of Environmental Protection.

Dr. Burke has also chaired several studies by the National Acad-
emy of Sciences and he has served on multiple EPA science advi-
sory councils.

Mr. Chairman, if confirmed, Dr. Burke would play a pivotal role
in ensuring that EPA’s Office of Research and Development con-
ducts critical science research to help safeguard the health of our
constituents.

Today’s hearing is such an important part of the confirmation
process. I hope that these nominees will move forward expedi-
tiously.

Sometimes, when we have controversial nominees, we have a lot
of people here. I am hopeful that the three of us are here and that
it 1s calm and that that is perhaps a good sign that we can move
you all forward.

I thank you, Mr. Chairman.

[The prepared statement of Senator Boxer follows:]

STATEMENT OF HON. BARBARA BOXER,
U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Today, the Committee on Environment and Public Works is considering three
nominations. The confirmation of highly qualified individuals to lead Federal agen-
cies is an extremely important responsibility of the Senate. It is critical that we
move forward with these nominations so that Federal agencies can fulfill their mis-
sion to serve the American people. I would also like to note that all three of today’s
nominees were reported favorably out of this Committee in the last Congress and
have been re-nominated by the President.

We will hear from Ann Dunkin, who hails from my home State of California. Ms.
Dunkin has been nominated to be the Assistant Administrator for Environmental
Information (OEI) at the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). She has over two
decades of technology management experience in both the private and public sec-
tors, including nearly 20 years at Hewlett Packard. For the past 4 months, she has
been serving as the Chief Information Officer at EPA. Prior to joining EPA, she was
the Chief Technology Officer for the Palo Alto Unified School District in Palo Alto,
California, where she managed all aspects of the District’s technology strategy, in-
frastructure and operations. Her experience spans the disciplines of manufacturing
engineering, software quality, research and development, and operations and infor-
mation.

If confirmed, Ms. Dunkin will be responsible for managing EPA’s information
technology investments and providing technology services in OEI, which collects,
manages, provides, and safeguards environmental information. She would also be
charged with leading the agency’s Security Program which ensures EPA has a pro-
tected IT infrastructure.

We will also hear from Jane Nishida. Ms. Nishida has been nominated to be the
Assistant Administrator for International and Tribal Affairs (OITA) for the EPA.
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The mission of EPA’s Office of International and Tribal Affairs is to protect human
health and the environment while advancing U.S. national interests through inter-
national environmental collaboration.

Ms. Nishida brings 30 years of experience working in Federal and State govern-
ment, and international and nongovernmental organizations. She is currently serv-
ing as the Acting Assistant Administrator for International Affairs, and Principal
Deputy Assistant Administrator for International Affairs at the EPA.

Prior to her positions at EPA, she served in senior environmental policy roles at
the World Bank and she was the Secretary of the Maryland Department of Environ-
ment. If confirmed, Ms. Nishida would be responsible for identifying international
environmental issues and implementing technical and policy initiatives to address
those issues.

The Committee is also considering the nomination of Dr. Thomas Burke to be As-
sistant Administrator for EPA’s Office of Research and Development, which con-
ducts research and provides expertise on science and technology issues to many EPA
programs.

We know that strong science is the foundation of EPA’s safeguards to protect pub-
lic health and the environment. Dr. Burke brings over three decades of experience
on these issues. Currently, he is serving as the Deputy Assistant Administrator of
the Office of Research and Development (ORD) and the Science Advisor for EPA.
Before joining EPA, Dr. Burke was a professor and Associate Dean of The Johns
Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health, in Baltimore, Maryland. He has over
35 years of experience in State and Federal leadership positions in health and envi-
ronmental issues, including as an official at the State of New Jersey’s Department
of Health and Department of Environmental Protection. Dr. Burke has also chaired
several studies by the National Academy of Sciences and has served on multiple
EPA science advisory councils.

If confirmed, Dr. Burke would play a pivotal role in ensuring that EPA’s Office
of Research and Development conducts critical scientific research to help safeguard
human health and ecosystems from environmental pollutants.

Today’s hearing is an important step forward in the Senate’s confirmation process,
and I hope that these nominees move forward expeditiously. It is critical that the
many vacancies at EPA be filled with qualified nominees. EPA has a critical mission
to help protect public health and the environment, and EPA’s mission is strongly
supported by the American public.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you, Senator Boxer.
I would like to recognize Senator Cardin for your purpose of
making a statement or introduction.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. BENJAMIN L. CARDIN,
U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF MARYLAND

Senator CARDIN. Well, Mr. Chairman, thank you. I join Senator
Boxer in thanking you for convening this hearing on three very
well qualified individuals: Dr. Burke, who has some ties to Mary-
land; Ann Dunkin from California; and Jane Nishida, who we are
particularly proud of in our State as the former Secretary of the
Department of the Environment.

I want to thank all three of you and I want to thank your fami-
lies for your willingness to serve the public. These are tough times
and difficult to step forward, and we thank you. We know it is a
personal sacrifice and sacrifice of your families.

Mr. Chairman, I particularly want to welcome our nominee, Jane
Nishida, before the committee. I have known and worked with Ms.
Nishida for many, many years. From 1995 to 2002 she worked as
the Secretary of Maryland’s Department of the Environment. Addi-
tionally, she served as the Maryland Executive Director of the
Chesapeake Bay Foundation.

I know you all have heard me talk enough about the Chesapeake
Bay, so I won’t reiterate my love for our Bay. But I want you to
know that Ms. Nishida is well known for her professionalism and
supported by all of the stakeholders in her work that she did with
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the Bay and with the State of Maryland. She has great respect
from the governments, great respect from the NGOs, from the busi-
ness community, including the agricultural sector. She knew how
to bring people together not only, I would say, in a non-partisan
environment, not necessarily even bipartisan, to get results.

She also held positions as a legislative officer in the Maryland
Governor’s Office and Committee Counsel of Maryland General As-
sembly, and she reminded me that we first started getting to know
each other when I was Speaker of the House of the Maryland Gen-
eral Assembly.

Prior to joining the EPA in 2011, she was the Senior Environ-
mental Specialist for The World Bank. She currently holds the po-
sition of Principal Deputy Assistant Administrator for EPA’s Office
of International and Tribal Affairs.

Mr. Chairman, we have a person who brings to this position that
she is seeking our confirmation experience at the State level and
at the national level. She has worked in the executive branch, in
the legislative branch. She understands the sensitivities of how
this position needs to be responsive to all of the stakeholders under
the responsibility of the position.

I have been very impressed with her knowledge and dedication
to environmental issues and very much respect her ability to work
along with Democrats and Republicans in a way to get things done.
I have every confidence that she will do a fantastic job as the As-
sistant Administrator for the Office of International and Tribal Af-
fairs. I thank her for her willingness to step forward and I am
proud to introduce her today.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you, Senator Cardin.

We have three procedural questions to ask each one of you. I will
read the questions and I would like to have each of you answer in-
dividually, starting with you, Ann, and working across. OK?

Do you agree, if confirmed, to appear before this committee or
designated members of this committee, or other appropriate com-
mittees, and provide information subject to appropriate and nec-
essary security protection with respect to your responsibilities?

Ms. DUNKIN. Yes, I do.

Ms. NisHIDA. Yes, I do.

Mr. BURKE. Yes, I do.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you.

Do you agree to ensure that testimony, briefings, documents, and
electronic and other forms of communication of information are pro-
vided to this committee and its staff and other appropriate commit-
tees in a timely fashion?

Ms. DUNKIN. Yes, I do.

Ms. NIsHIDA. Yes, I do.

Mr. BURKE. Yes, Senator.

Senator INHOFE. And do you know of any matters which you may
or may not have disclosed that might place you in a conflict of in-
terest if you are confirmed?

Ms. DUNKIN. No, I do not.

Ms. NIsHIDA. No, I do not.

Mr. BURKE. No, I do not.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you very much.

You are recognized for your opening statement, Ms. Dunkin.
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STATEMENT OF ANN DUNKIN, NOMINATED TO BE ASSISTANT
ADMINISTRATOR, EPA OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL INFOR-
MATION

Ms. DUNKIN. Thank you. Good morning, Chairman Inhofe, Rank-
ing Member Boxer, and other members of the committee.

It is my honor to appear before you as President Obama’s nomi-
nee to be the Assistant Administrator for Environmental Informa-
tion for the Environmental Protection Agency.

Before I begin, I want to thank my partner, Kathleen, for her
support throughout this process and for joining me here today.

While they are no longer with us, I also want to acknowledge my
parents for making it possible for me to be here. My mother started
programming in the 1950s at the University of Pennsylvania, one
of two women in her class at Wharton. She has been a lifelong role
model for me.

My father, who believed that all of his children, including his
daughters, could do anything they set out to do, inspired me to pur-
sue my dreams, even in the male-dominated fields of engineering
and technology.

My father’s family is full of engineers and I have always loved
technology, so it was no surprise that I studied engineering in col-
lege. I chose industrial engineering because I cared about people
and systems, as well as things.

After graduating from the Georgia Institute of Technology, I
joined Hewlett Packard, where I worked for nearly 20 years. I
started as a manufacturing engineer and quickly moved into manu-
facturing management, where I learned the core values that were
embodied in the HP way and that even today guide my work as
a leader, values such as treating people with trust and respect, al-
ways acting with integrity, and accomplishing results through
teamwork.

Over time, I moved from manufacturing management to software
quality, to research and development, to operations, and then to in-
formation technology, earning progressively more responsibility
along the way. I worked on many exciting projects and programs,
ranging from running operations for HP’s entrepreneurial Internet
startup businesses during the dot-com boom, to managing the IT
organization for Indigo, an Israeli digital press manufacturer that
HP acquired.

My final position at HP was back in R&D as the program man-
ager for a major new printer development program.

Throughout my time in HP’s technology-intensive environment, 1
learned how to manage, lead, and optimize technology functions.
And since people are any organization’s greatest asset, I learned
how to work with and lead people at the same time. From man-
aging a small development team to leading a group of 500 as a pro-
gram manager, I developed my professional expertise in designing
and running technical organizations in one of the best technology
companies in history.

After I left HP, I joined the Palo Alto Unified School District as
the Director of Technology and later as the Chief Technology Offi-
cer, where I was responsible for envisioning, procuring, and sup-
porting technology solutions to enable the work of 12,500 high-
achieving K-12 students, along with nearly 2,000 faculty and staff.
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While I loved to build new exciting technology at HP, I found
that working for the Palo Alto Unified School District and helping
every student and staff member achieve their potential was more
meaningful. Working in the public sector has allowed me to con-
tribute more profoundly to my community than working in the pri-
vate sector.

Joining the Environmental Protection Agency, where I have been
able to contribute not just to my local community, but to impact
the entire Country and help improve the quality of life for every
American, has been a logical next step for me both professionally
and personally.

It has been a privilege to serve the EPA and Administrator
McCarthy for the past 10 months and to serve as the EPA’s CIO
for the past 4 months. I am excited about the opportunities before
us to build on EPA’s successes and improve the delivery of informa-
tion technology services throughout the agency, to improve the de-
livery of mission services to support the States, tribes, and regu-
lated community and general public, and to deliver better tools
that will allow EPA staff to be more effective and efficient in the
performance of their duties.

I am excited by the opportunity that the Federal Information
Technology Acquisition Reform Act provides to improve oversight
and accountability of IT projects and programs throughout the
agency, and I am pleased to have the opportunity to bring digital
services expertise into the Agency to transform the way the Agency
performs IT work to allow us to become more agile and deliver cus-
tomer-centric, not stakeholder-centric, services.

While I am able to lead many of EPA’s IT functions as CIO,
there are important duties reserved for the Assistant Adminis-
trator. Should I be confirmed, I look forward to the opportunity to
bring my experience and expertise to the performance and the re-
sponsibilities of the Assistant Administrator for Environmental In-
formation.

Thank you, Chairman Inhofe, Ranking Member Boxer, and mem-
bers of the committee for the opportunity to meet with you today.
I am happy to answer your questions.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Dunkin follows:]
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STATEMENT OF ANN ELIZABETH DUNKIN
NOMINEE FOR ASSISTANT ADMINSTRATOR FOR ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION
ENVIRONMENTAL PORTECTION AGENCY
BEFORE THE
SENATE ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
JUNE 11, 2015

Good afternoon Chairman Inhofe, Ranking Member Boxer and other members of the
Committee.

It is my honor to appear before you as President Obama’s nominee to be the
Assistant Administrator for Environmental Information for the Environmental
Protection Agency.

Before I begin, I want to thank my partner, Kathleen, for her support today and
throughout this process and for joining me here today.

While they are no longer with us, I also want to acknowledge my parents for making
it possible for me to be here today. My mother started programming in the 1950s at
the University of Pennsylvania - one of two women in her class at Wharton. She has
been a lifelong role model for me. My father who believed that all of his children -
including his daughters - could do anything they set out to do, inspired me to pursue
my dreams, even in the male dominated fields of engineering and technology.

My father’s family is full of engineers and I have always loved technology. So it was
no surprise that I studied engineering in college. I chose industrial engineering
because I cared about people and systems as well as things.

After graduating from the Georgia Institute of Technology, 1 joined Hewlett Packard,
where I worked for nearly twenty years. [ started as a manufacturing engineer and
quickly moved into manufacturing management, where | learned the core values
that were embodied in the HP Way and that, even today, guide my work as a leader;
values such as treating people with trust and respect, always acting with integrity
and accomplishing results through teamwork.

Over time I moved from manufacturing management to software quality to research
and development to operations and then to information technology, earning
progressively more responsibility along the way. | worked on many exciting projects
and programs ranging from running operations for HP’s entrepreneurial internet
startup businesses during the dot.com boom to developing tools to support printer
R&D to managing the IT organization for Indigo, an Israeli digital press
manufacturer that HP acquired. My final position at HP was back in R&D as the
program manager for a major new printer development program.

1
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Throughout my time in HP’s technology-intensive environment, | learned how to
manage, lead, and optimize technology functions. And since people are any
organization’s greatest asset, | learned how to work with and lead people at the
same time. From managing a small development team to leading a group of 500 as a
program manager, | developed my professional expertise in designing and running
technical organizations in one of the best technology companies in history.

After lleft HP, I joined the Palo Alto Unified School District as the Director of
Technology and, later, as the Chief Technology Officer, where | was responsible for
envisioning, procuring, and supporting technology solutions to enable the work of
12,500 high-achieving K-12 students along with nearly 2000 faculty and staff.

While I loved building exciting new technology at HP, I found that working for the
Palo Alto Unified School District and helping every student and staff member
achieve their potential was more meaningful. Working in the public sector has
allowed me to contribute more profoundly to my community than working in the
private sector.

Joining the Environmental Protection Agency, where | have been able to contribute
not just to my local community, but to impact the entire country and to help
improve the quality of life for every American has been a logical next step for me
both professionally and personally

It has been a privilege to serve the EPA and Administrator McCarthy for the past ten
months and to serve as the EPA’s CIO for the past four months.

Iam excited about the opportunities before us to build on the EPA’s successes and
improve the delivery of Information Technology services throughout the Agency; to
improve the delivery of mission systems to support the states, tribes, regulated
community and general public and to deliver better tools that will allow EPA staff to
be more effective and efficient in the performance of their duties.

I am excited by the opportunity that Federal Information Technology Acquisition
Reform Act (FITARA} provides to improve oversight and accountability of I'T
projects and programs throughout the agency and am pleased to have the
opportunity to bring Digital Services expertise into the agency to transform the way
that the agency performs IT work; to allow us to become more agile and to deliver
customer centric, not stakeholder centric, services.

While I am able to lead many of the EPA’s IT functions as CIO, there are important
duties that are reserved for the Assistant Administrator. Should I be confirmed,
look forward to the opportunity to bring my experience and expertise to the
performance of the responsibilities of the Assistant Administrator for
Environmental Information.
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Thank you Chairman Inhofe, Ranking Member Boxer and members of the
Committee, for the opportunity to meet with you today. [ am happy to answer any
questions.
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Senator Sessions Questions for Ann Dunkin, Nominee, Assistant Adminstrator,
EPA Office of Environmental Information

Ms. Dunkin, in my April 2615 letter, I asked the Administrator questions related to the Office
of Information collection’s stated purpose to “ensare that environmental information is
efficiently and accurately collected and managed.” These guestions were nof answered in the
Acting Assistant Administrator’s recent response.

Question 1: Did the Administrator or Acting Assistant Administrator for the Office of Air
consult you before choosing to not answer these questions?

Question 1a: Were vou made aware of the April 2015 letter 1 and other members of this
Committee sent to the Administrator?

Question 2: What policies do the Office of Information Collection and other offices have in
place to monitor and verify the accuracy of agency climate projections?

Response:

The EPA does not collect and manage information on climate impact projections. Rather, the
EPA continues to rely on organizations such as the NRC, the United States Global Change
Research Program, and [PCC, to bring together large numbers of climate science experts to
synthesize available data, modeling, and research on climate change. These reports are subjected
to rigorous levels of peer review, and form the basis of the major scientific assessments made by
the organizations previously mentioned. It is with confidence that the EPA utilizes this

data. Additionally, key climate monitoring functions are performed within other governmental
agencies such as the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, as well as the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration, while the Department of Energy has a program dedicated
to climate model intercomparison and evaluation. As the expertise resides within these
important ageneies, the EPA continues to benefit from the robust federal and academic research
enterprise focused on the credibility and integrity of climate data.
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Senator INHOFE. Thank you, Ms. Dunkin.
Ms. Nishida.

STATEMENT OF JANE NISHIDA, NOMINATED TO BE ASSISTANT
ADMINISTRATOR, EPA OFFICE OF INTERNATIONAL AND
TRIBAL AFFAIRS

Ms. NisHIDA. Thank you.

Good morning, Chairman Inhofe, Ranking Member Boxer, and I
would also like to give a special thanks to Senator Cardin for his
kind introductory remarks.

I am humbled to appear before you today as President Obama’s
nominee to be the Assistant Administrator for International and
Tribal Affairs at the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

For the past 30 years I have worked in the field of the environ-
ment at both the State and Federal level, and with international
and non-governmental organizations. It has been my privilege to
spend the last 4 years working at EPA, where every day I have
strived to further the Agency’s role in protecting human health and
the environment.

Sitting here before you in these chambers, I think about my par-
ents and wish they could be with me here today. They are no
longer with us, but I know that, if they were, they would be beam-
ing with pride.

My father served in the U.S. Foreign Service for over 30 years,
so from a very young age the importance of public service was ever-
present in my life. I saw first-hand the power the United States
has to improve people’s lives both at home and abroad.

I got my first start in public service working as committee coun-
sel in the Maryland General Assembly, where I worked with Sen-
ator Cardin, as he noted in the introductory remarks. My experi-
ence in the Maryland General Assembly was invaluable. I learned
about the importance of the legislative process and the important
roles of the legislative and executive branches of government.

My next position was in the Maryland executive branch, where
I served under three different Governors. As a Governor’s legisla-
tive liaison, I worked on legislative issues relating to agriculture,
environment, natural resources, health, and human resources. This
enabled me to see clearly the connections between human health
and the environment, and how they are inextricably linked.

In 1995 I was appointed Secretary of the Maryland Department
of the Environment. It was a privilege to serve in this position for
over 7 years, ensuring the quality of Maryland’s air and water,
managing the safe disposal of hazardous and solid waste, and re-
storing and protecting our precious Chesapeake Bay. The position
taught me how vital it is for environmental mangers to involve
stakeholders in the decisionmaking process, local governments,
business, farmers, fishermen, and NGOs; to listen and to learn
from them. It also personalized things for me, to see firsthand how
environmental protection affects citizens’ drinking water, the infra-
structure of cities, and the vitality of all the places where our fami-
lies live, work, and play.

When I left Maryland, I took a position as Senior Environmental
Specialist at The World Bank, sharing the lessons that I had
worked on for 20 years at the State level with developing countries
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struggling with air, water, and other environmental problems. It
was an eye-opening experience and one that reaffirmed how shar-
ing lessons learned in the United States can improve the global en-
vironment.

In 2011 I began my work at EPA, first serving as the Director
of Regional and Bilateral Affairs within the Office of International
and Tribal Affairs, and then, in 2013, I became the Office’s Prin-
cipal Deputy Assistant Administrator. Taking on this second role
enabled me to work on the full breadth of this Office’s portfolio, in-
cluding managing the American Indian Environmental Office,
which is responsible for our important work with tribal nations.

Should I be confirmed, I commit to working steadfastly to uphold
the mission of this Agency and to continue the legacy that I
learned from a young age from my father, a tireless dedication to
public service.

Thank you again, Mr. Chairman, Ranking Member Boxer, and
members of the committee, for the opportunity to meet with you
today, and I am happy to answer any questions you might have.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Nishida follows:]
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STATEMENT OF JANE TOSHIKO NISHIDA
NOMINEE FOR ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR FOR INTERNATIONAL AND TRIBAL AFFAIRS
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
BEFORE THE
SENATE ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
JUNE 11, 2015

Good morning Chairman Inhofe, Ranking Member Boxer, and other members of the Committee.

Chairman Inhofe and Ranking Member Boxer, I'd like to thank your Committee staff for taking

the time to meet with me and my fellow EPA nominees,

[ am humbled to appear before you as President Obama’s nominee to be the Assistant
Administrator for International and Tribal Affairs for the Environmental Protection Agency.
For the past 30 years, | have worked in the field of environment, at the state and federal level,
and with international and nongovernmental organizations. It has been my privilege to spend
the last four years working at the Environmental Protection Agency, where every day I have
strived to further our Agency’s role of protecting human health and the environment, and if

confirmed, I will continue to do just that.

Sitting here before you in these chambers, I can’t help but think of my parents, and how proud
they would be to join me here today. They are no longer with us, but I know that if they were,
they would be beaming with pride. My father served in the US foreign service for over 30 years,
so from a very young age, the importance of public service was ever present in my life. I saw
firsthand the power the United States has to improve people’s lives, both at home, and abroad.

As my father's country assignments changed, so too did my vantage point.

I got my first start in the field of government working as Committee Counsel in the Maryland
General Assembly, where I worked with Senator Cardin, a member of this committee. The

lessons [ learned in the Maryland General Assembly were invaluable - while there, I learned the
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importance of the legislative process and the important roles of the legislative and executive

branches of government.

These lessons were further instilled in me at my next position, in the Maryland Executive
Branch, where I served under three different governors. As the Governor's legislative liaison
worked on legislative issues in agriculture, environment, health, human resources, planning,
and natural resources. This enabled me to see clearly the connections between human health
and the environment, between agriculture and natural resources, and how these are

inextricably linked.

In 1995, I was appointed Secretary of the Maryland Department of Environment. It was a
privilege to serve in this position for seven years, ensuring the quality of Maryland's air and
water, managing the safe disposal of hazardous and solid waste, and restoring and protecting
the Chesapeake Bay. The position showed me how vital it is for environmental managers to
involve stakeholders ~ local governments, business, fisherman, farmers, and NGOs - in the
decision-making process, to listen and to learn from them. It also personalized things for me -
to see firsthand how environmental protection affects citizens’ drinking water, the
infrastructure of cities, and the vitality and vulnerability of the places where our families live,

work, and play.

When I left Maryland, I took a position as Senior Environmental Institutions Specialist at the '
World Bank, sharing the lessons I had worked on for 20 years at the state level with developing
countries struggling with air, water, and other environmental problems. It was an eye-opening
experience, and one that reaffirmed the value and importance of how sharing lessons learned in

the US can improve the global environment.

In 2011, | began work at the Environmental Protection Agency, serving first as the director of
our Regional and Bilateral Affairs Office within our International and Tribal Affairs Office, and
then in 2013, I became the Office of International and Tribal Affairs’ Principal Deputy Assistant
Administrator. The Office of International and Tribal Affairs manages EPA’s work with all

sovereign nations, both within and outside the United States. Taking on this second role
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enabled me to work on the full breadth of this office’s issues, including managing the American

Indian Environmental Office which is responsible for our important work with tribal nations.

I am honored to have been nominated to the position of Assistant Administrator for
International and Tribal Affairs. Should I be confirmed, I commit to working steadfastly to
uphold the basic mission of this Agency, and to continue the legacy that I learned from a young

age from my father - a tireless dedication to public service.

Thank you, again, Chairman Inhofe, Ranking Member Boxer, and members of the Committee, for

the opportunity to meet with you today. I am happy to answer any questions you might have.
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Chairman Inhofe Questions for Jane Nishida, Nominee, Assistant Administrator,
£PA Office of Tribal and International Affairs

Question 1: Please provide me with doenmentation of the amount of funding EPA as a
whole spends annually in the form of grants, technology transfers, development of
standards, or programs or regulation to improve the guality of the environment outside of
the United States.

Response:
Spreadsheet No.1 includes contracts, grants and other miscellaneous obligations to improve the
quality of the environment outside of the United States.

Question 2 How much money docs EPA spend annually on international travel—not just
vour office, but all of EPA?

QuestionZa: Please provide a brief description of the purpeses of this travel, broken down
by EPA office.

See attached spreadsheet No. 2.

Question 3:  How much money does EPA as a whole give out ia grants fo foreipn
governments and foreign entities?

Question3a: Please provide a short summary of these grants, broken down by EPA office.

Response:

Based on the understanding reached between the agency aund the House Energy and Commerce
Committee, the EPA defines international grants 1o inctude grants to foreign entities and foreign
governments as well as grants to domestic entities to perform work abroad. Grants for US-
Mexico Border and Canada-Great Lakes initiatives are excluded from that definition.

Using that definition, and as noted at the hearing, in FY 14, the BPA awarded $16.59 million
($16,587.870) in international grants or one-half of one percent of the ageney’s FY 14 grant
budget. Additionally, a portion of the funding the EPA awards in international grants each liscal
vear comes from other federal agencies such as the Department of State. In FY 14, the EPA
received $1.03 million ($1,029.295) from other agencies for interational grants. This accounted
for 6.21% of the total international grant funding the EPA awarded in FY 14

Of the $16.59 million toial awarded in international grants, the EPA awarded a total of
$2.313.650 to foreign governments and foreign entities, The attached spreadsheet provides a
description of each grant awarded to a foreign government or foreign entity sorted by the EPA
office that manages the grant. An individual grant may include funds not only from the
managing the EPA office but from other the EPA offices as well. (See spreadsheet No. 3)
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Question 4: What role does your office play in coordinating the international activities of
all the EPA offices? Should that coordination be increased?

Response:

OITA coordinates and oversees the EPA™s relationship with countries and regions, as well as
multilateral efforts, and develops agency-wide strategies for these relationships. OITA works
with the State Department, the EPA National Program and Regional Offices in formulating U.S.
international policies, implementing the EPA"s international programs, and providing technical
assistance to other countries. OITA lcads the agency’s efforts in regional and multilateral fora,
such as the Commission on Envirommental Cooperation and the Arctic Council: and coordinaies
intra-agency activities such as the agency's Greater China Program and the EPA’s Export
Sirategy. The role of the National Program and Regional Offices are as primary contributors in
implementing programs like the U.S-Mexico Border Program; or as technical experts in
providing assistance for specific activities under the EPA’s international programs.

The EPA Regions and National Program Offices communicate and coordinate with OITA when
considering international requests and engaging in international activities to ensure these
activities are consistent with the U.S, international priorities,
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Senator Fischer Questions for Jane Nishida, Nominee, Assistant Administrator,
EPA Office of Tribal and International Affairs

Guestion 1; My original request was that you rveview Mr. Prichard’s case to ensure there
was no bias or discrimination in this matter. Did you personally review Mr. Prichard’s
ease?

Response:

The agency received your May 8 letter concerning Mr. Prichard’s cage on May 18, As the EPA
National Program Manager for the agency’s tribal programs, the Office of International and
Tribal Affairs manages policy and implementation issues related to environmental programs in
Indian Country, but does not manage contract dispute claims against the agency. Since your
letter involved a contract dispute claim in Region 7, vour letter was directed to Region 7 for
response as the office most familiar with the details of Mr. Prichard’s case. This is the agency’s
standard procedure for answering inguiries into matters such as this. As you know, Region 7
reviewed the fetter and responded to your concerns in a letter dated June 1.

Question 2: What was your process or protocol for investigating Mr. Prichard’s case?

Respouse:

My, Prichard initiafly {iled his contract claim with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Contracting Officer that managed his contraet. After reviewing Mr. Prichard’s claim, the
Contracting Officer issued a final decision denying the claim. On March 7, 2011, Mr. Prichard
appealed the Contracting Officer’s denial to the Civilian Board of Contract Appeals (CBCA),
where the claim remains pending. This comports with the statutory and regulatory process for
resolving contract disputes,

Question 3: How did the Office of International and Tribal Affairs define “equitably and
respectfully™ in My, Prichard’s case?

Response:

The agency defined “equitably and respectfully” as treating Mr. Pritchard’s company (ASW
Associates. Ine.) in the same manner it would any contractor that submitted a claim for monies it
felt were due.

Question 4: Mr, Prichard has informed my office that no EPA official ov representative
contacted him from May 8™ to June ™. How can the EPA claim that Mr, Prichard has
been treated equitably and respectfully if no agency representative communicated with him
to identify his speeific concerns?

Response:

During the pendency of Mr. Prichard’s case, since March 2011, the agency has participated in
innumerable telephone conversations and email exchanges with Mr. Prichard concerning his
contract claim. During the period May § to June 1, the agency was waiting for Mr. Prichard’s
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submission to the CBCA in response to the CBCA s original April 8, 2015, order and then the
CBCA’s subsequent

July 10, 2015, order in the case. On July 20, Mr. Prichard made his submission to the CBCA. As
Me. Prichard’s case continues to progress, the agency fully anticipates that communication
between Mr. Prichard and the agency will continue.
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£PA - FY14 loternptional Obligations
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EPA - FYIR Interaational Oligations
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‘SAB Lake Ene phosphorus Ob;ecirve Meetmg

A2,
s
NPW / Region Office aescripmm of Travel EPACost
oA o EPA Adminisirator's Greater Mission $6.6??;Qf
OA . OA Admmsstramr‘s Travel to Shanqha! . 847673
QA 10 _EPA Administrator's Greater China Mission B344350
OA 0 "EPA Adminisirator's Greater China Mission $44715
OA 0o [EPA 2 Admm tratcaf ) Greatef Chsna Mcss«on . $3,24B.1
‘OECDI!TF W()rkmg Gmup on Assessment of Palicies for
. OA op N - Long-term Transition to Sustainable Transport $‘1‘{?38'4:
OA o _Wound Economic qum ?014 $3,937.6
oA 1©_ Word; cFoum2004 $58704
il of Intergovernmental Panef on Climat :
O oF Chiange (IPGT) Working Group 3 §a2218
C12th Session of Interge tal Panel on Climate
,QA . OF _[Change (IPCC) Working Group 3 53,123 ‘;
oA ) __EPA Administrator's Regional Asia Mission $4,360.2
OA OA _EPA Admfmsfxatot"s Ragional Asza Hission % 9325
OA OEAEE 'EPA Administrator's Regional Asia Mission $58172
OA le} _ EPA Administrators Regional Asia Mission $3487.5
OA OEAEE | EPA Administrator's Regional Asia Mission emT
_OA o ‘Prasident of Costa Rica's Inauguration . %55
OA 0 President of Costa Rica Inauguration _$1.34581
0OA Qs8R  Conference Attendance _..558385
U S-dapan Bitateral Commissin on Civil Nuclear i
OA OA ‘Cooperation . . 56982
OA G 2014 Csmms&sxcﬂ for Environmental C.ocrperaimn $5, 964 3
QA 0 2014 Gommr on for En\e;ronmenmai Cooperation M,ja@.sf
oA o 2014 Commission for the Environmantal Cooperation $4,918.3
OA OEAEE (2014 Commission for Envirenmental Coorperation $67.5.
oA op ‘;@xirksmp Labor Market Effects of Environmental $3.386.4
o " OECD Costof Inaction and Resource Scarity: o
OA op Consequences for Long-Term Economic Growth Workshop ‘ $2.854.7
OECD - Cost of Ingetion and Resource Scarcity.
QA OF ‘Consequencas for Long-term Economic Growth (CIRCLE} F3.010.0:
oA OEAEE  NAAEE Annual Conference $2,029.7
_OA TTOEAEE  NAAEE Annual Conference L.31.4885
0A _ OEAEE NAAEE Annual Conference $1,698.1
_Da OEAEE  NAAEE Annual Conference. 31,1818
‘Executive Board of the World Health Orgamzatmn ‘meet with
OA 10 ‘the Minister of Environment of italy, and to will deliver $4,838.1
ramarks ot the GE O and Gas Conference
OA 0 \GE Gil and Gas Conference in Florence ltaly $3.430,7
{U.8. Periodic Review Presentation to the UN Human R:ghts &
: 21.4
oA ) Oé . Council Mesting 5.
‘Urban Land Institute Spnng Meetmg and Rose Genter 1937
] OA ] CSRQ IFgile owshsp Hetreat - . $1aa.
OA OA RIS trimethy sment Meeting 52,1285
e $§AB Science Advisory Board Mesting $3275.1
0A SAB 8AB Board Meeting %2081
OA $AB - Reporton thre Envimment (ROE) Cgis218
OA SAB {EPA Report on the En\nmnment (RC}E) $1,854. 0
OA SAB ‘Lake Erie Phosphorus Objective Meeting $881.4
0A oA $A8 Lake Erie Phospharus Objective Mesting $774.1
oA A8 $1.1768

OATOTAL]

$131,906.5.
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NEW ] Region
OAR

QAR
OAR

CAR
DAR
OAR

Com
“OAR
OAR
OAR
OAR
QAR
OAR
OAR

OAR

OAR

Office

oAA

OAA
OAA

T OAA

OAA
OAA

CAA
OAAk
OAAk
QAA
oar
OAA‘
OAA

OAA

OAA

;Pamm;)ate in C imate and Clean Axr Coa%mon

Degcription of Travel

H 19th Sessmn of the Conference of Paties .
IGBPIGEIA Workshop on Global Emissions Inventories (fcar
CMIP8)

LRTAP & f:xerutwe Bady Meeting

Arctic Councn Task Foroe

;CCWG Heaw Duty Vehicle | ! lementation Plan
‘First Meeting of the Technicat Expert Group of the Mmama

iArctlc Council Task Foros on Biack Carbon and Memane

‘World Health Orgamzauon expen meatmg ofy gt po lution i
‘health impact assessment

TF HTAF Emsystems and Regtonal Mcdelmg Workshops H

‘Meeﬁng of the Arctic Cotncll Task Force on Black Carbon
40th Meeting of the UNFCCC Subsidiary Bodies and Ad |
‘Hoe Group on the Durban Platform

Climate and Clean Air Coaliion Working Group Mesting
Gommission on Envirenmental Cooperation 2014 Council
‘Session

iTeacir\mcar Expert Group under the Minamata Convention

Arctic Councit Task Foree on Black Ca4 borrand Methane

EPA Cost
$1.8626

$707.9

349107

$2:8955

_$4.3038

$2,586.3

$5?A5

$3 1048

339152

$35 6
35,3594
‘$3,5€)1 3
33‘385;;}
$3,768.0

§4,708.7

CARTOTAL:

$50,021.6
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 NPWM/Region Office | Descriptionof Travel .. EPACOSt
‘in conjunction with the Administrator's visit to Vietnam, employee wasa h
: speaker at & workshop entitied “Water Pollution Control in Vietham: ‘
OARM | EAB [Reality and Policy,” and provided ' a detailed presentation on the U.S, | $582.4
-Clean Water Act and Safe Drinking Water Act

“Two invitational travel advisory committée members and one EPA
QARM . ODACMO employes altended the 21st session of the CEC Council and JRAC $12,760.1

‘Meeting in Yellowstone, Canada.

OARM TOTAL:! $13.342.5
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NPM / Region Office

~ OCFO

Description of Travel

" No Invitational Travel in 2014

EPA

 Cost

OCFO TOTAL:

$0.0
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RN@ z‘:}; Office | Description of Travel EPA Cost
ocgep 0 REPRESENT EPA AT TP NEGQT%M ON $1. 3447,
oesPp J Reprasent the US Government faciiale POPRC and CRC decisions and other © 842138
o _ mctions on chemicals that are consistent with US poslions
5th International Workshop on Per- and Polylluorinated Alkyl Substances & U $26038
QUSRP OPPT  participate in discussion of the latest Scientific Research on Perfluorochemicals
o and Evologionl and Human exposure. . ) :
acsep OPPT OECD Expert Group on Honey Bes Toxicity Testing Meeting $3.0838
OCSPP 10 WTO TBY Meeting - 837762
OCSFP osce RA FOREIGN TRAVEL. THIS TRAVEL AND HOTEL WILL. BE PAID FOR B $2,494.0
oCsPP opp ‘EPA is respcnsibta for ragiatering all pesticide products-and estabtishmg $103.3.
LT iMaximum Residue Limits for pesticide use on crops i
_ocsep 10" Negotiating the US-EU FTA on behalf of the EPA $4,5058
"OECD Task Force-on Exposure Assessment (TFEA). The task force on $4,080.1
OCsPP OPPT Exposure it such as of Waste Water Trastment Efficiency |
(OECD Task Fores on Exposura Assessment (TFEA). Thetask force on- T s42814
ocspp QPPT  Exposure A it such as it of Waste Water Treatment Efficlency
oosEP | OPF 'EPA dalegation will exchange information on issues of mutual interest, identify $1.9387
) T opporundtes Tor further ooliaboration with Canada aivd Maxico T
onspEE oPp [EPA delagation will exchange infarmation on issues of mutual interest, identify $1,814.4
. cppar’tumtxes for further collaboration with Canada and Mexica . »
ocspp opp {EPA delsgation will exchange information on issues of mutual interest, sdenhfy $2.182. 5
LT lopporurities for further collaboration with Canada and Mexica, e
ocspp | OPP ERA deiegazmn will exchange information on issuss of mutual interest, dentify $1.837.6
. __opportunities for further collaboration with Canada and Mexigo: T
QCsSPR opp EPA deiegamn will exchange information on issues of mutual interest, lden!afy $1.6887.0
“oppotiunitias for further collaboration with Canadaand Mexico _
‘Pradicting Chemical Exposure & Hazards for High Throughput Risk §750.5
QCSPP CBCP  Assessments-and ansforming toxicily testing from in vivoto v vites! 2
. computational toxiclolgy chatienge” e .
OCSPP 10 The final Gonferenz:& 33551011 oftha 2013 Unecs Workic g Party B4.508.8
_OCSPP . OPPThe OECD Validation Ma t Group for Non-Anima o $2,644.7
OCSPP | OSCP \,falsr.iatmn of EDSP ‘%’ier 1 !est gusde ines and fuwm AOP pm;ects B30z
RA DR, SHAH WILL WORK WITH DELEGATES FROM OTHER OECD $2,385.7
oCsPP opp COUNTR
é C 3;39 o QP?T Working Party on Menufactured Nanomaterials (WPMN) meaningiul testing: $3.905.4
) - ‘nanomaterial testing is unique and requires adjustments I
OCsSPP | OPPT ‘Working Party on Manufactured Nanomaterials (APMN) meaningful testing: 352705
Rt Inanomaterial testing is unique and requires adjustments e
ocspPP oPPT Wcrkmg Party on Manufactured Nanomateriats (WPMN) meamngfu testmgt 35,0872
T nanomaterial testing is unique and requires adjustments [S—
ocser IO Suswminabilty Standards Drafing Group og the intemational . 360298
) ocsPR GW “Prosant current researcher oh unintandad sffects of transformation will aid in the : $119.5
- [ ‘assessment of current FIF e _—
OCSPP  OPPT . KICK-OFF MEETING OF THE . |SEAL STEERING COMMITTEE ON GOoD, 51748
acsee OPPT GECD Joint Meeting & SAICM Meeting & enhiancing progress on nisk reduction © $4,086.0
both within the US and across Members o
cospp OSCP OECQ Joint Meetmg & SAICM Meating & enhancing progress on fisk reduction $3,371.3
i : | both within the US and across Members )
ocseR O%’P? TRA. TO ATTEND THE FINAL NEGOTIATING SESSION FOR THE SPS CHAP : $6.233.1
ocspp | oPp RA. MRS. VAN ALSTINE GAVE TWO DIETARY-RELATED PRESENTATIONS $523.2
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NEM/

ouspe

ocseR |
onsPR

ocsPe

OOsPR

ocsee
OCSPP H

OCSFP

Sorspe

oosep

oosPe

oosPR

- OUSPR

oCspe

acser

OCePR

ocsPp

QCsPR

OCsPP

oesePr

ocspp

ecsmv !

0@599 ﬁ

Region e |

opp
OPR
10

“such as Pesticide and Chemical Policy.

Baseription: Qf “?ravei EPA Cast
CTTIP NEGOTIATIONS on représentation on critical issues facing our Agency U gs 0 {)i

" PMRA WORKSHOP ON LONG-RANGE T &ﬁ\NSPGR’T OF PESTICIDES 55402
WTO sP8 GOM?@E%’%’TEE MEETING. intaragency delegatior: to the WIOSPS: 848087
mgsting : :

Joint revigw chemicats with other gcvemments and industry res:resematwss and - §6.1861
praparg bneﬁngs on hestalus'of the gl t:xba joint review projetts.

" Joint review chamicals with other governments and industry represeniat:ves amé Cs43as0
prepare brseﬁngs o the status of the global joint raview isrfojects. : :

" PARICIPATE inthe OECD steermg Gmup Meatmg inafforts on prometing - 838567

- 8ChemPortal. S

RA, ATTEND AND CONTQIBUT& TO THE L@NG~R}\NG§ TRANSPORT GF fJog 1
PES

opP

OPp

" Position of the e ‘v»sed risk dnalysis and i nebded p e Inform 'en onit
(results of the ;:iia( pmjact of review by JMPR prigir to the hational authcﬂm

OPpP

L oPP

OPpY

o OPP

{Gversees altUS '
management of chemicals, pesticides, biotechnology and nanctechnology.

;US po
:rasutts of the pifot ;aro;ect of raview by JMF’R prior o ths national amnmmes =

" RA.EPAWORKS ws’m STANDARD SETTING ORGANI ZAT%QNS (Asm ADA . 818507

ities related to OECD test guidelines, assgssmentand . 8§33

" Oversees all USG activities related to OECD test guidelines, sesessmentand = §38159

manay \,f chemicals, pesticides; bislechnology and nanctechnalagy.
CASTM meemgs on antimicrobial pesticides. new pesticidera timicrobial sl‘%,ag?(i%;

als and altarmative antimicrobial technologies
o th ev:se{i gk anaiyas an seded pmvzde mform&imn onth

86,4084

$5.5853

" Annual Spring Meetmg of the American Society of Testing ‘and Ma{enais (ASTM} g
_International L

'UNEP SAICM Meeting to lsverage fund for fisk radiction a{mwt}es sm:tudmg $35065.

‘target projects ralated o lead, mercury andlor PECs, as-well s chemical in :

articies, - :

COORDINATING EFEORTS FOR OVERALL ?NTERNAT}QNAL $3.2802
_ HARMONIZATION e

[OECD EXPERT CSRQUF‘ ONTHE ﬁLECTRON(C EEXCHANGE «-PRISM pmje&:ﬁ 836188

fand will be leading ﬂ'RMD toan eHfors forthe mtematacnst harmonization

WPMN mesting and the s%eeﬂng group: meazmg ontesting and assesemant, 1 §30615

OPPT

OFPT

OPPT

o materiale
. oPPT

OPPT

OPPT

representing OPPT/CCD with respect L new cheymcai revaew of nanoscale
materialy

'WORKING PARTY OF MANUFACTURED NANOMATERIALS (WPMN) mesting | 34,0604,
‘awd the steeding group mesting On testing and assessment, representing

CPPTICCH with raspect to new ical review of nanostale material

"WPMN meeting and the sieering group meeting an testing and assessment, | $4.530.7

representing OPPTICOD with respedtfo new chamics! revmw of nanoscale

WPMN meeting and the steering group meeting onlesting and assessment, | 84,2984

representing OPPTICCD with respéct to new chemical review of nanogca!e
aterials R
OECD HAZARD ASSESQMENT ‘teviews of AOP's under devalopment Review - $3,064.1 :
_and approve projects pr s fot the NST workgroup workpian, . : !
OECDH HAZARD ASSESSMENT - reviews of A0P's under devel npment Review
and spprove projacts proposafs fot th NST workgroup workplan,  ~ ©

$2,888.7,
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OCSPR

(EFFiCAC

NP/ H N H
CRegion O Descietomofimvel | EPACest
oosep | C)SCP OECD HAZARD ASSEBSMENT - reviews of AOP's under development Review | $3,282.8
) ‘and approve projects proposals fot the NST workgroup workplan, :
ATTEND NORTH AMERICAN COMMISSION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL [ R ce 4
GUSPP OPPT COOPERATION AND SOUND MANAGEMENT OF CHEMICALS MEETING :
ATTEND NORTH AMERICAN COMMISSION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL ™ 13817
QCSPR OPPT COOPERATION AND BOUND MANAGEMENT OF CHEMICALS MEETING :
‘O e SéP o ‘integrating Mult-Disciplinary Approaches for Dedision Making about the Human  $6,084.6
; . Heslth and Environmental mpacts of Chemicals® © - R
ocsPe 0 [POSITION PROPERLY IN THE TTIP NEGOTIATIONS REGARDING | 33,5881
o ’ CHEM&CA&.& PESTICIGES AND ENDOCRINE DISRUPTORS o
ocspp - OPP OECD Task Force on Bzwd&s § [ N
ocspP 10 TTiP N&GGT&A‘?RONS Chamicals and Pesti sactor $2,880. 2
oosee oPP 'REPRESENT THE U'S, AT THE OPEN ENDED WORKING GROUP MEETING T $5.336.2
: OF MONTREAL PROTQCOL. 1
O0sPP opp DEVELOP STRATEGY AND PROTOCOLS FOR DPERATOR AND REENTRY 3 1370
acspp | OPPT ) Jét&‘Meéimg of the APEC ngula{ofs Forum and the OECD Clearing House on $5.487.4
L New Chemicals .
OCSPR OPPT Joint Meating of the APEC Regulatars Forum and the GECD G learing House on $5.503.7:
L Naw Chemicals [ :
aesSPR Q}PM‘ “Joint M&emg of the APEC Ragutators Forum and the O&GD i eanng Houss on $4,723.4
| New Chemicals :
ocspe osCP iﬁ‘&\g\%ﬁ.&i} CONGRESS ON ALTERNATIVES AND AN{MAS. USE INTHE LIFE $2.393.1
. , Sixth Meeting of the OECD Exposure Task Force and Seminer on Exposure | $6.080.4
OF’SQP . QPPT _Tools with AIST of Japan I
" Sixih Mesting of the OECD Exposure Task Foree and Seminar on Exposure . 851374
ocsee . opm’ [ Tonls with AIST of Japan e
ocsPP | OPPT nggSCUSS!QNS ON REGULATORY COOPERATION COUNCIL WORK $1.666.4
ocsee | QPPT RA TO ATTEND THE REGULATORY COOPERATION COUNCIL 2 (RCC) 21 ‘ $0.0
. OCSPP | O?P‘F . Regukamry Coopmauon Ccumﬂ RCoR o $1 6788
‘!:umpeen Union Visitors ngramme oover an a{ray of chemicat and poi&umm . §g728
QCSPP\ : ‘OPPT: ‘pravention issues [
ocsPP GPPT ggz(é}i}C? NG A PRESENTATION ON INTERNATIONAL: Joint Serinar on : $568.8
ocepe OPPT g?ngCT NG A PRE&ENTATtON ON INTERNATIONAL- Joint Seminar on $807.4
o “3rd Mesting of the Global Alliance to Eliminate Lead in Paints - Legisiative and 333475
ocsee | oep  Reguiatory Workshop I S
opp ‘RAATTEND OECD GUIDELINE DEVELOPMENT MEETIN = L $4088.2,

GOSPE TOTAL: 82403868
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NPM Y H . ) : ;
Rogion  Oee | Ooseriptonoffravel - EPACes
OECA | OFA i
_OECA  OFA L Basies
CECA | OFA 53,1558
) OECA ) GPA } t;gi 3§§8¥&F§§ mm{mg B S’S déﬁ:‘ﬁ
. INECE QNGQC«WCQ operational workshop on controlling :
WOEC}X s ‘Qﬁ; _ environmentally requiated substantes at seapots R S $3 M? Q;
OEC& i OFA f}éﬂ\r&{ me ;}nm:sples of Enwmﬁmemat mpa«::s ﬁssess,m@m Trammg 5198 3
OEC:R OFA :Deisver hie peinciples of E’nwmmemm Impact &ssasﬁmam ‘rrammgi $€ i 8‘
e Sooping mission on Enviconmental impact assessmant in the lower
: Q;ECA;, S g?a Mekong Region - * '320;
-~ Mesting with the. Commission for Envirsnmentat Cooperation (CEC) :
(OFCA | OFA Enforcement L LB
Meeting with the Commission for Environmental Cooperation (CEC) !
OgCﬂ ;OFA Enforement - - . — $§ 4252:
- : v INTERPOL Environmental Compliance and Enforcement |
GEC& QS&FT Co mmm o6 maeting ( $§ 48

‘ ‘ss 873, a;
333081
Tsy,7988

OECA  OCEFT Hasting of Western New YorkSoihem Onterlo Law Enforcametn

§{Ecert3msstmg Csmmxt%eé {LECC) fm Envxmamen&a§ Cames ; $31§‘6k

Meeting of Was{am New YMS@umam Gn!arm Law Emfommém ‘ :

OECA | QCEFT {Coondinating Commities (LECC) for Environmental Crimas 33241
D e Presentto the Gemnan Society for Good Reseorch Practice {DGGFY "
(OECA . 9C  intemational meeting e sw !
OECA | OEJ Prasent to the UN on the Convention for the Elimination of Racial & " '§2?‘ .

Discrimination . :
! OEGA TOTAL:: $134,884.3
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NP&.” - Office Description of Travel : EPA
Region """ e Cost
! Participate in the 17th mesting of the OECD's PRTR
QEl OIAA Task Force! serve as the U 8. representative for which | $2,768.4
. theUS hasthelead. -~
_OEl | OIAA  Participate as an invited speaker and attendee; ~ §$705.0
‘ - Commission for Environmental Coperations (CEC's) ;
OEl OlAA  PRTR Working Group to discuss ongoing efforts of the  $497.3
GCEG's PRTR.
Lo el OEl TOTAL: $3,970.7
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ﬁpi?ﬁ{ QOffice Description of Travel EEFA
~Region T | Cost

oG _ Nolnternatioan! Travel in 2014 _
1 | OIG TOTAL:  $0.0
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é‘ PM | .~ Office Description of Travel EPA Cost
egion ; e l
QGC {‘)GC ccCl LOW_ Fafe;lgn Travei to represent USEF’AM i $8 098.0
OGC  OGC CCILO Foreign Travel to represent USEPA  $2.414.1
OGC  OGC CCILO Foreign Travel to represent USEPA  $3,770.1
QGCM ; OGC o Foreign Travel to represent us&mu_ 881, 5
OGC  OGC CCILO Foreign Travel to represent USEPA  © $1,132.3
- oGC 0oGC PTSLQchmtgn Travel to represent USEPA $4,836. 9
_oGC 0GC PTSLO Foreign Travel to represent USEPA 84, 309. 5
OGC  OGC CCILO Foreign Travel to represent USEPA ~ $1438
0GC (}GG PSTLQ _Foreign Travei to represent USEPA $3 352.1
OGC  OGC CCILO F{}reign Travel to represent USEPA - $4321.3

OGC TOTAL:| $33,130.5




38

NEM ! Reglon

OITA
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OITA

OITA

OITA

QITA
OfTA
oiTA

DITA

oitA
GitA

oa
k oxm

‘ om\ .
oa
oA
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OITA
O) TA
OITA

OITA

Office ©

oruA |
omaa
~orEa
| omea
' ORBA
ORBA
. omea :
" omea

ORBA

© oRea

ORBA

;. ORBA
: éRﬂA
. ORBA ¢
' ORBA
 oReA

oREA

éRBA

~f\i)ii Eower M\L{m;. B
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RA. TRAVY LER WILL TRAVEL
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RA.THE TRAVELER fﬁ THE PRO. FIC iOR }H}- M RICA W

i)escnptmn nf vae!

SERVE AS A SPE&KER lN THE FORUM HUMAN RJGH YS

jSta(f Adrmmstrator Cu Chaxr JCEC

EF’A Reqsonai Mnssmn R Asia

‘STAFF Rss»stant toAA for Massson m A:;a S
‘ “‘CEC Tnisiera nagstsatmm o

i*mgrammum consultdtions i Bausels
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:Scuping misskm @ dcmmzinc implcmmtmiun pn‘qfi!ics
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. li) TAWELTO PARTICIPATE Nt()\\w T

.,[.()W UP ACTIONS FOR O (‘

A J\D\ﬂMb }Ri\ T(JR m\m MC m\mmx ‘»ﬁ)\‘;i()b} 1(} GR} A!Fl{

N;\MH*'HS

‘R:\, \Hl L TRAVEL 1O l/\]Pl mm k!f\’\l(}i !09{:3”3’0}([ AD

SEMARNAT

AKE PLACE

TRATE BN THE MAY ’GIHP:\(

!‘k:U

RAIN TAIPEL MR, KASMAN WH i lt)f LOW UP ’Mﬂl EPAT, MOH& ANIY

R TRAVES

RIS THE

3 H M)\U!’?OR!N(VH% OE) THE AA AT CEC

R HH‘: TRIP 18 SCHE] !JML{HUR THE {.(‘MMWSIDN l‘()k £ M/!il(WMI N

MDD CEC

A (31%

¥
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sz
‘ @,5282

; sysfm
- S? 408 4
‘53 ma 8
‘54;512.5
$25764
w72
(36903
85023
T
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o
o §2, ‘?mrs
k k“m;‘fog«r
$3.7408)
5% ?m 3
&s,om,a
k $1,160.0
$&a§a§
S2T454
' N 966 e
“sa,-mﬁ
sa,as‘é,n

F2.8287

$36181
gagess
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;4 S56.1
k s sia B
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NEMJ Region |

QITA
dITA
OITA
[e 32
OHA
OITA
CHTA ‘
éITA
OITA
OITA
O!!‘A
OITA

OITA

[e2F:Y
OITA

QITA

Office

- oeaP

QGAR

OGAR

QBAP

QGAP
CGAR

OGAP

. OGAR

P OOGAP R

. 0GAP
L oGAP

QGAP |

OCAP

: caap
L oeap

. oGAP |

OGAP

" odwp |
OGAP ‘

j QGAP '
QGAP

 ooar

Ul NH)O I‘«wa

RA.TRAVE

RA. 1Re‘\\d.L} R W/\S |NV{H o !O;\{ TEND THE {x\H! 13} \Ie’\!lﬁk‘ﬁl INIVER
'Rf\. MR,

RAS “m\‘ﬂ Mi

Besonpticn of Travel

ixpatt \’vmmg (ym\m Mesting

\iaw i mnnmnd i member of EPAs Emi!t., Finance, Honomios

fmx el o tn\(n\ xg\u iai event on Minsmata Convention

for black casbon under the arctiv

BR WHLL B

‘RA TRAVELE; R WILL ADV!S} THE &;\i} ON \f VERAL MATTERS

(RA\H{ \\‘IX L H{A‘vLL 10 ?M{E‘x H{z\\{ B VO CO-CHAIR HH

TINGOF Hll i\RUE( {()U\(‘H i‘;\SP\SE}RQ{

IATTEND PPOOM

JATION U){»MH

ENVIRONMENT POLICY

EPA Cost

$4.038.8
$4.207 8

$265.2
. B53.21
$3.551.8
§3.762.4
§4,222.0,
$3x1?9;8
‘54,54%.8

34,058 8

$4,837.8)
$2,863.7
$3.007.7,
‘ $3,981.6
$1,804.6
$1 ,9%33;7
i $3.873.5
‘ $4.726.7)
“ é?z.zas,e
‘ $2,180.0
s;é.csm
$k2$45‘9g3
ss5eg
‘ $3,908 .8
s«: 589 6)
$4 !85 0
$5.084.4
$3.saé42
$4,008.
$4,140.2

$3.132.3
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MNPMJ Region

Oira
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OITA

OITA

OITA

Office

oGAP
| oGAP

QGAP

QBAP

OGAR
DGAP

. OGAP

QGAP

CGAP

[ OGAR

e
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-
RA
tRA.
:RA.

RAL

=
>

4
e

RA

RA

Description of Travel

THE TRAVELER WILL BE ATTENDING AND FORMALLY PARTICIPATIN

- MR FERRANTE WILL TRAVEL TO PARIS, FRA

TRAVELER WiLL REPRES

NG OF THEE

TPA AT THE ANNUAL MEE

TRAVELER WILL BE AT

NDING THE UNE NATIONS ENVIRONMEN
- TRAVELER 15 ON DETAIL TO THEUNITED NATIONS INDUSTRIAL D

MR

MMOND WILL REPRE SEPA AT OPFENING

QN OF WTD

U8 DELEGATION FOR TTIP

MR

CALF WILL TRAVEL TOR M TO PARTICIP

TR

1S ATTEMDING THE ADVISOR Y. GROUP M

TRAVELER WHL PR TON LS PROGRESS ON BLACK CARBON P

- ME HODAYAH FINMAN 18 THE AUTERNATE CHAIR OF THE GLOBAL

- EMPLOYEE WILL ATTEND: CONFERENCE ON TRIBAL ENVIRONMENTAL

- TRAVELER WILL

E AT

INDING THE CEC COUNCIHL SESSION

$TO COUHAIR MTG

TG AND WORKSHOP

EPA Cost
$4,408.7
‘@3.985%
$1,834.0
s%d.gas,x
¢392
$4,994.8
‘ 478581
$4.651.5
3;5\994 8
$3.b“3§)&§
‘ $4,186.2
$42.7,

44,2124

OITA TOTALY

$275,451.0
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NPM
Region |

QAA‘

HOAA
T0AA

1OAN

JOAR

J0AA

oA
10AA

JOAA

10AA
HOAA

H0AA

TOAA

1088

oAA

AR
TGRA
szm
NCCT .

NECT
INGCT

Office |

_‘Consortium Meeting and projecscientific advisory meeling

ﬁescﬁpﬁon of ?ra\mi . BPACost |
?re nted ol the World Water Tech S‘mmmz: . e
Par'g:;pa{eﬁ A8 & FES0UIGE DErSOn atard Asian Senitation Disfogue .
“Korean Society of Tox /s Toxicologic for Human Heatth and $202.9
Wellarg T o
Attended a review of the Medical Research Council Center for Environmental $1.880.3
and Health Renewai Subconmittee meeling b T
" Progent at European Cooperation in Science and Technolony {COST) A(:tmn :
‘meeling oo Buropean Network on New Sensing Techoologies for Air-Pollution | $1,714.5
iControl ang Environmental
" Aianded chentical man emeﬂt man science commiltee mﬁexmg kS :
Management of Perffuorgalkyiated Compounds at Federal Contaminzgtion Sites $330.81
Workshop: .
Gave presentation at Frontiers in Alr Quality Science : :
AAn international symposium in celebration of 21 years of the Environmental 54110
Research Group @ King's College London S R
‘Attended a Group on Earth Observations {GEG-X) Plenary and Ministerial $4.900.9
Summary Meeting, - N RO
‘Attended meeling of the Institutions and {)eve spmm §maiémematssn Boam $5.473 5
(i&ma} at ihe Gmup of ?arzh absewanms (GEG} Wsrk r-’ian Symmsxam T
el L 54032
; o as par& of the identified set of technical paﬁam for the Rockefeller $4,430.1
Foundation . ... e
Anendecj GE(‘} insmutmns & Emve op}meai $m§}§em@nmmn Bnard Meai}ng §2,7208
$658.21
__onthe Evaluation of Carcinogenic Risks fo Humans. » # 333
_Retum heme affer serving 25 an embassy science feliow .. 518503
" Metwith Linsitot National de LEnvironment mdusmei st des Rusques {!NERiS} |
Lofficials to distuss EPA's mission &t the Organi for € Coop tmn $3.508.4
sand Develep {OECHE c%vzs{xw Group on molectlar Sorpening R
iand Toxicogenomies R :
Presented 8 paper on Tndoor air quskiy at 13ih international Gon!‘erence on $3.6203
Sindoor Adr Quality and Climate (Indoor Air 2014) - Hong Kong R
‘Presented at 9t World ‘Congress on Altarnatives and Aninsal Use in the Life 35178
‘Sclenoes T
‘Meeting with- China's Mintstry of Stience and Technology (MOST) to discuss o
selentific collaboration re%&t&i‘i o ongoing research on water resouroes, .
_chemicals-and vaste sontamination, and aic quality advanding BPASs: pﬁmstres £4.5895
‘and Q{Sntmmﬁg 1o identify lz}pms o sl i o gt and AR
‘research lools, soi and solotions t curreit and projerted eiwironmentat
‘challenges.
Meetmg with China's Ministry of Seience and Tachnaloqy MOST 1o discuss
isclentific collaboration related to ongoing résearch on waler resources,
lehemicals prid-wagle contamination, and alr quality, advancing EPA's priorilies $3.900.8
“and confinuing to identify topios of mutisl interast to sdvance and strangthen A
(reseproh ooly, soience and solutions ty surrent and profocied sovironmental :
‘challenges,
(Meeting wilh Ching's Mgnxstry of Science and Technol ogy (MOST) to discuss
|seientific colisboration refated 10 ongoing research on water resources,
‘chemicaly andd weaste containination, and b quality; advancing EPA's prierities $4.320.5
and continuing 1o idemify lopics of mutual inferast (o advance and strengthan B
\research todls, sclence and sdlufions to cirrent and projected environmenital
_challenges. R
invstmﬁ 1) remsem QS persp&ctwe at 20@4 Susiamabte Devaiagmeni Acadamy ; sa 245 S~
; nva!ets to represent US persmtw& at 2(314 Sust&mab&a Devetogmen% Acadamy | szs 027 QE
‘Par{m;pated in pmgact sub-committen. ings at Organisation for Egonomic ﬂof % 7854

‘operation and Development {OECE) general meetmg T
{Two-day scoping musting on Adverse Outcﬂme Pamwayﬁa

Gave keynole spe tg .
Tinvited to speak at the Final Neatherland Tcmcoganmnscs Canire (NTC
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NPM : - :

Region Oﬁics Dagcription.of Travel . EPA Cost ‘
ORD NCCT \nmied o «pamcxpaie 88 & panel member for Fh. C% m&svs Hefanse and give a 3 1 7?6 81
ORENCCT vexpert (o attend the Intematic $ﬁ&§ 2
. Neurotoxicology Workshop. . :
ORD NCOT  invited to parlicipaly in the 1t annual s&u&m Meeimg & member of fhe %ﬁﬁ 4
_ o SEP Advisory Boaid .
QORD NECT Hinvited a8 an expert to attend ihe Advanmng Adverse Outcome Pathways Tor 5658 45'
IR ... Infegrated Tnxsco!egy nd R i R
ORD  NCCT P ;, 88637
ORD NECT inwitedt 1o speak 3L I8t NOTOX Satelite Mesting to ihe Eum;}ean Society of s‘mz a
Lo Toxieology in Vitro International Conferencs . o G
ORD . NeCT Paripated in th Workshap on the Terminolay in Developmenta Tosicoloay sm& u;
ORD TNCCT ‘Presented at the 16the fntemaﬁanat Wemsmp of Quanmaﬁve Ssruf;mm fkc{thyé $257 8‘:

; Reianeashxps in Enwrcnmental imd Healm Scsencas {QSAR?.G! 4) ; “;

RO QN‘:CT [Attended Orgamsatzen for ﬁmnamm Co»@per»s&an E(‘%d mveiopmem (0&(1{); séan? 8i
| &x%amsed A&vwmy {Smu;:s on meew )g ard WOIHES T

ORD :NC}CT Nmnﬁed ch Woﬁd Coﬂg{ms on Ntematws amﬁ Mxmai Use in me Smenms : ) 5896 2]
ORD. INCCT Aﬁende»:i Qm Werks Congmss o Aﬂemalwes A Ammai {)se in Ufa Scwmea $6*S4 3§
ORD Aﬁﬁ‘ﬁdﬁ‘d Qt?\ Wofid Congmss an Niemax:ves; and Animal Use in L?f{? Smeno@& : ‘ ‘3688.{3:
ORD ! Aﬁenéed Qih Wcﬁd Cwﬂgms of ﬁ@ﬁemazwes and Amma Use in L;fsz Sosences $*3§xi 2:
CRD ;NCCT Attended sm Work} (:engmss o Niemmwes zmci ﬁ\mma& uge n Lxﬁa Smenms ! 5813@ 2
RD kNCCT At:enf:ied gih kaf Congmss on Akematmes amz Amma% Use in Lx!e Sozences : 3?42 Ti
ORD  NCCT m;emm Sth VVG{%G Ccng(e% on a!t&matwes sﬂd Ammat Use in w‘e wances ‘ : &}SM 6
GRD EURGTOX Gongress and visited the Nation H gﬁ o 55

T N [Public Health and the Envzmﬁmem .

ORD . NCEA :
: | Bilaterat Warking Group Workshopon “Reseamﬂ fer More Sustamabie Urbaﬂ  ggs6a

} Lanﬂ Managemem - Eﬂhanmﬂg Tmnsatjamm Transfer of Knowfmﬁge B

ORD [NCEA Bilateral Working Croup Werkshiop on “Reseamh far Mc)re &:ﬁamabie rban 508 g;
Land Management ~ Eﬂhancmg Trsssaﬁanﬁc ‘i‘fansfar of Knowiedge RS

SR T invied 1 the Central B Eastem Eurapean Haakth nd the Envicanment ! 3428 &
o Gonierence (CEECHEY N R
ORD NCEA  Invited to the Central & &astem Europaan Health and the Env;mnmem Sadt Bk

L Gonfarence (CEECHEY S DU

ORD NCEA ﬁammpated in &umgean Gh Safety Amho ty (EFFSA} Sclentific Colloquivm 076

e L ... Meeting. i NS U e
ORD  NCEA  Presentad althe NenoValid BiAnnual Meeting - 1062013~ . $8485
ORD NCEA gpoke at the Bih Dubai intemational Food Safety Confersnce - 11812013 52950
ORD T NCEA T [Spoke atthe Commonwesith Scientific and Industial Research Organizaion S 245.3

e ek {(CSIRO) Cutting Edge Seience Symposium « 4172014 R

ORD NCEA  Participated in the Imema!mm&f Agency for Research WOI!ARG} Monograph $2G? 5
e . Workshop ~8/32015 : e ok

ORD NCEA  Attended Som&y of Environmental 'Fox:co!agy and G%aemsixy {SETAC)Y
Advancmg Ouilcorme Pathways (ADP) for Integrated Toxicology and - | $89.6

S lications workshop - H2/2014 T
ORD NCEA Taugm & s;eux’ss in fisk asseﬁsmeﬂt a3t the Society of Envirormental }”ﬁxnwmgy ; S41858

o and Chemistry (SETACY 24th Annual Meeting - 511172014 L T
ORD NCEA Keynum apeaker and panelist at international Council of Chamical Association's 3748

i UCCA) conference - 8/17/2014 [T
GRD  NCEA  invited fo the Central & Eastem European Health and the Environment cuan8

.. Conlerence (CEECHE)-S232016 . . .. .. o

ORD NOEA a Risk A ¢ Training and Experience (RATE) Program - ' 847 01
L at2ep0ve i
ORD NCEA Pammpmed i the International Agancy for R&&earch (WHOAARG) Momgm;}h ; $155.8
‘ Workshop ~BI3720% e
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ORD
ORD
RO
ORD
ORD
ORD
ORD

ARG

ORD
ORD
ORG
ORD
ORD
ORD
ORD
ORD
ORD
ORD
CRD
ORD
ORD
ORD

CRD

ORD
ORD
ORD

ORD
ORD

ORD

ORD

prm
NPM{
Region |

NCEA
NCEA

NCEA

‘ Description of Trave! . EPA Cost
A e intaraianal Brogramms on Chomieat Safity (P68 Wsmaros on T
ievaltating and communicating uncerainty and vardability in mard | S8
‘characterization for chemicals - 1171972013 L N
mes to Value and Manags E Service: ; ‘
_workshop - 12/812013 R AU s
‘Attended Bih workshop on the Termi y in Developmental Toxicology - $1.987.0

nd panelist at international Council of Chemmai Association's 18673
‘{lCCA} ponference ~ 61172018 o A

" lavited lo !nissmatmnai Agency tor Cancer Ressarch Manogm;m meemg; ~

13012014 o, el
ave keynete speech al Worid Health Orgamzahsn {WHG) Chemical Risk

. Assessmant Network hdschent
;Presentim at the 13t Intemational Conference on indoor Air Quatity and ‘ s4.030.2
(Climate (Indoor Mr 2014} 7772014 R
Attendad Bicavailabll ity Research Gmup of Europe {EAR{SE} 7th international |
workshop-on Contaminant Bioavailability in the Terrestrial Environiment < $15.0:

LMBEONE g s U
it of Perfiuotoaliyinted Compounds at Federat Contaminated Sites -
Warkshop - 21972014 ’ $2455.4.

NERL

NERL

NeEEL

NERL
INERL
NERL
NERL

NERL

NERL

NERL

ORD: ST

NERL
NERL

NERL

NERL

NERL

'Aﬁ@ﬁdﬁ{i ?i’i’i Meetmg Of ﬁ"& US«L‘3 C* aboration Agreament on Exposure

P ted-al the | ianat Council of Chemical Association's (ICCA)
\Workshop - ﬁfﬂmQM

Presented at the 2514 !ntemahonal Canference )
;imstaﬁonai cﬁi!aborsix wark fo péffafm research rela!ed

Attended 7ih Mesting Dﬁhe UwS Qoiiab‘ fon Agreement on £ $3.953.3

‘Presameﬁ atindo-US Scsenca and Techm; ogy Fomm {EUSSTF} 12!1&2013 ‘ foresil
“Served on Academic Commities for the 4t intemational Workshop on Regional . wore al

§ \Aﬂ' Quality M < 11412014 o $845.0.

. ference on Air Quatiy - 3242014523987
Pmsamadm‘aih rtt&ma!:enaiCs;\femﬂﬁemmr&umw 3}2«20’!5 52,8280

Ewae siak ai Eampean Geaphyﬁtcal Umon 2()?4 Cenfwence mmow szz eszz-; 8
‘Gaveea iaik at European Geophysical {}nmﬁ aw (’;mﬁemnca 4!2:’;2(3%5 | srs 742 3'
‘Presented at the 16th annual conference on Harmonization within Almosph i S;% ?2? 7

. Disgersion Modeling for Regulatory Purposes - 9812014 . k. e
Presented abthe 180 aﬁﬂﬁéﬂ conference on Hermonization wihin Ammg;)haw: | 52,9244
Dispersion Madeling for Requlatory P - Y2015 - R

.. Presented atthe Woricf Weathier Opan § ﬁusenw Coﬁference o SRzap8
Invited to assist the Wmiagy Laboratory of the Companhia de Temaiogna de | $449 4:
Sansamento Amblental (CETESB) - 9252014 T
Attended workshop in 3\4;:;}0:1 af ongoing col aborats\ze efforis an xhe ;::m;am‘
fitted O weasith £ atal Water Offics Long-term intervention : $599.21

| Monitoring Project - Jmcﬁ{m of the Wmegc argi {’)amng Rmrs aeie :

- inww{i tcne  mem { Science g2y
Ca« waassion at sm(:s 24t annual meetmg N 86,0713
testing ‘withy China's Ministry of Science and Technology (MOST) to discuss
scientific collabioration relited 1o ongoing resedrch On waler resources, :

[chiemitcals and waste contamination, and air quality; advancing EPA's oriortios 417 21
Land continuing to identily tnpics of mutial interest o advance and stiengthen e
‘research tools sclence and solutions to turrent and projected envimnmen#ak

. chullenges. :
‘Gave talks 3t the. D&;}snmem of Pmtozeaiagy Campmas State vmvmmty - $85 41
LTI9R013
Atlended a bnafxng on the Clusters Program at the 5rd Asian Sanitation &} 5519
| Diglogue and Singapore Intamational Waler Waek (SIWW) - 6/172014 e ;
Provide assistancs under tha Embassy Buience Feliowship program as
requested by Wie US Erbassy in Port Louls, Maurlius. Work on projects 1 map $8.536.1

iand {MEASUIE DOEBNIC PIOLESERs. and bigdiversity resourees, . )

+Presvidh i undar the Science Fi etmwsmp ;)rx)g}ram as
‘requaested by the us Embassy in Port Louis, Matsnnus Work on projects to map $2,118.01

and measure ie processes and biodiversity resources.
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R :
NPM g AT i ) :
Reglon Office ! v Deseription of Travel I8 E?A;‘:wﬁu
ORD INERL :mede asssgtance yrider e Embassy Science Fall uwshr;} pmgram as L |
‘requested by the US Embassy in Port Louls, Mauntius Work onprojects to ms;: 22160
o and measure ocaame: pmmwes and modwersﬂ‘y fesamces » :
ORD ;NERL Provide assistance am\:’.‘ér the Embassy Scfenm Fai!&wsﬁzg prograin to the uS :
Embassy in Majuro. Marshall islands. Work on the use of rimote sersing and 6011 §
\genspatial analysis tobls to suport coastalzone inapping and change deteclion T
: 'ana!ysm ta demumem caasia} o c%wanges OV :m} past decade R
ORD NERL :Provide assistance under ti'se ﬁmﬁagsy Scxenoss Fe%!awshep pmgmm to the US |
‘Embassy in Majurc, Marshall istands. Work on the use of remole sensing std saaete
;gempatzai analysis tools to sapm“{ soastal xong mapping and change detaction ‘ B
~ans%yaxs ] daoumeem s::eas;tei zﬁne t:hanges ovear !?m past demﬁe .
ORD . ,NERL ?‘mwde assistance toder. the Kmbassy i Fm hx;a program o the US

‘Embassy in Majuro, Marshall Islands: Work on the tse of remote sensing and

‘geospatist analysis ols o suport Constal zone mapping and change detection ‘ 543482

‘analysis to tot it coastal zone aver the past decade. ;
QR(} . : f?m&emed i me Amaﬁaars 3& . A i 15?5??4“3‘
ORD : ]
oRD
ORD
{:}Rt‘) i PERL,
SRD :
ORDG INERL ‘f’amw&!&d andgavie a. preaematson at the 3nd iﬁtam&imnaf Advxsm‘a
Conference of the Giubat §quabmty Sfudeea ngram ((‘SS‘; 2!28:‘2{)14
0RO MERL Pmsemeﬁ on Orgamc Cnemxsw and ?ox;cﬁy of Contammams in thrs Gmunaﬁ }
ORD ;NERL Pamc:pa{ed W meetmg of iha United Nath kuvm F’r% $?. *692,0
CNERL " Participaled in Forei ice ostitte Course Tsspont
| Attended panel me&tmg of the United Nations Environment ?mgmmme §2.0568

. Gommittee on Envionmental Effects e e b
P i 8t 20th intermational symposi » Lo ssaoug
Presented at the Infernational Cotncil of Chemicat Association's (CCA] £5.9480°
. Workshop ~ Rt

ended&annuai meawg; of Grest Lakes Water Quahty Assmahon GLWGA),

T Great Lakes Execulive Commities {GLEC) - 120212013 i \‘;,32353 33
ORD (NHEERL ‘Aﬁemad&aﬁnuai miepting of Great Lakes Water Quality Association (GLWQA), $2.4502
e Breat Lakes Executive Commitioe (GLEC) - 12272014 SR N A
ORG NHEERL P ricipatad inAd . Orrtoomi Patlsway for Integeated Toxic logy 511 2;
b BER oty Applications workshop - 32/2014 - :
OREH NHEERL Participatad in Ad g Adverse O toome Pathways for Sntegmmd me:ccfcgy; §98$ g
i e 300 Regulatory Appficatior L,
CGRD NHEERL Presented at Natd ing R ch Center meeting §?33 83
ORD INHEERL ‘Attended International Association for Great Lokes Research JAGLR) Anngal .
e Confarence - B2E2014 . i
ORD NMEERL Allended Organisation for Economic eumpera!m and Development (OECD)

Extended Advigory Group on Molecular Se and Yoxicogenomios - 527978

SRR W - £t o SN §
ORD ;NHEERL ‘Bave keynote address al 2nd Annual International Enwmnmm\mt Omics .
Synthesis Conference - 81812014,

ORD NHEERL p - QIZAI2014

seﬁi&ai at the American Fi Soclety Anoual Mesl «8”3!2014
ORD. NHEERL Presented al the Amerioan Fishanes Snmety Annual Meeting - et :
ORDNHEERL Pr at Risk M  and Risk Control of Chemicals Workshop -

: ; 92014 S
ORD :NE&EERL Iinvited Load Auther at the Ffrst A&thor Meatmg fe:»r t}eiwefa
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. Workshop - 31172014

;;;:,; ; Office | Description of Teavel EPA Cost
ORD $318.5
ORD ! - 5287.9
ORD  NHEERL F ?ms&nmd (‘;oasta& Z(me Canada ZC} Meetmg 8!15&614 §3.0823
ORD NHEERL fSewM as @ member of the EDA-EMERGE Advisory Board at the EDA- !

EMERGE: 5th Project Meeting {PMS). In his role, he wil provide constructive : $214.4

‘comments on how the program is functioning and give an oulsider's perspective | -

o ‘on the program’s development and progress, T o

ORD NHEERL Prosent at confersnce ‘Earth System Govemance' o seee24
ORD  NHEERL Attended 10th intemational Conference on Environmental, Cullural, Economic, $3.1403

.. landSocialSustainabilty- 1222014 oo SRR

ORD INHEERL a3 pans! at Europgan Centre for Ecotoxicology and Toxicology s180
ot Chemicals - 2010/2014 o -
ORD  NHEERL Served as panel member al Eropean Centre for Ecotoxicology and Toxicology $796.2
L (of Chemicals - 2HO/2018 ; o
ORD  'NHEERL Presenied af Analylica Conference - 4712014 $1,055.0
ORD [NHEERL Lecutured 8% Assoc:azmm ila%wana Pneumo&ogt C)spedaigerx {ﬁ« ?0} 529;20%4 §869.9)
ORD gNHE&RL :Frasem a K@ymte Lec{um "Hea%m Risk of Exposura to i Pollutant | ;
Particles” at the 2014 Aerosol Ganl . There iy also & second | 836074
g>ressnsaiion on the ta;w; of Respxmmry Dose»&xgx)sure a’mamv% :
ORD -NHEERL Attended K\nnuai Canferem@ of Lhmesa Environmental Medrcme and Health
Branch, Chinese Sociely for Environmental Soiences, and the Intemational 36780
iSym;mstum an Enwronmemal Qoiiutm and Hazaith {1$FPH) 912412{!14
ORD NHEERL Altended Annuai Commence of Chmese Environmental Medicine anﬁ Hea&h
Branch, Chvnese dety for Erwi Sciences, and the internati $683.7
: & i o Envire tal Poﬂuimﬁ and H&ai&h (}SEPH) 9!24&015 :
ORD NHEERL fAﬂendacf Annua! Ccmferenm of Cmnese Enwmnmgmal Mezizcma and Haa%m .
Branch, Chmese Society for Environmental Scientes, and the Internationad 5209
Sy zm’" i ‘Pcdiuhan and Health §SEPH) - 9!”4:‘2{)16 :
ORD INHEERL ikﬁtendeﬁ Aﬂnua& Corxﬁamnw of Chmese Enmmnmemai Meds:me ami Health ;
Branch, Chinese Society for Envitunmental Sciences. and the International 56786
- Symposium on Environmental Pollution and Health (ISEPH) - 92402017 :
ORD NHEERL Participated in OECD chemical identification harmonization methods meetings - $3 5&2 5‘
12i372013 :
ORD T NHEERL Paricipated in OECD chemical identification harmonization methods meetings - 53 83? s
I AL N SR S S ;
ORD NHEERL (P at Developmental N HicH 1 of Mixt iry Children %84 2
I i(QENAM}C} warksha;; SHYZ04 ! .
ORD NHEERL ‘Keynote speaker at 6th international Workshop on Per- and Polyfiuorinated Alkyl &325 4
. \Sybstances-8/1512014 o
ORD NHEERL 'Served as panel review member for Canadian Institutes of Heallh Research - $2336
‘ Rl Ok .
ORD T NHEERL Presentad 3L 45th Annual Symposiim of the Society of Toxicology of Canada - 21608
12M2013 T
ORD  INHEERL Allended the Adverse Oulcome Pathway Knowledge Base (AOP-KB) 8477

: v . Effectopedia Kick-off meeting - V2OOM . ol o
ORD NHEERL Participated in A g Adverse Out Palhways for integrated Toxicology | §759.8
oRD Society for Ster %7783
GRD T MHEERL Attended Organisation for Economic Co ion and Devel ({}EEC[J}

. Extercied Advisory Groug o Moleoular Se ingy and Toioog - $3,257.0
Lo Shens O U
ORD 'NHEERL [Presented work at the 9th | lonal Meeting on Substrate-integrated !
; ‘Microglectrode Arrays.. Specifically speaking onvefforts to increase the £354.20
» . _throughput of microstectrode arrays for neuroloxicity screemng SR .
ORD NHEERL Presaniled at Bth World Cong on Al ives and Animal Use in Life i §745.2)
. .. Scleaces-BRAROM o IR
ORD NHEERL "Gave a seminar at Toxiganomi cs: the am genoe of frand requistony $387.6)
. Pacadigmworkshop- 911872014 IR U
ORD  'NHSRC  Attended UK G D ination Service (GDS) Biclogy of Anthrax

566841
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NP
Reghon Office |
ORD INHSRC

ORD

'f"“ .uK‘GU e

CRO™NHSRE
ORETT T NHSRE
ORD ™ INHBRC
SRD

ORDT
ORD.NRMRL
i

ORD  NRMRL
ORD. NRMRL
SR T NEMRL
ORD

ORD

ORD_

ORD

oRp

Doscription of Travel
Pmsemteﬁi wark at Arciic, Marine, and Olispill Program (AMOB) international

ting on Decom i and Environmental
IManagement with U&Jagan Siateral Commission on Cadl Nudlaar Cooperition
BI1172014

it De ton Berd

SWorkshop - 1014 .
Aftended and speaking 8t wmkz;hop on using AOP freatment nf water at the

University of Nancy... The secondary puipiose of this trip is presenting and

aiiemﬁng the Hydreous Forutny also being held in Nargy, France,

* Attended meeting on Shanng New Mathods amf Procedures v Chemical

Oxidation Research = 12210018

" Atended workshop on Contarinsted and Hazardous Waste Site Management <

1Bi2f2014
Prasented as an ifvited: &peak!er atthe Sessum 10K t;lleﬁ “iron Redox

| Transformations and Their Impact on Trace Elements in Netural and Engineered

selentifi mt!a!mmﬁnn m&atm 1 ongeing resaarch m water resources;
chemicals and Wwaste contamnation, and i qualily, advancing EPA's priorities
‘angd contimuing to-identify foples of mutual interest to advence and strengthen
research tools; stience aﬂd solutions o curent and projected environmentat
ichallenges. -
Medting with China's Mxmstw of Science and ‘{wmeﬂz}gy {MQST} to distuss

“scientific collabiorption selated o ngoing research on water resources,
chemicals and waste contamination, and sl quality, advancing EPAs privsilies
“and contiruing to identify fopics of mutuatintersst to sdvance and strengthen. -
research tools, science and solitions o current and pm}ectﬁd envisgnmenial
‘challenges, 8 .
‘Atended Eurogean Symosaum Ors ﬂamguter Aided Pmc&ss ﬁnglmenng -
BHERN4

(GDS) Biology of Anthrax

EPA Cest
. 193 25
SIEME
$2278.1
§3.3085

56548

$34414

sas8e8

$1eRES

‘Served as an Embassy Fellow It Hong Kong where they with (1) Serve asa

techinical consuliant on local air quality issues o the US Consulate, 2) Suppert.

[the devalipment of longerderm researchecolliborations and agreements
‘hehweet the EPA and Hong Kong research institulions, and {3 promole

scisntific information exchange by presenting on areas of technical expertise to
8 variely of audiences. ~

‘Management in Rapidly Developing Economic Regions = 17142014

"Banidipaled in US TAG 1o 1SO/TC 285 on Clean Cotkstoves and Clean Cooking|
Solutians - 271012014 :

" Attended 13th Intemational Conferems on Indoer Air Quality and Climate

NRMRL
o R
ORD
ORD -
ORD
ORD |NRMRL
ORD ONRMRL
GRD - NRMERL
SROINRMBL
ORENRMRL
ORD  NRMRL

Hindoor Air 2014) - 71712014

"Attended 13t International Conference on indoor Alr Guaiﬁy ‘and Climate
{ndoorAir 204y 208 =
'Presented at POPs/Diowin Pollution and R fin workshop -

CA2z0Ts

‘Participated in Project meeling with project collaahorators at the BIO Wave
Tank

‘Pamc:paied in Bilateral Wc;rkmg»{smup Woré(shap on “Research for More

Sustainable Urban Land Management - Enh g Tr Hantic Transter of

Knowledge™ ~ 362014 )
‘Invited to the Central & Eastem Evropean Heslth and the Environment

Gonference (CEECHEY.

42014

Emvmzcx to the Central & Eastem European Health and the Environment
[Conlerence (CEECHE) - 8202084

S{ENM as iechmca% ex;)m atath inmmauenas Warkshz:p on Regnanai Air Qualxtyi

$4.790, 8

&»% 889 9§

&3 1155
$257.0
STTEB

366881
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;;;?ii . Office e Description of Travel EPA Cost
ORD  NRMRL inviled to the Central & Eastern European Mealth and the Environment : $2 " 8
. G Conference (CEEQHE) - 512372014 .
ORD NRMRL :Attended Cortaminated & Hazardous Waste Site Managemem Workshap -
o BIAR014 i 3268 5E
ORD  NRMRL_ Atlended Project &nvesbqatosr Meeting at the Bedford Institute - 81772014 524387
ORD  NRMRL | Atten i 1 My M!h scientists.and engineers - i $88.5
ORD  NRMRL - stings wilh scientists and engineers $3.022.2
ORD NRMRL 3 r-American and Commbzan Canfﬁrencs $6938.
ORD T NRMRL  Allended NANOCON Interational Confersnce - 11212013 siea
ORD  NRMRL S : ) 54, 0001
ORD NRMRL Gave keym)ta 1alk to the VI international Congress on Bicfuels Science and $878.8
e . Technology - 31192014 B
ORD  INBMRL 'Parlicipate in the secemi Nahaﬂal Fomm on nanoiechno}ugy . $905 8
ORD  NRMRL ¥ d at American Chemical Society Workshop - 1152014 U sieey
ORD NRMRL  Altended 3rd Asian Sanitation Dialogue and Singapore International Water $6.956.6
L Wesk (SIWW) L 8112014 T
ORD NRMRL  Aftended TRUST Project Advisory Meating - 6102014 EARYFRY
ORD NRMRL  Meeting with China's Ministry of Science and Technology (MOST) 1o discuss
seigntific colisboration related lo ongolag ressarch on walsr resburces,
Lchemicsls and waste contamination, and alr quality; advancing EPA's priofities 649233
and continging to identify topics bfmutual interest to advance and strengthen e
research tools, sclence and solulions fo currgnt and projected ervironmental
R challenges.

ORG DPARM  Meating with China's Mxn%suy of Stience and Technol 0(33; (MOSTH o discuss
sulentilic collaboration related fo ongoing research on walsr resources, :
phemicals and waste contanination, and alr quality; advansing EPA's prcrities $4.806.2.
ani continuing to identify topics of mutual interest to advance and strangthen B
research tools, soience and solutions to current and projected envitonmental

b Shallenges. g S SR

ORDOSIM | Altended the Adverse O Pathway Knowledge Base (AOP-KB) ~ 61,0

. | Efe fia Kicksoff fiewgy ?QQIEOM o

ORD o8P ‘Atiended the Bth mtemaﬂcma! Workshap on Geneotoxicity Testmg (I CT) and
: {the 11th Intisrnational Co On Environmental Mutagens (ICEMY- $2,142.5
10312013 . e
ORD ose Attende(i an inxematmmai Smence and Tt,chm}!ogy Cemer M@atmg 51‘?3'2014 $7,026.4.

QRO TOTAL:

$412,2685
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OSWER

OSWER

OSWER

OSWER

OSWER

OSWER

OSWER

OSWER

OSWER

OSWER

NPM / Regmn Office
GRCR

ORCR - oeeD Working party on

‘gﬂesaume Pmduetmsty aﬁd Waste

[ORCR 3835& | Convention Ex;:;art Warkmg

‘Group on Environmentally Sound |

" ORCR
-l
ORCR
ORCR

ORCR

OSRTI

osRTI

Description of Travel

Waste to Energy

‘Management ;
International Maritime
‘Organization - Marine
Environmetn Protection

‘Committee (MEPC) - Hong Kong
;meeﬁﬁcn e

‘Basel Convention Ex;}@ﬂ Wcrkmg
 Group on Environmentally Sound

Managemem

US - Canada Wasta Bilateral
Meeting

Us - Canafia Wastes Bilateral

_Meeting

|Basel Canventton Expert Wcmmg
Group on Environmentally Sound

Mam&g&mem

EE’:asei Convention &xpar‘t Working .
‘Group on Environmentally Sound

‘Management

‘Sustainable Remediation 2014
; \Ccmferenaa

To perform on-site iaboratary

‘audit of AXYS Analyticatl Services,

Ltd. AXYS provides dioxin/CB

‘Congener analysis services for
‘the Superfund Program. All

Contract Laboratory  Program

laboratories are subject to a
‘comprahensive on-site auditona |
‘biannual basis:

To participate as an active
‘workgroup member in the
Intemational Workshop on
‘Remediation of Uranium Legacy

" Presentation on NHSM Rule and |

EPA Cost

$2 420. 8‘

$3.6196

$2,954.7.
$3.816.7

$5,312.7

$*§ 4098§

$m4 4:

- $5476.0
$5,058.8

$2,268.7
522515

'$3,136.0

Sites

QSWER TOTAL:

$37,829.3
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Region | Office Description of Travel . EPACost
OW OWH | Keynots speaker at 15t Annusl Ontarie” | TR0
Oirsiter Wast Assoe. Confe angd
S Trade Show :
ow QW Baliast Wa:a-{ Man&gsmem ook
oW QWM

ow

oW
s

ow

Tow

e

Pragram Pariners Mig. As the U8, 8ES-

U S-Mexive Border Water Infrastructurs. $§i@i§.(ﬁ;

tsvel principal, { wilt Go-Chair the mesting
vt Mano Lopee, my CONAGUA

oW

TGRS

oouniemat . . :
Trading in 1.8, Waimsw At BMEs ?
U S-Maxico Bordér Water Infrastructure $455.0.

Program Parers Mig. Attendingasthe
national peograr iead and key memberof |

B Trading in 1L8, Watats-Informative semin

Anend US-#exico Border Water
. Infrastructure Program,

the USERA team tiat wil bt mesting with
the U S-Maxico Border pattnars,

Cwrvan
Antemations! Shipowners sovdmevneninl $378.0

polfution seminar discussion of

Jinternationst and U.5. vessel pollution
segulation.

Attending the North American Regulatory ~ $963.0.

Confarenoy, intermational Shipowners

[enwimirmentel poliution seminac

discussion of imernational and U8, vessel |

_ ipoliuion regulation.

Spaaker st 8.2 Retlse Water Fummw
Commission’s Anma! Greon Week
confarence.

Paricipate it msalings with the South : $88.0
Adrican Govermnment. .

(6t Mosiing of tha Working Panty for B $1475.0
‘Bindiversity, Water and Ecosystoms of the )
OECD. :

TUNEP-GPA Sscond Global Conrencaon - 87180

Land-Qcaan Connentions. Participate in

CUNER Global Programme of Action's wo

smain inttiatives on wastewater and nutent
(mmnagenend i ceducing d-based i
ptiuton,

ow

Cow

" oAk

Toaa

[iorid Water Week Participate in panel

Word Bank,

"GEF CReW Project Sleering Commitiee 326580

Wiy Participaie i Project Steedng
Committes Mooting for the Global

Envi Facility, Caribbean Region
Fund for Wallowster Management
HOReW) to raview 3nd yoar project work
plan and budget, sonduct mid-teim
Levalualions, discuss replication atrategy,
and cohinbute 1o fture projent concet
develppment to advance the project.
Crovelop sdditional cppottunities for
collaborations 1o eagage EPA and the US
Watsr Partnership in the GEF project and

" Hreplonal 10 the Cartag

‘Convention on the p tion of tand
‘pased sources of poliution.

‘sossions and discussions on corporats.
_melrics al the lnvitation of the CEQ Water |

MandaleFacilic nstitute; and on

snegyiwater in Cooparation with ather
UBG spencies, the State Doparimant and
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é‘:;? ! office | Description of Travel  EPACost
OW | OAA [ReprasentEPA OW atthe Singapors | $4.8778,
[Intemational Water Wesk, key intemationst :
‘waler svantfor govemmentisl, :

;mmrgww&aé organizstions, and
‘Businesses 16 shars innovative water
“selutions: Connest with Singapors Pubic
|ty Boaed (PUE) on joint MOU, UN
‘Water, sid support the USG booth inthe
US Pavition ralated to EPA's water
progrant

oW Global Wastewstor Iotiative, Steening $1.2120
_ ICommittes Mty Participaty in the 5th {

‘Maeting of the Working Pary for :

|Biodiversity, Walsr and Eeosystemy of the |

{QECD sy representative of the U8 EPA

Offioe of Welsr. Share and inken U8

\expaience and invotvir in intemationat

profiey discusaions on wibian water

SManREeMmENt, stosystems, nutient cysles, |

Lang waler governance and resoulte ;

: mmﬁmnt a5 sdevant o' ULS, national

Tow | OWOW Prasentation tmwmaxmna%wkma&m [ s52080
‘mmswmiwm& Hosted by QECD.
OW | OST Word Congress of Emvionmental and | $4.485.0.

‘Regource Economists: Lear about the
- Hatest research and Inovations in the.
‘measurement of environmiental benefits

angy

$3143396
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NPM/Region OMes . Description of Travel . ERAGost
RU L. OEP__ Iotemational StCrolxWatershed Board 0 SR888
R oEP ‘Lake Champlain Basin Program Steering Committse Mesting - $4822

D - Giulf of Maine Councl on the Marine Envionment, Working | s
M % Growmestng&Coasmizoe0rs S22
Guif of Maing Counctl an the Marine Environment, Working :
R S oeP roup menting & Coastal Zong 2014 . 3?5%8
B . REGION TOTAL
. Ra ! .
N . ! REGION 2 TOTAL: $0.0)
RS ‘Conduct training course.on the Principtes of Environmeniat $348.3
) _Impact Asssssment for Reviewess. .
HPannel 3 and invited at the 2094 Globat

Estugriss Forum, Al imved, perdiem snd holel gupanses
Tware paid by the conference organizers, Seine Bxtuary
R3 Progrant {(Estusing da la Seing - Teniicine de Eag), Therels | $2488.0
110 TA for this fravel, thareforg (he Cosls are what vas
‘estirmated on the {TP and the athics form, which was

. Bpproved. ;
o o : REGION 3 TOTAL: $38R.Y
R4 e, PETHD 101512013 - ASHRAE 1AQ 2013 Conference. 1 35243
o | 08/2612014 < 1 1A tand & of the
Re H Guf of Mexics |Gyl of Medeo Lacges Marine Ecosysten, Strategic Action H
: . Programums Tech Mg . i ; 24183
¢ [OW26I2014 - Integrated and M of the
R4 Gulf of Mexico Gult of Mexico Largs Marine Ecosyatem, Strategio Action
P Tach Mg "
{ REGION & TOT,




:impiwmmm mf (QLWQA} ercmwe c:mmxtwa Mammg

ofd [
impletrentation of {GLWQA}iNi | Cetebration of the Removal - :
ot the DET :

Jmpkam&m%m af {GLWGR}W 1

implementation of GLWGR, T e
prtaion of (CUAQANNutrent Anmax Sut
{Mesling

:Immamematm of (GLWQA}!s?m Amuai rn!amatmna Aszsoc: CStasdo

%mmmaﬁmmrz et {G&.WQA)!S’?:?) Amuat termationst .ﬂ\ssac | 80
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. NPM/Region = Office . - tonof Travel . EPATest
RS implementation of (GLWGA), o : $1.138.8
RS Implamentation of (GLWQA)BiannuatMeeting |
as f;nmmmmmof(GLWQM Anvax 2 Nearshtte Framework
s i
) “TBublic forum, “Transboundary Natural Resourca
s maeting C ges thraugh Coopedation and

Partizipation across Borders
: QA
tplemantation of (GLWQAL
Imiplementation of {GLWQA), -
_lmplemantation o (GLWQAY
implomentation of (GLWOA),

.| Implemantation of {GLW
Solid Waste M

RS

RS
RS
RE
RS

REGION 5 TOTAL:]
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...RPM{ Region

RE

a8

RE

-

R&

_Office

REGION

REGION

REGION

REGION

REGION.

REGION

__ Deseription of Trave!

2020 Program giving featback to the recantly appointad
Havor of Onaga; Chibuahua who seres as Mexico's Task
Forte Loader, and is he Cﬁy Bt Presaim TXaawel

}\utmogmia Qmmrsny w0 mak whout %3 Meiico Ar

Qualily Mansgement Bass, Rules, Requistions ard howto

gl public contensus whar mpking mﬁ“cvz as wellto
g

‘border project on air quality and air monitoring, ongoing:
‘prioriten e the oty o ol & work plan as part afthe
“rilastonss under ths Border 2020 Program, st mat with the
maics slalfiio do s dday zraimg a8 part of the project that

: wdh t?}fs s:myar of {}jtm:ga Chinuahua to tiscuss a
‘bordir project ohran qualily atd air monitoring, angoing
privrities Tor fw ity mmama&wxpisnag partof iy
milbstings uhder the Bordér 2020 Progrin, and mat with the
mayorssteffiodo ot e}ay &:ammg A8 prt ol the projedt St
weas funded. - -
g watit Maxico

OAS Load slong with Texas State University staff and EPA,
L8 Lesg contants. Meeling 510 daldeminate e naw
Mukican govarmments.position 1o either cortinue vith the
approved UN GEF project spproved in December 2010.or
closa out the project for sanding e UN 440 dollars haok fo
the GEF Secretatist. (2 Travelers)

Binational dintegue and presemations of US koo Border e

Meating with the mayor of Q;maga Chinuahua fo discuss 2.

UN 86 Bravo meeting in Mexico Gty with UNEP Lisisonand

$38.3

$77E5

REGIONS TOTAL:

§an458
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NPM ] Region

Office i Descriptionof Tavel [ EPACost
R? i

REGIONT7 TOTAL: son

SO LT -
R MO oo s
R Mot Conmten(TAG) L sieme
R MTOMS oo o s
R Mo | Commmee (A s s e
L T e B
R MO g e BAneraen® s
R N‘F Office %!E;g;:;;l?gkeK@nuwTéd\n&éiédviééwawéiztea ) s2s082

REGION 8 TOTAL:  S18478.1




NPM Reglon Deseription of Travel . EPA Cost
jCﬁxAg Lmﬁﬂzﬁmp Davslopment Program Brazll Trip - T
_Re AR B M i FRBB R
! ng - EPA 8 SEMARNAT «
Y SDBO “;Mmcx} mw&m {way; T $0.0
‘Unitied Envi s (UES) Monitoring & o
Assessmint - MARSHALL ISLANDS - KWAJALEIN ATOLL
RS CEDS Htvedaysy o $4,598.3
" st Intemationsl Workshop on Emissions tnventory and Alr T
: [Quality Policyin Mexico and the US - MEXICO « MEXICO
RS AR _CITY.DF (days) s2352.
‘ ‘ Jith various agencies and NGOs in Mexicalt and B
: [Tiuana o ddvancs Border 2020 prograny ~ MEXICO - :
R IR ‘ , $1918,
[ Project Oversight - MEXICO SR
Re CWITR BANLUIS | RIGCOLGR)\DG teday} o shwEE
o 1ail Assigrment o Commission for Environmental | ) i
Ry BFD ‘pmmtm‘{{} o8 §.}A&<\Qﬁs M@@TRE&L {%?80&?‘&) R
JRe . GED $13708
;;;;;;;; Re AR MEXICO - MEXICG CITY, DF, f»?“‘fm} | $3u6s
: A S-Mevoy &Ner Program - AZSON Ragion - MEXICS -
B AND : 38909
) A-Bondia Regionel Workgroup Meeting - MEXICD - o
Rg BDBG (HERMUSILLO (2-daysy 7084
‘ s+l Assighment o the State mﬁaﬁmem s Corsilats i ) i
LRe L BODBO Tiuans - MEXIEO - THL Urdeys) oo BL3000
. AL Ahnco Border Water | Parner's Meeting ~ ¢ ;
RS WIR IMEXICO-MEXICOCITY. DE (days) . | 518850
e U Mesico Border Progra - AZISN Region - MEXICO :
Re 8D © NOGALES (2-days) _staans
AZiSonora Regional Warkgroun Task Force Meatings - :
Re LARD RICO - NOGALES (1-08y) $meo Y
ot Ragmax Ta i‘oma Mestings - SRENICO Y
R LD CNOGALES (gay) - L SA08D
: “Horder 2000 Tesk Force Mesting - MEXICO - NOGALES {1- :
RO WIR dn) L ssT
: FUNDING OF CONTAMINATED SITES REMEDIATION and :
TTECHNICAL AND ECONORIC RECOVERY OF :
CONTAMINATED LAND « MEXICO - MEXICO CITY. D F. {6’; :
. Re _SFD days) . i . 31387
e | A B —_ S MARSHALL
Ry LAND _ISLANDS - MAURO {-days) $4.487.8
(LB oo Border projedt oversight meetings ~ MEXICO - )
! CTECATE, THUANA, SAN LUIS RIO COLORADO,
Ry WIR _SONOYTA, MEXICALL NOGALES (4-days} L s10400
o Green infrastnucture on the Border - MEXICO . GiUDAD
RY WTR JUAREZ (3-days) sne805
! ) [Project Otficer Meeling -BECC Grant Managess in il Juarez ’
RE -~ MEXICO - CIUDAD JUAREZ (2-doys) $8298

56

LAND

| HEGION S TOTAL:|

§23,5504
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NP f Reglon

B

RO

R10.

110

BRI

&

Hib

“Gregon Gperations Office

. Teibal

“Oitlce

Office of Water and

L Wetersheds

Ofice of Air Waste &
Tosics )

‘Gregon Operations Offis

Cifice of Air Waste &

Office of Environmental
Cheanip

| Gifics of Boasystems, |
. Tribet and Public Affairs

Gifftcs of Ecosystems
Pulie Affal
Qffios of BEcosystems,

. Workon the Statement of Cooperation. S
ing projects that may

Description of Travel

Participate in o loue witl the US Stals Dept of Canadian
fopdropower projects as part of the beginning of US Siate
 Dept negotiations with Canada b the Columbia Ri :

reating to sltend the Intemational Arshied Stragety Meating
was cancelied, foes romain,

H

Attend the Intenaticnal Alrshed Stragety Meefing

Attend the Intemational b

/2 on Undarws

sk on the Statement of Cooperation

{Maating with C. n Ofiiciais

Trival and Public Aftairs
Offica of the Regional

shave transhoundary imp

Dirctors

EPA Cost

Trealy.

$827.7.

. BRE8

$1.3096

$3,926.2
56758

$428.9

L sams

36881

P N

8188
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2. How much money does EPA spend annually on international travel -not just your office, but all of EPA?
a. Please provide a brief déscription of the purposes of this travel, broken dosri by EPA office.

Response: In 2014, EPA speirt roughly $1.5M in international travel, Descriptions of each is included as requested.

QFFICE . EPA Actual Cost
OA T SDILIGS
LOAR 8500216
$13,342.5
.. 800
 %240,366.8
1346843
339707

| $122683

5378293

8313336

85,0911

%00

3318323

.« e o 85387
RS . §3g03a
RE 512459
R? I 800
RS siwaned
RY L $23,550.4
Rt eSS

CTOTAL:  $1,466,747.6
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3
FY 14 - Foreign Recipients and Foreign Entities List - Detail:

Office of Airand  $150,00000  1i1sR013
Radation : :

Officeof Airand ~ $200,00000 128013
Radation G - . ;

Office of $12500000 ‘ 11812013
irternational and
Tribal Affairs
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Tribal Affairs

Office of Reseach  $495,000.00
‘and Development

andDevelopment . .

Office of Reseach  $32500000 9302014
-and Development
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Office of Reseach | $34865{I{}£} j L BP0t
andﬁavempment L = : Fanen
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Pontifica Liniversidad Catolica de Chile  Knowledge and information Base to support
. Methane Recovery and Utilization:

Faculty of Technical Sciences Methane Utlization Project

Unitad Nations Environment Programme " Proming Envimmntally Soung Mgmt
Worldwide
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United Nations University = 0 Collsboration/Electronics & Sustainable

REC for Central and Eastern Europe CRESSIDA

World Health Organization 00 0 “EPA&WHQ@@H@&&&Q@ Environment

World Health Organization k o " EPA & WHO on Health and Environment
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Depanment of Fisheries and Oceans Canada

TR B o Cherica
| ; jcal
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The general objective of the project Is the generation of a knowledge and information base which will
increase the feasibilly of methane recovery projucts for energy generation (MRPEG) in small and medium
sizad landfills in the central-south zone of Chile, where 80% of the population is congenirated. This
knowledge and information base would reduce barrders and transaction costs for methane recovery for
energy production projects.

The aim of the research. group at the Faculty of Technical Sdeﬁcas i% to demonstrate the t&chmc;ai
vigbility of mndﬁii gas utilization ata &atemad mﬂnmpas iandﬁﬁ m Sefhsa, and %h m Gwﬂ the
opportunity for more complex and efici }
capacity bull cfsng within: Sertna wmﬁd

Fa@u ty of Teshnical Sctenc&s {F“FS} erartment éf {Eb rmmentai Engt naenng iﬁ i‘fmn 54
team of

FTS will consult anciﬁ%% z)wners ami managem m ardar tn ﬁetermma me fevel of cosx}araﬁan ex;wcted from
ther. .

The objective is to provide support io UNEP in its efforts to develop and undertake sclentific, technical and
administrative activities neaded to implemant programs; partnerships and/or projects called for by the
UNEP Governing Council, and o provide support for the effective finctioning of multilateral environmentat
agreements, whose secretariats are administered by UNEP,



 leaving devefnped

Labsfamry foni s& ausﬁamat}a ity toals and methods, stém con the local &avei m ma Drink« Dring River

Watershed. - Each activity will be structited as a ms}rahenswe capa: iy*bm!émg activity, combining both
‘theoretical and hands-on approaches and actively shgaging gariscepants in the degision-making protess.
The project will foster sustainability by improving local deveicpmem strategies, building watershed-
management capacity, and providing daczsmn»makmg tools:

Meeting on ‘eét:cadeﬁesidue (JMPR) ;

The Objective of thss conperatwe agreemem isto sffmtﬁate!suppari the wmk af WHO miateﬁ m Hsaﬁh
and the Esvironment, including risk assessient. which is of value 10 the international scientific cmmmumty
‘and nations of the world. It implements an Memorandum of Understanding between the EPA Administrator
‘and Director Gengral of WHO, signad firstin 1982 and then in 2002 (it was extended through Fall, 2017y,
The activities Under the MOU and this agresment contdbute to the pratection Human Health and the
Enwironment by finking together existing institutions and personnel to-work on sharéd goalsintluding
‘sound environmental management, improved Rumas health risk reduction of envitonmental hazards,
poliution prévention and sustainable sconomic de\*e!sapmemt This specific agresment covers the Public
Health and the Environment, including the ?ntémaimnai Program on Chemical Safety ((PCS) and the Joint
Beeting on Pesticide Residue [JMPR).



This project will evaluate subswfac&
wave tank facility at th
(SFG) The mam ame Ve

expewmenm ;m:ow ﬁg
mmmermai ﬂuemmate

‘modsling capabilities iha’s are mm
‘exdsting pmmcefs for the use ef n itu f
env;roﬂment .
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FY 14 - Foreign Recipients and Foreign Enfities List - Funds By AAShip

$245.000.00
5141865000
$2,313,650.00
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Senator INHOFE. Well, thank you, Ms. Nishida.
Mr. Burke.

STATEMENT OF THOMAS BURKE, NOMINATED TO BE ASSIST-
ANT ADMINISTRATOR, EPA OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND DE-
VELOPMENT

Mr. BURKE. Good morning, Chairman Inhofe, Ranking Member
Boxer, and members of the committee.

It is an honor to appear before you today as President Obama’s
nominee to be Assistant Administrator for Research and Develop-
ment at the U.S. EPA.

I have devoted my career to public health and environmental
protection. For more than 37 of EPA’s 45 years, I have worked
closely with the Agency, first as a State scientist, as a public health
official, as an academic researcher, a member of the Science Advi-
sory Board, and have also served on the Board of Environmental
Studies and Toxicology at the National Academy of Sciences and
chaired a number of major National Academy studies on EPA
science.

Since January I have been serving as the Deputy Assistant Ad-
ministrator for ORD, as well as EPA Science Advisor.

As with most people, my interests were shaped by my early expe-
riences. Growing up in Jersey City, in the shadow of the Statue of
Liberty, I have vivid memories of my early environment, before
there was an EPA: the musty smell of low tide in New York Har-
bor, the summer spraying for mosquitoes with DDT, the apartment
house incinerators, the plumes of smoke from the Jersey Central
locomotives, and probably, most vividly, the chemical mountains,
these giant slag heaps from the chromium factories just one block
from my childhood home.

I also had a very early interest in health and disease. I was born
with a congenital heart defect and blessed to have life-saving open
heart surgery at Johns Hopkins. But three of my close childhood
friends were not so fortunate; they died from leukemia and brain
cancer at very young ages.

My interest in the connection between environment and health
were galvanized during my graduate studies at the University of
Texas, when the National Cancer Institute released the first maps,
the Atlas of Cancer Mortality, that showed that my home State and
my home county led the Nation in cancer deaths; and the media
dubbed it Cancer Alley.

After graduate school, I was named Director of the New Jersey
Office of Cancer and Toxic Substances, and I led a lot of the early
research that shaped State and some national approaches in look-
ing at pollutants in the environment, ensuring safe drinking water,
reducing toxic releases, and cleaning up hazardous waste. I also in-
vestigated childhood cancer clusters from Rutherford to Toms
River.

As a State scientist, I served three Governors, both Republicans
and Democrats, and I stood at their sides during environmental
emergencies like the dioxin contamination in the iron-bound sec-
tion of Newark, the chromium pollution in Jersey City, and the clo-
sure of our beaches from sewage spills and medical waste.
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Now, these experiences have given me a very practical experi-
ence and perspective on the importance of strong science to guide
our difficult environmental decisions. They have also shown me
that protecting the environment and having a healthy economy go
hand-in-hand. I think former Governor Tom Caine said it best
when he said that environmental problems are one of the main
barriers to economic growth, and these problems directly under-
mine the State’s ability to attract and keep jobs.

So I am proud that New Jersey is now a leader in environmental
protection and a national example of that important link between
healthy environment and healthy economic growth.

At Johns Hopkins I devoted myself to improving the application
of science to decisionmaking. As Director of the Risk Sciences and
Public Policy Institute, I worked to advance the science of evalu-
ating risks, and I am proud to have trained many of the emerging
leaders in public health and environmental science. Hopefully,
some of them are watching here today.

Along with my colleagues, I worked very closely with State and
local officials and our Federal agencies on a number of critical na-
tional issues, including terrorism response and emergency pre-
paredness, chemical exposures to our troops, the toxic flood waters
of fKatrina, nuclear waste clean up, and keeping our food supply
safe.

Through the National Academy of Sciences, I also work with
science leaders from all sectors to provide guidance to EPA on risk
assessment. And I was not shy about pushing the EPA to do better
science. I have deep respect for the work of the Agency, and my re-
spect has grown even deeper since joining the Agency.

Science is indeed the backbone of EPA decisionmaking and has
been the foundation of our national progress. I believe that those
tasked with making these decisions about environmental protection
need to be informed with the best science, science that is credible,
transparent, and inclusive.

If confirmed, I look forward to working with members of the com-
mittee and the stakeholders to make sure we are asking the right
questions and getting the best scientific answers.

So, Chairman Inhofe and members of the committee, I want to
thank you for this opportunity to meet with you today. I also want
to express my thanks to my wife, Marguerite, who is here with me
today, who typed my Ph.D. dissertation and has been with me all
the way.

Senator INHOFE. Have her hold her hand up. I need to see this.
There you are. All right.

Mr. BURKE. And I am happy to answer any questions. Thank you
again.

[The prepared statement of Mr. Burke follows:]
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STATEMENT OF THOMAS A, BURKE
NOMINEE FOR ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
BEFORE THE
SENATE ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE
JUNE 11, 2015

Good afternoon Chairman Inhofe, Ranking Member Boxer and other Members of the
Committee.

It is an honor to appear before you today as President Obama’s nominee to be Assistant
Administrator for Research and Development for the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA).

Thave devoted my career to advancing public health and environmental protection. For
more than 37 of EPA's 45 years, | have worked closely with the agency as a state scientist,
public health official, research investigator, member of the Science Advisory Board and
member of the Board of Scientific Counselors. [ have also served on the Board on
Environmental Studies and Toxicology of the National Academy of Sciences and chaired a
number of major Academy studies of EPA science. And, most recently, I have been serving
as the Deputy Assistant Administrator of EPA’s Office of Research and Development as well
as EPA’s Science Advisor.

As it is with most people, my interests were shaped by my early experiences. Growing up in
Jersey City in the shadow of the Statue of Liberty, I have vivid memories of my early
environment before there was an EPA - the musty smell of low tide in New York Harbor;
the summer spraying of DDT; the incinerators; the cleaning solvents from the industrial
laundry behind our tenement apartment; the black plumes from the Jersey Central
locomotives; and the “Chemical Mountains” - giant slag heaps from the chromium factories
one block from my childhood home.

lalso had an early interest in health and disease. Born with a congenital heart defect, | was
blessed to have life-saving open heart surgery at Johns Hopkins. Three of my close
childhood friends were notsso fortunate; they died from leukemia and brain cancer.

My interests in the connection between environment and health were galvanized during
my graduate studies at the University of Texas when the National Cancer Institute released
an atlas of cancer mortality showing that my home state led the nation in cancer deaths.
The media dubbed it “Cancer Alley”.

After graduate school, I was named Director of the New Jersey Office of Cancer and Toxic
Substances Research. 1 led the early research that shaped many state and national
approaches into identifying and reducing toxic and cancer causing pollutants in the
environment, including: ensuring safe drinking water, reducing toxic releases and cleanup
of hazardous wastes. | also investigated childhood cancer clusters,

1



72

As a state scientist leading scientific investigations, I served three governors, both
Republicans and Democrats. I stood at their sides during environmental emergencies like
the dioxin contamination of the Ironbound section of Newark, the chromium pollution in
Jersey City, and the closure of our beaches from sewage spills and medical waste, These
experiences have given me a practical perspective on the importance of strong science to
guide difficult environmental health decisions. These experiences have also shown me that
protecting the environment and having a healthy economy go hand in hand with each
other. I think former New Jersey Governor Thomas Kean said it best when he said that
environmental and infrastructure problems “are one of the main barriers to economic
growth...” and that these problems “...directly undermine the state’s (New Jersey’s) ability
to attract and keep jobs.” I am proud that New Jersey is now a leader in environmental
protection and a national example of the important link between a healthy environment
and economic growth.

At Johns Hopkins, I devoted myself to improving the application of science to
environmental policy decision-making. As Director of the Johns Hopkins Risk Sciences and
Public Policy Institute, my colleagues and [ worked to advance the science of evaluating and
communicating risk through education, research and technical assistance. I am proud that
we trained many of the emerging leaders in environmental science policy. Along with my
colleagues, I worked closely with state and local officials and our federal agencies on
numerous critical issues including emergency preparedness, chemical exposures of our
troops, the toxic floodwaters of Katrina, nuclear waste cleanup, and the safety of our food
supply.

Through the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) and the EPA Science Advisory Board
(SAB), I have worked to advance science at EPA - to do better science to address the needs
of decision-makers. | chaired the NAS Committee on Improving Risk Analysis that produced
the report Science and Decisions, providing a framework for the future of risk assessment. 1
also chaired the EPA SAB Committee on Science Integration, recommending ways to get the
best science to inform EPA decisions.

While I have not been shy about pushing EPA to do better science, I have a deep respect for
the work of the Agency scientists. Science is indeed the “backbone” of EPA decision-making,
and has been the foundation of our nation’s environmental progress over the past four
decades,

1 believe that those tasked with making these important decisions regarding environmental
protection for the public good need to be informed by the best science. Science that is
credible, transparent, and inclusive.

If confirmed, [ look forward to working with the Members of this Committee, stakeholders
in business and industry, state and local partners, and the broader scientific community to
make sure we are asking the right questions and getting the best scientific answers.

I thank you Chairman Inhofe and Members of the Committee for this opportunity to meet
with you today. I am happy to answer any questions,

2
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Chairman Inhofe Questions for Thomas Burke, Nominee, Assistant Administrator,
EPA Office of Research and Development

DUAL ROLE OF A4 FOR QRD AND SCIENCE ADVISOR

The National Academy of Sciences previously reporfed that if the Assistant Administrator of the
Office of Research and Development (ORD) is also the Science Advisor for the full agency it
creates a conflict. Specifically, NAS concluded: "no single individual conld reasonably be
expected to direct a world-class research program in ORD while also trying to improve scientific
practices and performance throughout the rest of the agency.” Former Administrator

Lisa Jackson took a step towards implementing this rec dation in 2009 by separating the
offices. Even the Union of Concerned Scientists, the former employer of current EPA Scientific
Integrity Official, Dr. Francesca Grifo, supported separating the offices, noting " Fhis separation
is @ good thing, as a joint appointment makes it considerably more difficalt for scientific integrity
investigations to take place within ORD." During your June 11, 2015, nomination hearing, you
stated that you planned, If confirmed, fo serve a dual role.

Question 1: Doesn't this seem like a step in the wrong direction and counter fo NAS
recommendations?

Question 1a: As AA for ORD you will be managing nearly 1,800 employees, while the Science
Advisor manages a team of about 30, How will von balance both reles?

Response:

After consultation with the NRC, the EPA Administrator and T believe that if the Assistant
Administrator for the EPA’s Office of Research and Development also served as the EPA Science
Advisor that it would fulfill the recommendations ofthe NRC.

The dual role would provide the additional resources necessary fo coordinate, plan, and execute science
across the EPA: ensure there is a senior science official who could speak for the EPA on science issues:
and help ensure strong scientific integrity in the agency’s work. This individual would be very well
positioned to help scientists acvoss the EPA reach consensus on scientific issues.

Having served as the Deputy Assistant Administrator and the EPA Scienee Advisor since January of
this vear, it is clear to me that it is possible for the AA for ORD to divect the world-class research
program in ORD and serve as the EPA Science Advisor. In fact, there is an important advantage to this
model. ORD employs somue of the nation's brightest scientists working on the most pressing
environmental issues of the day. ORD research is well-aligned with the EPAs mission, and thus it
produces science that informs the agency’'s decision-making needs. Because of this, the ORD AA hasa
top noteh scientific staff to support him or her. Additionally, the ORD AA has the support of a stellar
team of strong science managers in ORD. The EPA also has a built-in mechanism that would provide a
cheek on any potential or perceived conflict of responsibility — the Science and Technology Policy
Council (STPC) —a group of senior the EPA representatives that provide input on science and
technotogy policy issues and ensures the EPA’s science i well-coordinated.

I confirmed. I will draw on all of the available resources, and | feel confident that I will be able to
halance both roles.



74

EPA RELIANCE ON QLD DATA

In 2004, the National Acedemy of Science cautioned against refying on decades old data for
developing new National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). Foltowing vour

December 17, 2013, nomination hearing, you committed to "reviewing this issue and werking to
ensure that the Integrated Science Assessments that provide the foundation for NAAQS decisions
reflect the best passible science.” During your June 11, 2015, nomination hearing I asked
what steps you have taken to ensure the agency is no longer relving on ontdated science
assessments, to which you said ""there hay been tremendous progress in doing that, to revisit and
constantly upgrade the science.”

Question 1: Specifically, what steps have you taken to end the use of this outdated data?
Question 1a: If no steps have been taken, why?

Question 1b: Den’t you agree with the NAS recommendation? If not, why?

EPA’s work to proteet public health and the environment through programs such as decisions to retain

or revise the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) is very important. | agree with the
National Academy of Sciences (NAS) that NAAQS decisions must be based on the best possible
science and am pleased to tind that this is the case. Afler the 2004 NAS report, EPA revised the
process to evaluate the science and has created Integrated Science Assessments (ISA) to provide the
scientific basis for NAAQS decisions. ISAs have been completed for every NAAQS pollutant in the
last several years. and in cach instance there was extensive peer review by the independent Clean Air
Scientific Advisory Committee of the EPA™s Science Advisory Board and consideration of public
comments. The quality of this review and the manner in which science informs NAAQS decisions has
been lauded by the Administrative Conference of the United States, a Federal Advisory Committee
{https://www.acus.govireport/science-regulation-final-report). Additionally, the 2011 NRC report on
EPA™s drafl IRIS assessment of formaldehyde complimented the revisions to the NAAQS
documentation and review process. 1 confirmed, [ ook forward to working to ensure that the
lntegrated Science Assessments reflect full consideration of the best available science.

TR ARENCY

When asked during your June 11, 2015, nomination hearing about your efforts to make
underlying data used to justify EPA regulations public, you said "there has been tremendous
progress and I would be happy to provide more details on that.”

Question 1: Please provide details on specifically what steps you have taken as Science Advisor
to increase data access?

Question 1a: What additional steps do you plan to take to increase data aceess?

Response;

EPA is deeply commitied to transparency. We are working rigorously 1o increase data access by
building on and expanding the agency’s existing efforts under the Open Government initiative

{hitps://www. whitehouse.gov/Open/), including to make available the manuscripts and data supporting
conclusions in EPA-funded publications.
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An example of this Open Government effort that may be expanded would include the use of the
Environmental Dataset Gateway (EDG) for storing and making data accessible. EDG is a gateway that
anyone can use to search for publicly available data resovrces made available by the EPA’s Program
Offices, Regions and Laboratories. The EPA also now has in place the Enterprise Information
Management Policy (EIMP; htip:/, 2.epa.goviopew/enterprise-information-management-policy-

www
eimp-cataloging-information-procedure) which ensures that information produced by. funded by, or
received per regulated reporting and/or federal-wide requirements and subsequently held or cataloged
in information management systems by the agency is easy to discover, understand, access, and reuse in
a secure manner so it can be used with a broad array of applications and analytics to support the
agency’s mission and stakeholder needs.

Question 2:  Independent peer review and independent verification of research results are
key hallmarks of sound scicnce. Do you agree that scientific confidence is increased when
data is made available iu a manner that allows for independent analysis and substantial

reproduction of calculations and results by peer reviewers and other qualified scientists?

Response:

As | have stated previously, wansparency and seientific integrity are very important to the ageney s
work. Tunderstand that the EPA has taken appropriate and substantial steps to increase transparency
and public access to information. However, it is essential to protect the privacy of individuals who
have served as subjects in studies and their personal health information. If confirmed, 1 intend to
continue the agency’s ongoing efforts to ensure that scientific and technical information that is
intended to inform or support agency decisions continues to be based on the best available science.

1 under that inteenally the Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) program no longer relies on
definitions that are still publicly used (for example, the definition of the reference dose and the
meaning of confidence values in IRIS), yet the EPA has never used any formal stakeholder or
public or peer review process to implement these changes. Tnstead the EPA scems to be relying
on a 2002 review received from the EPA’s Risk Assessment Forum Technical Panel and appears
to pick and choose which suggestions they will follow and which they will not implement.

Question 2a: Will yeu commit to engaging stakeholders before changes to critical
definitions and methodologies in the NAAQS and IRIS program are made?

Response:

Stakeholder engagement is an important and informative part of the ageney®s work. The IRIS
assessment development process provides multiple opportunities for stakeholder engagement, and
the IRIS Program is convening bimonthly public science meetings to discuss IRIS assessments and
related scientific issues. Likewise, there are multiple opportunities for stakeholder engagement in
the NAAQS process. I confirmed, I will work to ensurc appropriate stakeholder engagement oceurs
in the NAAQS and the IRIS Program.

PEER REVIEW
Question 1: Will you committ to more transparent procedures for determining what EPA

documents are “"highly influential scientific” documents pursuant to the Information
Quality Act.
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Response:
Yes. if confirmed. T will commit to more transparent procedures for determining what the EPA

documents are “highly influential scientific” documents pursuant to the Information Quality Act.

R

Although the Shethy Amendment, otherwise known as the Data Access Act, provides for agency
access to underlying data that is federally funded, there are instances in whicl EPA does not
have full access to funded data.

Question 11 Will you commit to implementing provisions in grants and contracts that
maintain rights to obtain data first produced under an award?

Response:

The EPA is committed to increased public access to the EPA-funded data supporting conclusions of
peer-reviewed publications and is working diligently to strike the right balance between supporting the
publics” right-to-know while ensuring that in its role as a regulatory agency. it provides the right level
of protection for specific categories of scientific data. If confirmed. T will commil to working with
others in the Agency to see what steps ean be taken to inerease public access to such data from grants
and contracts.

IMPROVING RISK ASSESSMENTS

EPA's Risk Characterization Policy calls for the agency to develop and use mudtiple risk
descriptors. The 2014 National Research Council IRIS review recommended the IRIS program
develop central and lower-bound risk estimates.

Question 1:  Per these recommendations, do you commit to ensuring the IRIS program
present risk ranges — including low, central and upper-bound estimates?

Responge:

The EPA is commitied to further improving the IRIS program and is working 1o address the NRU s
2014 recommendations for RIS, During my time at the agency, | have seen that the EPA takes the
NRC’s recommendations very seriousty. 1f confirmed, 1 Jook forward to working with the IRIS
program as they make firther changes to address the NRC’s recommendations and providing a more
robust characterization of risk estimates.

Questien 2: Certain substances-for which there may ulse be environmental exposure - are
produced naturally in the body as 2 result of normal metabolism and physiology.

Do you agree that when ORD programs assess potential risks from such substances, it’s
critical to derive the range of potential risks arising from both sources-internal and
environmental—and to communicate the degree to which these estimated risks from
internal and external sources are plausible and realistic?

Response: o )

This is an important consideration in understanding and managing incremental risk from environmental
exposure. Since there are many natural products of metabolism that may have toxic effects if they are
out of balance. the fact that they are naturally produced does not make them “safe” at all doses.
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Question 3: Consistent with the National Research Council 2011 Formaldehyde report, the
NRC 2014 IRIS report recommended EPA improve its metheds for study evaluation and
integration. Do vou commit fo use clear criteria for judging guality of all key studies and
integrate those studies based on their strengths and weaknesses?

Consistent with the NRC recommendations, the IRIS program is evaluating different approaches for
systematically reviewing the scientific lterature and evaluating individual studies, synthesizing
evidence within a particular diseipline, and integrating evidence across different disciplines to draw
scientific conclusions. 1f confirmed, T will commit to working with the IRIS program to improve its
methods for study evaluation and integration.

Question 4: Will you commit to ensuring that all draft and final assessments released by the
IRIS program are consistent with the recommendations of the National Research Council
formaldehyde committee which reconumended changes for all IRIS assessments, not just
formaldehyde?

Response:

The IRIS Program has been implementing the recommendations using a phased approach, consistent
with the advice of the National Research Council (NRC), making the most extensive changes to
assessments that are in the carlier stages of assessment development. Additionally, in July 2013, the
EPA announced enhancements to the IRIS Program that will improve the science quality of
assessments, improve the productivity of the Program, and increase transparency. These changes are
consistent with the NRC recommendations. [ confirmed, 1 look Torward to working with the National
Center for Environmental Assessment as they continue to implement these enhancements in the IRIS
program.

Chuestion 5: Do you agree thatstandard protocols should be devetoped to enable all studies to
be independently judged based on their quality, strength, and relevance regardless of the
author affiliation or funding souree? ¥ so, will you make development of these standard
approaches a priority?

Respons

The EPA’s work to protect public health and the environment needs 1o be based on strong science. 1
confirmed. I will commit to ensuring that we use clear criteria for judging quality of all studies and will
integrate these studies based on thetr scientifically determined strengths and weaknesses and not on
authorship or funding source.

Question 6:  Will you ensure that as part of the improvements in the IRIS program, the
agency will move away from outdated default assumptions and instead start with an
evaluation of the data and use modern knowledge of mode of action— how chemicals cause
toxicity instead of defaults?

Question 6a: That is, will you commit to using relevant data over defanlis in IRIS assessments?

Question 6b: To extent defaults are used, will you ensure EPA has clear eriteris for
determining when such defaults ave justified in licu of relevantt literature and data?
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Response:

EPA's work to protect public health and the environment needs to be based on strong science, When
the IRIS program assesses a chemical, they systematically review the relevant literature and look at all
of the available scientific data — including data about a chemical’s mode of action, Where sufficient
scientific data are available, the EPA uses that information in its risk assessments. However, for many
chemicals. we do not have sufficient seientific data o inform certain elements of assessing a chemical
hazards ~ such as mode of action. In the absence of sufficient scientific data, the EPA generally uses
public health protective and scientifically-based default positions in risk assessments. [ confirmed, |
will work to assure that the application of defaults is based upon strong, transparent science.

Question 7: Can you commit to developing a clearly articulated prioritization process for high
priority IRIS assessments that benefits from, and is responsive to, engag t from all
stakeholders? Will you ensure coordination with other EPA program offices?

Response:

The EPA has previously committed to the Government Accountability Office that it will better deseribe
for internal and external stakeholders and the public the nomination and selection process for chemicals
for IRIS toxicity assessments, including the rationale for not selecting nominated chemicals for the full
RIS assessment. Additionally, the IRIS Program works very closely with the EPA’s program and
regional oftices in setting priorities, and there are multiple opportunities for the public to provide input
info all elements of the [RIS Program. If confirmed. | commit to the development and release of a
prioritized IRIS Agenda covering the next several years” effort.

Question §: EPA finalized an IRIS assessment for TCE in 2011 that established a safety
value based primarily on controversial findings from a single laboratory. At the time, the
agency acknowledged the significant limitations of these studies, and indicated that
addressing these Hmitations was a key research need for understanding potential health
cffects associated with TCE. What has the agency done to address this key research need
since reaching its conclusion in 20117

Question 8a: 1tis my vaderstanding that the industry has volunteered to conduct such research
—with the oversight of the federal agencies. Has EPA agreed to provide such oversight? If not,
why?

Question 8b: T understand that Dr. Ken Olden has been 2 proponent of such joint projects,
Do you agree with Dr. Olden’s assessment? What steps has EPA to pursue joint projects?

Response:

While more rescarch might be informative, the EPA concluded in 2011 that there was a sufficient basis
for developing a reference concenration for TCE. This value was based on two endpoints: fetal heart
malformations and immunotoxicity resulting from TCE exposure. The reference concentration of

2 ug/m? reflects both of those effects.

There are no siguificant uncertainties that have arisen since 2011 that would change the EPA’s
conclusions as to a chropic reference concentration or that were not considered prior to the release ol
the final assessment,

The EPA has not agreed to provide oversight of industry conducted research on TCE. While
partnerships between research organizations can he valuable, at this time we are not pursuing a joint
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TCE research project with industry. Also, scientific deeisions are based on the full body of evidence
and it is not usual that one additional study would drive the evidence base.

Question 9: 1 have heard coneerns about the application of EPA's new safety value to sites
contaminated with TCE, particularly as it is related to vapor intrusion. Apparently, this can
substantially increase the complexity and cost of investigating and remediating these sites.
Given the limitations associated with the safety value established in 2011, is it appropriate to
apply the value in such situations?

Cuestion Ya:  Shouldn't there be some discretion provided to the site manager in applving
such an uncertain value?

Question 9b:  What information is provided to the site manager about the uncertainty
surrounding the valne?

Response:

IRIS assessments, like TCE, are developed for use by agency risk managers in a varfety of situations -
inchuding, in this case, vapor intrusion. The IR1S assessment, however, does not dictate how risk
managers use seientific information in decision-making. In the case of sites subject to CERCLA or
RCRA, the National Contingency Plan, refevant RCRA corrective action rules, and programmatic
guidance address how site managers should consider a range of factors in making appropriate risk
management decisions. In general, decisions to take action are based on site-specific circumstances.
There are some limitations in the available data for determining a concentration below which TCE
exposures are unlikely to cause the developmental effect of fetal heart defects, That uncertainty was
deseribed in the IRIS assessment and highlighted in the August 2014 OSWER memo. This information
is available to site managers.

SCIENCE ADVISORY BOARD

Question 1: Based on your time on the SAB, to what extent did ORD use the SAB in the past?
Since you have been at the EPA, how and how frequently has the agency used the SAB?

Question 1a: Do you think the SAB is not used enough?

Question 1b: To what extent has the SAB met ORD's information and review nceds?

Response:
The SAB is a tremendous resource for the agency and the nation, and it is being used to provide
guidance on our most challenging scientific issues. During my time as a member of the SAB (from
FY2008 to FY2013), the Board prepared over 75 advisory reports to the EPA Administrator on topics
ranging from the adequacy of the EPA risk assessments to approaches to setting water quality criteria
and conducting economic analyses to peer reviews of state of the science reports. The SAB also
prepared in-depth studies of the science related to reactive nitrogen and integrated science for decision
making. To my knowledge, the SAB has responded to atl ageney requests for advice and peer review.
The SAB has responded to all of ORI s review reguests, I addition, | have initiated discussions with
the EPA Science and Technology Policy Council (composed of senior leaders from across the ageney)
1o ensure that the highest priority, cross-agency science questions are identified and that the agency
takes full advantage of its SAB as a source of advice on those questions,
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Question 2:  In the past ORD has asked the SAB for adviee on its research programs, including
human health risk, air, climate and energy, chemical safety, and water resources? Do you
think there are areas within ORD that should have gone to the SAB for advice?

Many of ORD’s most complex and controversial scientific assessments——including asscssments of
chemicals prepared for the Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) and state-of-the-scicnce
assessments on the impacts of mounwintop mining. conneetivity of waters, and hydraulic fracturing—
were sent 1o the SAB for review. The SAB Chemical Assessment Advisory Committee (CAAC) has
recently been put in place to provide advice to the IRIS program on their assessments. in addition, the
SAB recently met jointly with the ORD Board of Scientific Counselors to provide high-level strategic
advice on the EPA’s research directions and research plans. T will continue to seek SAB advice on ORD
research directions and SAB peer review of high profile scientific work products.

Question 3: Can you comment on the advantages and disadvantages of the process SAB uses to
provide advice to the ageney? '

Response:

The SAB operates under the provisions of the Federal Advisory Committee Act (FACA) and
implementing regulations, which require that all SAB meetings be announced and open to the public
and that all materials provided to the SAB are available to the public. In addition, agency policies
encourage public nomination of experts to serve on the SAB and provide multiple opportunities for
public input to SAB committees and panels.

The primary advantage of the SAB process is that it gives the EPA access (o independent advice from
non-EPA experts who are nationally renowned in their disciplines, and it does so in a transparent,
public manner with opportunitics for public input. Although the SAB strives for consensus advice, in
cases where there is disagreement among Board members on scientific questions the SAB reports
provide the range of scientific opinion.

There are tremendous advantages to the SAB process, A potential disadvantage to the SAB process.
which complies with FACA and ethics regulations, is the time required to form ad hoe panels and to
announce and hold public meetings for the purpose of developing SAB advice. If confirmed, 1 look
forward to working with the Beard to facilitate more nimble and timely reviews, especially for
emerging issues that demand a timely response.

Question 4: During your time on the SAB did it have an Executive Committee?
Question 4a: 1 it did, how often did it meet?
Question 4a (i): Did you ever meet with the Executive Committee?

Question 4a (ii): Did the Executive Committee ever meet with the EPA Administrator and
engage in dialogue?

Question 4b; Some individuals have indicated that in the past when the SAB had an
Fxeeutive Com mitite SAB was morce effective and independent. Would you recommend that
the SAB have an Executive Committee?



81

Response:
During my service on the SAB. there was no Exccutive Committee. Prior to 2003, the SAB consisted
ofan Executive Committee (composed primarily of chairs of the Standing Committees) and a number
of discipline-specific Standing Commitiees. The Fxecutive Committee provided advice to the agency
and reviewed and approved the work of the Standing Commitiees. 1n 2003, the SAB was restructured
and the Executive Commitice was replaced with a realigned Board that oversees the activities of a
number of Standing Committees and ad hoc panels. A primary difference between the Executive
Commitiee of old and the current Board is that the Board has a larger number of members and
occasionally conducts strategic reviews on cross-cutting topices of interest to the EPA. A recent
example ofa Board-level activity is the 2012 report on Science Integration for Decision Making.

There is a long standing tradition for the EPA Administrators to meet with the SAB Executive
Commitiee or Board and this tradition has been continued by Administrator MeCarthy, who met with
the SAB in December 20173 1o discuss broad arcas where the Board's advice could be helptul to the
ageney. disagree with the notion that an Executive Commitiee would be more effective or
independent than the current organization of the Roard, which includes 43 ¢ xpert scientists with a
broad range of expertise, affiliation, and experience.

Question 5: In your proposed new role as Assistant Administrator for Research and
Development, how do you plan to use the SAB?

Question 5a: Do you plan to review appointments to the SAB and its various committees?

Response:

The SAB Staff Otfice seeks public comments on the nominees and candidates willing to serve on the
SAB and its committees. That public process allows anyone to provide input. This includes Congress,
the public, constituent groups and the agency, 1 have and will continue to provide input as warranted

on these important decisions.

Question Sb: Will you seek to ensure appropriate geographic diversity when potential SAB
ntembers are identified from the thousands of qualified scientists across the U.5.?

Response:

in making appointments to the SAB and its committees, the Administrator considers the needed balance
of scientific and technical points of view, as well as diversity of perspectives (e.g., geographic,
economic, social, cultural, educational and other considerations). Fach SAR review has a unique set of
needed expertise and perspectives and the SAB Staff Office works to understand those needs and o
ensure that they are met when ad hoc panels are established.

Question 5¢; The U5, has many well-qualified scientists emploved by academe, government
and industry, vet most SAB members are from academic institutions on hoth coasts. What will
you do to increase the participation of industry scientists and scientists from American
heartland?

Response;

o some extent the SAR reflects the proportional makeup of the scientific community. However, the
SAR’s outreach efforts (i.e., recruiting efforts, webinars, and open door policy to meet with external
organizations) have been successtul in ensuring a greater diversity of members. For the current
Chartered SAB members, approximately 32 percent bave experience with industry / consulting and
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13 percent have state flocal or tribal experience. The current SAB hydraulic fracturing advisory panel
has over 200 years of combined industry experience. With respect to geographic diversity, 11 of the
45 members currently serving on the Chartered SAB reside in the midwestern states (lowa, illinois,
Indiana, Ohio, and Minnesota). The agency continues its efforts to increase participation in SAB
reviews from all relevant scientific and technical communities.

HUMAN TESTING

In April 2014, the EPA Inspector General issued a reporf on EPA's human testing program,
including several corrective actions. Notably, that EPA be fully transparent on the level of risk
Jor pollutants exposed to human subjects. Earlier this week, news reports revealed EPA has ot
Jully complied with the corrective actions.

Question 1: As EPA’'s Science Advisor, what steps have you taken to comply with these
corrective actions?

Response:

All corrective actions have been implemented, per the completion memo dated 4/24/2015 In
fact. we have gone beyond what the Qffice of Inspector General requested. While the
recommendations were directed solely at enhancing the human studies that the EPA conduets at
ORIY’s National Health and Environmental Effects Research Laboratory (NHEERL). many of
the recommendations were applicable beyond NHEERL and are therefore being implemented
agency-wide, where appropriate.

Question 1 Do you think there a threshold below which there are no negative health effects
for certain pollutants?

Respounse:

In order to answer this question, we must know both (a) the poilutant in question, and (b) whether the
health effects mentioned refor 1o a large population or an individual. As an example for PM2.5, when
the entire population of the U.S. is taken into account, numerous epidemiotogy studies have indicated
there is no threshold below which adverse health effects do not oceur in at least some people. There are
some individuals in the population that arc at such great risk (because of pre-existing disease, age,
genetic makeup, ete) that they will experience an adverse health event at even very low concentrations
of PM2.5. However, for most individuals, the risk from exposure to low concentrations of PM2.5 is
very, very low. Itis also important to distinguish between a single exposure to PM2.5 versus a lifetime
of exposure. Just as smoking a single cigaretie is not likely 10 cause an adverse event, compared with a
lifetime of smoking. a single exposure to even high concentrations of PM2.5 is not likely to cause
adverse health effects. Additionally, certain information about a chemical ~ such as its mode of action -
can help inform whether or not a there is a threshold.

Question 1c: Do you believe human testing is justified? Is testing on children ever justified?

Response:

There’s an important different between observational studies of populations and intentionally dosing
humans with a pollutant. Scientists learn a lot from research in test tubes or animals. and from
epidemiologic or observational studies on humans, which typically involve little interaction with
subjects. However, these types of studies rely heavily on statistical inferences and assumptions, and
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there are some things you can only learn by interacting directly with people, controlling variables and
methads to allow firm conclusions to be drawn.

When EPA conducts studies with human subjects, we set—and meet-the highest safety and ethical
standards.

The EPA is among 17 federal agencies that have adopted rules governing the protection of human
subjects in research. The EPA’s guidelines far exceed what is generally accepted and required by
universities, industry, and other government agencies. For example, any of our research that involve
human participants typically undergo more than cight separate levels of approval stages before any
research is initiated. These include statistical and medical reviews of the study, reviews by an
Institutional Review Board, Quality Assurance Officer review, and review by at least three other senjor
officials, whose approvals must be documented before a study can begin.

The EPA does not intentionally expose children to pollutanis, However. the EPA has funded some
important epidemiological studies that fnclude children. These studies have provided critical
information about children’s exposures to potlatants, their susceptibilities, and the health effects that
oceur from the exposures. This research ultimately helps the EPA better understand how Lo protect
children from the harmful effects of pollutants,

Questionl: Do you agree that Dr. Ken Olden is bringing much needed new leadership and
transparency to the IRIS program?

Question 1a: Do vou agree that the National Center for Environmental Assessment review
(NCEA) previously operated behind closed doors where many stakeholders and peer
reviewers did not understand NCEA's scientific approach?

Question 1a (i Wasn't the previeus NCEA Director Dr. Peter Preuss?

Question 1a (i)):  isn't it true you recently appointed him as one of your Deputy's in the Office
of Science Advisor?

Question 1a (iif): Can you explain the reason for his appointment?

Response:

Lagree that Dr. Ken Olden is an outstanding leader who has brought additional transparency, including
multiple opportunities for stakeholder input, to the IRIS Program. Dr. Peter Preuss was a former
director of the EPA’s NCEA, but starting in 2010 he was ORD’s Chief Tnnovation Officer. The EPA
recently created a new position, the director of the Office of the Science Advisor, to more effectively
support the ageney’s Science Advisor. Peter Preuss is the interim director, and we anticipate
announcing the name of the new permanent director oon.
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Senator Sessions Questions for Thomas Burke, Nominee, Assistant Administrator,
EPA Office of Research and Development

During the April 2013 confirmation hearing for your boss (the EPA Administrator, Gina
McCarthy), she promised the Environment and Public Works Committee under oath that she
wounld "provide information . .. with respect to fher] responsibifities.” Hopwever, instead of living
up to her promise, the Administrator aften directs others to respond 1o questions that are posed
directly her.

For example, this past April, I and other members of the Committee wrote a letter (v the
Administrator regarding projected climate change impacts. Despite having committed to
providing responses during this Commnittee’s budyget hearing for EPA, the Administrator directed
Janet McCabe, the Acting Assistant Administrator for the Office of Air, to provide responses.

Question 1: If you are confirmed, will you personaly answer questions that are asked of you
by members of this Committee?

Response;
fconfirmed, 1 will conumit to answering questions posed by SEPW to the best of my ability.

Question 2; The April 2013 letter asked straightforward questions related to whether
projected climate impacts are actually occurring. Yet instead of reviewing and verifying the
accuracy of climate projections which have served as the basis for the agency's regulatory
policy and agenda, the Acting Assistant Administrator opined on future projections,

For example, in response to a series of questions on global cyclone activity over the past
century, the Acting Assistant Administrator wrote: “Anthropogenic climate change is . ..
expected to contribute 10 a number of changes in extreme weather events... | T)ropical eyelone
intensity i .. . expected to increase in the future, but the frequency of cyclones is likely fo
cither decrease or remain unchanged.” Do you agree that estimates of future climate impacts
do not answer whether climate impacts projected and expected to occur in the past have
proven accurate?

Response:

While this is not an area in which ORD plays a primary role. my understanding is that it is important to
hoth consider how the climate is changing today, and how future changes will impact humans and the
environment. Regarding the former, the EPA publishes a set ol indicators describing trends refated to
the causes and effects of climate change. Focusing primarily on the U.S., this resource presents
compelling evidence that many fundamental measures of observed climate are changing (see
httpe//www.epa.goviclimatechange/science/indicators). The EPA’s indicators consist of peer-reviewed.
publicly-available data from a number of government agencies, academic institutions. and other
organizations. The scientific community, including some work supported by the EPA, also considers
how climate impacts may change in the future, building upon our understanding of what is happening
today.

Question 3: 1 also asked in the letter whether the Administrator agreed that it has been nearly
ten years since the last major hurricane struck the United States. The Acting Assistant
Administrator’s response did not answer this question. As the EPAY Science Advisor, please
answer the following:
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Question 3a: Was it appropriate for the Acting Assistant Administrator to refrain from
confirming whether it has been nearly ten vears sinee the last major hurricane struek the
United States?

Question 3b: Does EPA have the institutional capability to review recent data on hurricane
landfall and determine whether it has been nearly ten vears since the last major hurricane
struck the United States?

Response:

Again. while this is not an area where ORD plays a role, whether an individual storm event is
determined to have met the criteria to be classitied as a hurricane is a finding made by the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). Itis my understanding that the EPA has the
institutional ability to review data produced by NOAA, but does not produce original data regarding
hurricanes. Staff at the EPA would defer to their expertise on this tssue.

In general, it s difftcult to draw conclusions about the number of major hurricane landfalls in a short
period such as ten years. To illustrate this variabifity. there were seven major hurricane landlalls in
the {18, in the years 2004 and 2003, but none in the years that followed. Looking across multiple
decades, the trend becomes clearer, which is why the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
came Lo the following conclusion in its 2013 Fifth Assessment Report: “it is virtually certain that the
frequency and intensity of the strongest tropical cyclones in the North Atlantic has increased since
the 1970s.

Hurricane landfall is difficult to prediet, but. when it happens, the climate-change related impacts
resulting from heavier precipitation and increased storm surge magnificd by sea level rise are
expected to increase the severity of damages, Additionally, a storm’s status at the point of landiall
may not necessarily equate to the scope of the damage: while Sandy did not make landfall as a major
hurricane in 2012, it was one of the most damaging storms in {18, history.

Question 4: Objective and unvested peer review plays a critical role in verifving the
accuracy of science-based findings which serve as the basis for regulatory decisions,
especially since these decisions raise the cost of energy throughout the United States,

Do you agree it is critical that all information and data which underlic these findings be
made publicly available and accessible so that a broad cross-section of credentialed peer
reviewers and other capable investigators alike can independently verify an agency’s
scientific integrity?

Response:
The EPA is deeply commifted to transparency. As such, the EPA posts publicly available
information and data related to regulatory decisions on the public docket {www.regulations.gov).
Additionally, we are working 1o expand the agency's existing efforts in place under the Open
Government initiative https://www.whitehouse. gov/Open/ to make available the manuscripts and
data supporting conclusions in the EPA-funded publications.
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Senator INHOFE. Thank you very much, Mr. Burke.

Let me first ask two questions of Ms. Dunkin. The first one, I
don’t want a verbal answer, I just want to have it for the record,
and then I will expect a written answer, because if it is a verbal
answer, it is going to take up all the time, I am afraid.

When I was last the chair, I mentioned this in my opening state-
ment, it was 10 years ago or 8 years ago, one of the concerns I had
was to reform grants management, one being the creation of an on-
line grants database.

Now, we have done that; however, from all indications I get from
everyone who has tried to use this, it is not user-friendly, it is dif-
ficult and time-consuming to find information on a specific grant or
grantee, and it is hindering the public’s access to a lot of this im-
portant information.

I guess what I am going to ask you to answer for the record is,
as the chief information officer managing the EPA’s capabilities,
what steps have you taken to make the grants database more user-
friendly and what will you do, since I don’t believe we have accom-
plished that so far, to accomplish that. OK?

And then, second, in March 2015 there is a court opinion. Fed-
eral District Court Judge Royce Lamberth found that “The EPA
continues to demonstrate a lack of respect for the FOIA process”
and that EPA perceived the FOIA requester, the person under the
Information Act in that case, and that was the Landmark Legal
Foundation, the EPA perceived that as an enemy because of its
conservative political affiliation. Now, this seems similar to some of
the things the IRS scrutiny to conservative groups.

What do you think about that? Is the judge right, Ms. Dunkin?

Ms. DUNKIN. First of all, Chairman, we will get you a written an-
swer for your first question.

The second question, so the actions in that particular case hap-
pened primarily before I joined the Agency, so I can’t speak to that
particular case.

Senator INHOFE. No, that is not quite true, because I am talking
about, wasn’t it March 2015?

Ms. DUNKIN. Mr. Chairman, I can only speak for my position,
which is that from my standpoint of running the tools that we pro-
vide for FOIA and running a small number of FOIAs out of our of-
fice, we provide the best possible responses we can to FOIAs to the
offices that respond to them and we, as an Agency, expect that peo-
ple will provide timely and correct responses to FOIA requests.

Senator INHOFE. OK, now, you were in the position on March
15th, is that correct?

Ms. DUNKIN. Yes, sir.

Senator INHOFE. Well, why did you just initially say that that
was before my time, or whatever it was you said?

Ms. DUNKIN. So, Senator, the decision happened in March; how-
ever, what I was referring to was the activities that preceded the
decision happened primarily before I joined the Agency.

Senator INHOFE. OK, then I would ask you one more time: is the
judge right?

Ms. DUNKIN. Senator, I could not speak to the history of that
case. Certainly, that is not the attitude that we have to FOIAs in
the Agency.
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Senator INHOFE. Ms. Dunkin, what steps has the EPA taken to
ensure that requesters are treated in a professional manner, with-
out regard to the requester’s identity or political affiliation? Be-
cause you must have, after a statement like that, I am hoping you
would try to put something in place to preclude that from hap-
pening again. Have you?

Ms. DUNKIN. Senator, first of all, we have centralized much of
the search capability, and OEI helps provide search responses to
the offices that actually respond to the FOIAs. In addition, all
FOIAs have two levels of review to ensure that the documents
being released and any redactions to those documents are com-
pletely fair.

Senator INHOFE. OK.

Ms. Nishida, for the record, I want you to get your same response
to the questions that I had of Ms. Dunkin, OK?

I want to get some information as to how much money the EPA
as a whole spends annually on efforts, now, we are talking about
grants, technical assistance, technology transfers, development of
standards, or programs, regulations, to improve the quality of the
environment outside of the United States or in grants to foreign
countries.

Can you give me that now? Have you looked into that?

Ms. NISHIDA. Yes, Senator, I can give you the answer. Actually,
there is a very small proportion of EPA’s grants actually go to
international grants, it is less than one-half of a percent. And of
that less than one-half of a percent, a large portion of those grants
actually go to U.S. institutions who help countries overseas in
terms of addressing their environmental pollution problems.

Senator INHOFE. All right. Now, what I would like to have you
do is, you are saying this, I believe you, but I would like to see the
documentation as to the amount, how you come up with that per-
centage, and then I would like to be able to visit with you about
that issue, if that is all right, OK?

Ms. NisHIDA. Certainly.

Senator INHOFE. Then, Mr. Burke, if you don’t mind, I will take
just a few more seconds here and I will sit out for a second round.

The National Academy of Sciences have previously reported that
if an assistant administrator of the Office of Research and Develop-
ment, ORD, is also a science advisory to the full Agency, it creates
a conflict of interest. Do you think it does?

Mr. BURKE. No, sir. I was part of the discussions with the Na-
tional Academy even before becoming science advisor, and I think
we have the support of the Board on Environmental Studies.

Senator INHOFE. No, they said it creates a conflict of interest.
Are you saying that that is not what they said?

Mr. BURKE. No, I am not, Senator. I am just not familiar with
that particular statement.

Senator INHOFE. Did you say you were on that at the time?

Mr. BURKE. I served two full terms on the Board on Environ-
mental Studies. And I know that there have been different perspec-
tives on science advisor being separate from the assistant adminis-
trator. I think the most important message, though, is that there
be clear and consistent leadership for science at the Agency.
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Senator INHOFE. Well, I think in light of the fact that NAS made
a recommendation and you disagree with that recommendation,
and my time has expired, but I would like to have you, for the
record, give me the detail, as much as you can, on that as to why
you would disagree with the NAS. Would you do that?

Mr. BURKE. I would be happy to provide that.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you very much.

Senator Boxer.

Senator BOXER. Well, good for you for being an independent per-
son.

Let me just say this. We have voted the three of these people out
by voice vote. I want to make a point. I have not seen, in my life-
time, three people who were overly qualified for the jobs for which
they have been nominated. If we can’t get you people moving to-
ward the floor, I don’t know who would be better. And I just want
to thank you from the bottom of my heart for putting up with all
this stuff, for sitting around for months.

Mrs. Burke, Dr. Burke should now type his own papers.

[Laughter.]

Mr. BURrkE. I do.

Senator BOXER. All right. Because my husband still asks me to
type things for him, and it really gets me, since he was a clerk typ-
ist when he was in the Army. But he said he never really did learn
to type over 30 words of a minute or so.

Senator INHOFE. You know, I was a clerk typist, too.

Senator BOXER. Well, that explains a lot.

Senator INHOFE. No, I am older than he is.

[Laughter.]

Senator BOXER. OK, so here is the thing.

Ms. Dunkin, I am not going to ask any questions of Jane and
Thomas. We voted you out before. I want you to get to where you
want to be to help this Agency, which is the subject of a tremen-
dous amount of criticism here. So why not have the best people?
By the way, independent voices and thinkers are important.

But I just wanted to ask you, Ms. Dunkin, just because of our
tie to California, because you worked for a very innovative com-
pany. You worked for a great school district. For that I am grateful
to you, because you pointed out you had a moment in your life
where you decided you wanted to go help children and the public.
It is a wonderful transformation.

So I wanted you to say for the committee how your background
and experiences working for the Unified School District, how did it
help shape you and get you ready to do this job at the Office of En-
vironmental Information.

Ms. DUNKIN. Thank you, Senator Boxer. Working for the school
district was a tremendous privilege, helping out the children in
Palo Alto. The opportunity to work for the district gave me two
things that helped prepare me for this job. No. 1 was public service
experience. A lot of people come into an agency like the EPA from
the private sector and they make a lot of mistakes because they
don’t know how the public sector works.

So while the Federal Government and the State of California
don’t work exactly the same, there are enough similarities that I
knew where the land mines were when I arrived and I knew what
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to expect in terms of how things would operate and what questions
to ask. So No. 1 is that public sector experience did that.

The second is that it was the first time in my career where I had
run IT for an entire organization. I ran some big chunks of IT for
HP, but it is a very different experience to run one end of the orga-
nization to another and be fully responsible for everything from
making sure that you have Internet connectivity to making sure
that you have applications for the students to use. So that was a
really great experience that prepared me to step into another job
with that same type of responsibility.

Senator BOXER. Well, thank you.

Well, Mr. Chairman, I am hopeful that we can move these three
people forward. Sometimes we all attack agencies and kind of
amorphous organizations. Here are three people; each of them has
a family that is proud of them, each of them has worked hard in
their life to get where they are, and they are at a point where they
really want to give back. So I am hopeful.

You are a good man and I hope that you will help me get these
people to the floor and get them confirmed. Thank you so much.

I need to run off; I have a meeting in my office now. If there is
anything that comes up where you want me to come back, I will.

Senator INHOFE. Sounds good. All right.

Senator BOXER. OK. Thank you. Thank you so much.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you, Senator Boxer.

Next we will hear questions from Senator Boozman, but let me
just ask, do any of the three of you think it is unreasonable to re-
spond to the questions that I asked during my time? Are they un-
reasonable questions? No? Thank you very much.

Senator Boozman.

Senator BoozZMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

And thank all of you all for being here. We do appreciate your
willingness to serve.

Dr. Burke, I have worked to encourage collaboration and work
between the EPA and the National Center for Toxicological Re-
search. As you know, NCTR is an FDA laboratory based in Arkan-
sas. Regulatory science research organizations from around the
globe come to investigate, learn, and train at NCTR, and we are
very proud of that facility.

I know that you are very familiar with the work that has gone
on through your previous history at Johns Hopkins and other
areas. Can you tell us a little bit about your view of interagency
collaboration? These are tight budget times. Talk here a little bit
about working together. Specifically, will you look for ways that
EPA can support and work with NCTR to perform collaborative
work and research?

Mr. BURKE. Thank you, Senator. Thank you for the question. It
is good to see you again.

Absolutely, these are tough times and these are times when col-
laboration is more important than ever in the scientific community.
And as you state, the National Center, NCTR, has been a leader
in particular in chemical safety assessments and nanotechnology.
And there is a partnership that we have, along with FDA, NCTR,
the National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences, but we
can build more on that.



90

We all have a common goal of understanding more about chem-
ical safety, understanding how to better protect our food and envi-
ronment. The Center has been a leader and I look forward to, if
confirmed, and even as science advisor in my current position, of
promoting that not just for those agencies, but because our States
and other partners are really dependent upon that.

Senator BoOzZMAN. Good. Thank you very much.

I appreciate that you have taken the time to review the bipar-
tisan EPA Science Advisory Board Reform Act. As a former mem-
ber of the SAB, your expertise is certainly valuable to us and we
appreciate your input.

I know that our bill is not perfect, and we are certainly willing
to make changes. You mentioned about credibility, transparency,
and how important that is. Will you commit to work with us and
members on both sides of the aisle so that we can identify some
common sense reforms that will strengthen the SAB and ensure
that the EPA’s scientific process is strong and credible?

Mr. BURKE. Absolutely, Senator. Our goal is credibility and
transparency. We have to have the highest level of review and the
highest credibility in our science. These are important decisions
and we are providing the basis for very tough choices, so I am very
happy to work with you on that.

Senator BoozMAN. Good.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you, Senator Boozman.

Senator Capito.

Senator CAPITO. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I want to thank all of you for your service and for the long proc-
ess that you have had to go through.

I wanted to ask Ms. Dunkin, there was a report and The New
York Times ran a story about how EPA may have violated Federal
law in its use of social media in connection with the Waters of the
USA rulemaking. I read it at the time, but I have been curious to
know, was that something that was organically grown in the Agen-
cy or something that was promoted from the top? I would just like
to hear your perspective on this and if you have put guidelines in
place to either stop that or had legal advice given in terms of how
that issue might be impacting in the future.

Ms. DUNKIN. Senator, the social media outreach program is run
through the Office of Public Affairs, so I can’t speak to the details
of any program they run. We do have a social media use policy in
place in the Agency.

Senator CAPITO. Was that in place when this was occurring, or
are you not familiar?

Ms. DUNKIN. The policy was in place. The IT policy was in place
at that time, yes.

Senator CAPITO. OK. So I am asking the wrong person, I guess,
is my answer.

Ms. DUNKIN. I am sorry, Senator.

Senator CAPITO. OK.

Let me ask you this, too. We are considering a cybersecurity bill
on top of our RNDAA bill today. We know this is just a rampant
problem everywhere internationally and we saw where OPM’s
records were corrupted just recently. I am sure this has great con-
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cern for you. What are you doing at EPA to try to protect against
cyber crime and making sure? Because I think the inspector gen-
eral maybe has questioned some of your security policies in this
area.

Ms. DUNKIN. Yes, Senator. We could probably talk about security
all day. We are working hard to ensure the security of the informa-
tion assets at the EPA. Just a few of the important points that we
consider. We need to know what is most important to secure, be-
cause if we don’t set priorities nothing will be secured.

Senator CAPITO. Right.

Ms. DUNKIN. We are implementing appropriate controls and hy-
giene activities, things like patching systems, things like ensuring
that systems have authority to operate before they are in place and
that we know what the risks are with those systems. We focus on
controlling access, educating users, and then we want to make sure
that we monitor our network so that we know if something hap-
pens and that we can respond to that.

Senator CAPITO. So has OPM shared what actually happened
with them with other agencies as a preventive measure for you?

Ms. DUNKIN. We know some of what happened at OPM at this
point. We don’t have all the details.

Senator CAPITO. Because I would think that would be a useful
exercise.

Ms. DUNKIN. Yes. And we share throughout the security commu-
nity and through the CIO community. There is a lot of information
sharing that goes on. And there is public information, there is less
public information, and there is classified information.

Senator CAPITO. OK. All right, thank you.

Dr. Burke, I am from the State of West Virginia and we have
had some issues with your agencies I am sure you are well aware.
I understand that you are the head science guy here. So the argu-
ment a lot of times that I try to make is that science is great and
welcomed, and we want it. That is great. But there are always eco-
nomic aspects of every decision that is made, particularly in my
State by your Agency.

And I think I know the answer to this, but I just wanted to get
it out there. Within the realm of your responsibilities, do you ever
look at the economic impacts of what the science would have in
terms of a decision that is made based on your science? Does every-
body ever get in the room and discuss that?

Mr. BURKE. Well, certainly the Agency does. The role of the
science, though, is to really provide one very important cornerstone
of that decisionmaking process, and we generally focus upon the
scientific evidence, say, for instance, of an environmental impact.
But, really, the Agency decisionmaking, and my colleagues in other
branches of the Agency, the economists and others, very much con-
sider the big picture in the decisions within the guidance provided
by the statutes.

And in the analysis of risks, it is also important that we, the sci-
entists, get the right question so that those making those tough so-
cial decisions can understand the impacts across the board.

Senator CAPITO. And over time, you have been in this business
a long time, have you seen a lot of change in terms of the intensity
of the risk of certain things that maybe in the 1960s were thought
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to be very, very hazardous that now, as time has gone on and more
research and development has gone forward, may be not as haz-
ardous, and vice versa? Does that change over time much, or is the
first blush pretty much the last blush?

Mr. BURKE. That is a good question. In science, the first blush
is rarely the last blush; there is always an evolution of the science.
And sometimes we understand how things work together to transi-
tion risks, so sometimes we will actually, perhaps may be less con-
cerned. Oftentimes we learn of new emerging hazards, too.

So that is why it is important, I think, to have state-of-the-art
science and be able to respond to not just emerging threats, but
continually update our knowledge of those longstanding things so
that we can make the best decisions, work with the social scientists
and others to really make the best societal decisions.

Senator CAPITO. OK. Thank you so much.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you, Senator Capito.

Senator Fischer.

Senator FISCHER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

And thank you all for being here today.

Mr. Burke, could you comment on the advantages and the dis-
advantages that you see in the process that the SAB uses when
you provide advice to the Agency?

Mr. BURKE. Sure. First, let me talk about the great things that
the SAB does.

I have been privileged to be a two-term member of the SAB as
an academic researcher before joining the Agency, and I have also
been very active at the National Academy. And I think they are
really the gold standards in peer review, the most prestigious and
influential bodies to really make sure we get our science right. So
I am very supportive of the SAB.

That said, it is important the SAB be credible, be inclusive, and
really represent the best expertise that we have in this Nation, and
sometimes internationally, to help us make sure we have peer-re-
viewed our science, but also that we frame the questions right and
we use the best science available.

So I think I have a lot of respect for the SAB. It is a tough proc-
ess. I can tell you that as an academic scientist it is tough to get
people to commit to that. We wouldn’t want to add to the burden
of scientists, say, from academia who have really tough, chal-
lenging jobs. I think we should do everything in our power to en-
courage people to volunteer and be part of that process, and it is
really an honor to be there.

But there are some impediments to the process. It is tough to
make that time commitment. It is an incredibly rigorous process to
be involved in a review of a major national report.

Senator FISCHER. I agree with you that it is very, very important
to use the best science possible, and I thank you and other sci-
entists who work toward that goal and make that your priority. I
am curious on how you balance in social impacts. That is more sub-
jective. It is almost in opposition to many of those hard sciences out
there, don’t you think?

Mr. BURKE. Well, it is a very good question. Science, tradition-
ally, we have had lanes. I am an epidemiologist. We look at the as-
sociation between risk factors and disease. A sociologist might look



93

at those social factors that contribute to disease. And I think in the
evolution of our science of decisionmaking, we are really looking at
integrating all of those things.

So many of my colleagues on the Science Advisory Board, par-
ticularly the social scientists, would be very happy to hear your
question because I do think science is not just analytical chemistry;
science is understanding the social contributors to the quality of
life and the environment. And I think that is an important direc-
tion for not just the SAB, but for the National Academy we are rec-
ognizing that.

Senator FISCHER. And since you have been at the EPA, can you
tell m(;a how the Agency has used the SAB and how frequently they
use it?

Mr. BURKE. Sure. Well, I have a limited time window, but let me
give you an example of a very, very important role the SAB has.

Senator FISCHER. Is it used often?

Mr. BURKE. Yes. It is constantly used. You may have seen that
we released a major report, a draft report on the impact of
hydrofracking on our drinking water resources. We turned that
over to the SAB, a committee of almost 30 representatives from the
broad sectors of science, who are reviewing that to make that we
have used the best science, presented it clearly, and that our con-
clusions are justified.

Senator FISCHER. And that was a 4-year report, wasn’t it?

Mr. BURKE. Yes. It was a long-term, very tough effort. Very com-
prehensive look.

Senator FISCHER. And we appreciate the work that is put for-
ward in that.

How do you expect ORD’s use of the SAB to change if you would
be confirmed? Do you see a change happening?

Mr. BURKE. I think there is constant evolution. First of all, the
nature of the Board is that there are changes in membership. But,
for instance, one of my areas of concentration has been risk anal-
ysis and risk assessment. The Board has changed dramatically in
the past 2 years to have a separate subcommittee that really looks
at how the Agency and really the Nation does risk assessment. So
it is constantly evolving to address, I think, the Nation’s toughest
challenges, so we need to constantly recruit the highest level of tal-
ent to serve on that Board.

Senator FISCHER. Well, I thank all three of you for your willing-
ness to serve. Thank you very much.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you, Senator Fischer.

And thank all of you for the time that you have taken.

I say to you, Ms. Dunkin, this idea of creating the database was
good, but I have been waiting 8 years now and listening to com-
plaints about how difficult it is to come up with the results. And
I know with your background and your capabilities you will be able
to come up with something.

I say this to all of you working jointly. That is something that
I think the public is entitled to and we are entitled to. So if you
will do that as thoroughly as you can so that hopefully we will be
able to come up with something that we started some 9 or 10 years
ago.
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We appreciate all of you.

Senator Sullivan has come and we are still in the middle of the
hearing, Senator Sullivan. We will recognize you for questions you
have.

Let me just fill you in. One of the concerns I had was the data-
base. I have been concerned about that ever since we were a major-
ity some 8, 9 years ago; and they are going to be working on that.

Also, I questioned the possibility of a conflict of interest to Dr.
Burke, and he is going to be filling us in on some of those details.
We also mentioned the Federal district judge and some of the com-
ments that he made or observations that he made in terms of re-
sponses that some of the people under FOIA are trying to get.

So that fills you in on what we were talking about.

Senator SULLIVAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I want to thank each of the nominees for your service to the
Country and willingness to serve. You probably have family mem-
bers here, and I know that sometimes that can be an arduous proc-
ess. I so appreciate your wanting to serve.

I know many of you are already in an acting capacity, but maybe
if I can just, for each of you, Mr. Burke, Ms. Dunkin, Ms. Nishida,
can you just real quickly, I always like to ask nominees why they
want to serve. What motivates you? You are going to have to come
in front of this committee, get asked some tough questions. Why do
you want this position?

Each of you, please.

Ms. DUNKIN. Thank you, Senator. I chose to take this oppor-
tunity to serve my Country because I felt like I had entered public
service in my previous job, but that the opportunity was very local-
ized, as I worked at a school district, and it was an opportunity to
have a broader impact. The Federal Government certainly has op-
portunities for improvement in IT, and I felt I could contribute to
that.

Senator SULLIVAN. Thank you.

Ms. NISHIDA. And, Senator, from the number of years that I
worked in the State of Maryland and also at The World Bank, I
saw firsthand how environmental problems affect both Tribal Na-
tions, as well as foreign governments, and I want to be able to ad-
dress those concerns working in the Office for International and
Tribal Affairs.

Senator SULLIVAN. Great. Thanks.

Mr. BURKE. Senator, I know this is going to sound a little corny,
but I think being the head scientist for ORD and working with that
team is the best job in my field; it is the best job in the world. I
walked away from a full professorship and a deanship at a pretty
good university.

Senator SULLIVAN. Which one was that?

Mr. BURKE. Johns Hopkins.

Senator SULLIVAN. All right.

Mr. BURKE. And I did that because of the incredible opportunity
to serve this Nation and to really be a part of the leadership team
of what I think is the leading research organization in not just this
Country, the entire world.

Senator SULLIVAN. Great.
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I am going to raise a couple issues that I think are important,
but you are not necessarily in charge of them. But I think if you
saw this debate yesterday, when we marked up the Waters of the
U.S., there is a certain frustration, certainly in my State, where we
have the cleanest water, cleanest air probably in the Country. Yet
I don’t think a lot of Alaskans think it is because of the EPA. I
think a lot of Alaskans think it is because of our own State and
local government. We really care about these issues.

Sometimes you hear on this committee, oh, this side cares more
about the environment than that side. That is not true; we all care
about the environment. But we also care about the Constitution,
oversight, the rule of law.

One of my frustrations, and I raised it the first time we had an
oversight committee hearing with the Administrator was, do you
believe, she actually believed it, so I am sure you do, that every
regulatory action, any action that you take as the EPA has to be
based in the statutes, in the congressional direction. Do you agree
Witl; that? Your boss did, so you probably should just say yes. Do
you?

Mr. BURKE. Again, as a scientist, it is a little out of my range
of responsibility.

Senator SULLIVAN. I know.

Mr. BURKE. But I support the Administrator.

Senator SULLIVAN. You know what, you don’t have to answer
that question, because I know it isn’t in your realm. But the an-
swer is yes, right? Every regulatory action, executive action that
the EPA takes has to have a basis in the statute, has to have a
basis in the law. The U.S. Supreme Court made that clear again
last year in a case that was brought where they found that the
EPA did not act according to the law.

So there is a lot of concern on this committee, and I would say
in the Congress in general, that the EPA is not always doing that,
so I asked the Administrator if she could make sure that every ac-
tion that they have taken is based in the law, and she can assure
me of that.

So I have asked for, for example, the legal opinion on the Waters
of the United States. Big deal, what provided that. She hasn’t pro-
vided that to me yet.

The chairman and I, Senator Rounds, we asked in a letter to her
to respond to this issue on the front page of The New York Times
a couple weeks ago. She hasn’t responded to that.

Even yesterday, a pretty big deal that the EPA has decided now,
to regulate emissions from aircraft. Again, I asked the Adminis-
trator at the outset, hey, if you are going to take action, you need
to show us where your authority is in the law. Certainly got noth-
ing from them on that.

So my question is, in terms of an oversight capacity that we have
here, in terms of the advice and consent constitutional role that we
have to confirm you and your positions, do you think it is a legiti-
mate exercise of our authority, as the Congress, as the oversight
committee, to put a hold on your nominations and confirmation
until we actually get legitimate answers from the Administrator
on, for example, the Waters of the U.S. legal opinion? She won’t
give that to me. It is crazy.
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This letter that the chairman and I wrote a couple weeks ago,
stonewall. Legal opinion. I would really like to see the legal opinion
on the EPA’s authority to regulate emissions from airplanes. I
know they are basing that on some kind of international agree-
ment. Last time I checked, the EPA’s authority does not derive
from international organizations, it derives from the Congress and
the Constitution.

So I know this is a bit of a tough question. I know that you are
not involved in these issues, but do you think that is a legitimate
exercise of our authority in the Congress, in this committee, to say,
you know, these candidates might be qualified, they are certainly
motivated to serve their Country, but until we actually get answers
from the head of the EPA, who stonewalls this committee and this
Congress, we are not going to move forward on any nominations.
Do you think that is a legitimate exercise of our constitutional and
oversight role?

Senator INHOFE. From the chair, I would like all three of you to
respond to that question, if you would.

Ms. DUNKIN. Senator, I don’t feel qualified to speak to the proce-
dural issues of this body.

Ms. NisHIDA. Like my colleague, I am also not qualified to speak
to the procedural issues. But I can tell you with regards to the ac-
tions that my office takes, it is consistent with the laws of the
United States.

Senator SULLIVAN. Look, I don’t doubt what you are saying, but
when you are just saying it and you are not showing it to us. Sev-
eral years ago the EPA said that the actions that they were taking
under the Clean Air Act were consistent with the laws of the
United States. At the time I was the attorney general of the State
of Alaska. I was one of a group that sued and said, actually, we
don’t think you are right. That went all the way to the U.S. Su-
preme Court. Last year, the Supreme Court said the EPA didn’t
have that authority; the EPA was violating the Constitution. The
EPA was trying to take powers away from this body.

So, as you can imagine, it is not just us talking in terms of
hypotheticals; there are real instances of the EPA usurping the
power of the Congress. And when we ask the Administrator for
legal opinions on additional actions like the Waters of the U.S., 35
States oppose that, a lot of questions about whether that is legal
and the EPA’s legal authority. I have been asking the Adminis-
trator for months, for months, for the detailed legal analysis that
provides the EPA the legal authority to issue the Waters of the
U.S. rule, and she won’t provide it to this Congress.

So now the EPA wants the Congress to confirm you. But my
question is should we say, now, wait a minute, you are not getting
back to us on anything. Our oversight role, our role in the U.S.
Constitution, pretty important, advice and consent for senior offi-
cials of the United States, which you would be, and yet we get
blown off by the EPA on this letter.

The chairman of this committee sent the EPA Administration a
letter 2 weeks ago on a real big issue, front page of The New York
Times saying the EPA might be violating the law. As far as I know,
haven’t heard back from her. My question is on the legal opinions,
nothing else.
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So I am just wondering if you think it is a fair function of this
committee to say, hold off, we are not going to move on any nomi-
nations until we start getting answers from the EPA. Do you think
that that is legitimate?

I know you are not lawyers. I know you are scientists, but you
are also smart in the ways of Washington.

Mr. Burke, do you think so?

Mr. BURKE. Senator, I am sorry, I do not have the expertise or
experience. It is an important question, but I do not have the
knowledge to really answer that. As a scientist, I really cannot an-
swer that.

Senator SULLIVAN. OK.

Well, Mr. Chairman, sorry I went over, but I think it is an im-
portant issue. And I will just tell you, we all want clean water, we
all want clean air. Like I said at the outset, my State, we live in
the most pristine State in the world, beautiful place, cleanest
water, cleanest air. We all want that.

But I will tell you this, and this is not a partisan thing, this is
the vast majority of the people who live in my State are very con-
cerned about the actions of the EPA in large measure because Alas-
kans don’t think that the EPA is abiding by the law or the Con-
stitution. And I committed to my constituents to ask harder ques-
tions about this, and I have.

And guess what? We get stonewalled. And we are the oversight
committee. We are the committee of jurisdiction and we write the
laws, not the EPA. And I don’t think that is clear to the Adminis-
tration. So this is an opportunity for her to maybe come up with
some answers as we move forward to look at important dedicated
public servants like yourselves.

I know these are hard questions that are not necessarily in your
realm. I don’t want to at all kind of impinge your very strong cre-
dentials and your commitment to your Country and service. I really
appreciate that. That is why I asked the question at the outset. But
in some ways you are a bit in the crossfire of what I think is actu-
ally a really, really important issue that your boss seems to ignore,
and that is not acceptable.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator INHOFE. I would expand on that a little bit in just say-
ing, looking at it, recognizing your area of expertise, what other le-
verage do we have?

You know, at the beginning of this committee hearing I asked
you do you agree, if confirmed, to appear before this committee or
designated members of this committee or other appropriate com-
mittees to provide information subject to the appropriate and nec-
essary security, and all of this. You all responded positively. So did
she. This is the same oath of office that we got from her.

And I think that when someone does not do what they have said
that they would do, so help me God, what else is there for us to
carry out the oversight provisions? I don’t know of any other lever-
age that we have.

So I think it is very appropriate that you bring this up.

I was asked to, one of the members who was not able to be here,
you might remember, Dr. Burke, that when Senator Barrasso was
questioning you back in December 2013, that was a nomination
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hearing, he asked some questions. Let me just read it, I don’t want
to get this wrong. The National Academy of Sciences cautioned
against relying on decades-old data for developing new national
ambient air quality standards. That is the NAAQS that we are
talking about.

Following your December 17th, 2013 nomination hearing, you
committed to “reviewing this issue and working to ensure the inte-
grated science assessments that provide the foundation for NAAQS
decision reflect the best possible science.”

I would say this, I don’t think that he has actually heard a re-
sponse. I would like to have you bring that up and also say what
steps you have taken since becoming the EPA’s science advisor to
ensure that these science assessments no longer use outdated ma-
terial. This is 30 years old, this scientific basis.

What can I share with Senator Barrasso, your response to me?

Mr. BURKE. Thank you for the question, Senator. Since I have
been there, there continues to be tremendous progress in our Na-
tional Center for Environmental Assessment in those integrated
science assessments. In fact, in a sense, the major report on
fracking is an integrated assessment. The NAAQS are integrated
assessments. And it is our commitment, and there has been tre-
mendous progress in doing that, to revisit and constantly upgrade
the science.

So to my knowledge, we are making very good progress on that
iin support of the decisionmaking being inclusive and being up to

ate.

Senator INHOFE. Well, he goes on to ask the question. He said
during that same nomination hearing you committed to making un-
derlying data used to justify EPA rulemaking public. So I would
ask you, now, that has been 2 years ago, roughly. What have you
done since that time in terms of fulfilling that commitment?

Mr. BURKE. OK, first, I was still a dean 2 years ago and I have
been with the Agency 5 months. But we have really worked on
that, and I have been directly involved with the group working not
just in the Agency, but throughout the Administration, with the
guidance from the President’s science advisor, to improve data ac-
cess.

We are systematically looking at ways that we can make sure
our research and the research results of the folks who receive
grants from us can be made more accessible; that all of the pub-
lished reports, the metadata is out there for people to look at, to
feel confident in, because we feel that transparency is really the
only way to be credible in science. There has been tremendous
progress and I would be happy to provide more details on that.

Senator INHOFE. OK, I would like to ask that you provide those
details directly to Senator Barrasso, because he is wanting that in-
formation.

Mr. BURKE. Be happy to, Senator.

Senator INHOFE. Now, when Senator Capito was talking and ask-
ing questions, it sounded like you told Senator Capito that science
is never settled.

Mr. BURKE. Science continues to evolve constantly.

Senator INHOFE. Would you agree that climate science is not set-
tled, then?
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Mr. BURKE. That is an excellent question, Senator. We continue
to learn more every day. I think that there is great consensus in
the scientific community that our climate is changing, but I think
we continue to learn more about the mechanisms and, most impor-
tantly, about resilience to climate.

Senator INHOFE. Well, I would suggest to you no one disagrees
climate is changing. That is not the issue. Is it manmade gasses
that are providing a major reason for that change to take place?

You have answered the question, that is, that science is never
settled. That is good.

Well, I want to thank you again.

Senator SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman.

Senator INHOFE. Yes.

Senator SULLIVAN. Is it all right, just a few more questions?

Senator INHOFE. As many as you want.

And that is for anyone else who comes down, too. That is our pol-
icy.

Senator SULLIVAN. So I do want to kind of, again, emphasize.
You may have seen this Utility Air Regulator Group v. EPA. It was
a Supreme Court decision from last year. If you haven’t read it, I
would highly recommend it, even though that is not in your area
of expertise. I would highly recommend you read it because it is
important. A lot of important quotes here.

Justice Scalia, who wrote the controlling opinion, stated, “It is
patently unreasonable, not to say outrageous, for the EPA to insist
on seizing expansive power that it admits the statute is not de-
signed to grant.” This was just a year ago that that happened.

So, again, sometimes people say, oh, this is hypothetical. This is
not hypothetical at all. The highest court in the land said to your
Agency, you are usurping the power of the Congress. And a lot of
us believe that is what is going on in the Waters of the United
States rule, which is why we are taking appropriate action. This
committee, yesterday, marked up a bill that would make sure that
the EPA doesn’t commit that kind of act.

Again, this is the May 22nd letter. I would like to submit this
for the record, Mr. Chairman.

Senator INHOFE. Without objection.

[The referenced letter follows:]

U.S. SENATE,

Washington, DC,
May 22, 2015.
Hon. GINA MCCARTHY,

Administrator, Environmental Protection Agency,
Washington, DC.

ADMINISTRATOR MCCARTHY: We write to express concerns over a report that the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA or Agency) may have conducted an unprece-
dented lobbying and propaganda effort on behalf of the “Waters of the United
States” rulemaking.

As you know, many of the rules that are being pushed by your agency are con-
troversial—including the rule to expand the scope of “Waters of the United States”
under the Clean Water Act—and are expected to have devastating effects to the
economies of many states. ours included. That’s why a majority of states have de-
manded that the “Waters of the United States” rulemaking be retracted or substan-
tially revised before being finalized. More than 300 groups and associations from
across the country—including the American Farm Bureau Federation. the National
Association of Home Builders, and the National Mining Association—are also fight-
ing it.
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However. in public testimony and in private meetings, EPA officials have consist-
ently disregarded those concerns. and instead have sought to highlight the alleged
public support for the rule. The Agency, along with many groups supporting the
rule, have consistently said that it has received more than 1 million comments on
the rule, and about 90 percent of those comments are supportive.

In fact, you testified at the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee in
March, “We have received over 1 million comments, and 87.1 percent of those com-
ments we have counted so far—we are only missing 4,000—are supportive of this
rule.” And then for emphasis, you repeated the claim.

According to a May 19. 2015 New York Times article, the EPA embarked on an
unprecedented and questionable lobbying campaign to generate public comments in
support of this rulemaking. EPA has used a variety of social media tools to promote
the importance of the Agency’s rulemaking efforts and to solicit these comments, in-
cluding, but not limited to “Thunderclap” to create a “virtual flash mob,” YouTube
videos. and the “#CleanWaterRules” and “#DitchtheMyth” hashtags on Twitter.

A deeper look at the “1 million comments” claim shows a more complicated story.
According to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, only 20,567 of those comments are
considered “unique” and of those, only 10 percent were considered substantive.

In other words, the vast majority—more than 98 percent of the comments re-
ceived—appeared to be mass mailings, the majority of which were likely generated
by your agency’s unprecedented lobbying efforts.

All of the unique “substantive” comments were reviewed by the Corp of Engineers.
It found that contrary to EPA’s characterization, 39 percent of those comments are
supportive of the rule, while 60 percent are opposed to it.

It is troubling that the EPA—which should be an unbiased source of informa-
tion—is using taxpayer dollars to use social media for lobbying and propaganda pur-
poses to promote the importance of this rulemaking and the Agency itself to the
American public and lawmakers, in possible violation of the Anti-Lobbying Act, 18
U.S.C. section 1913, and appropriations restrictions against lobbying and propa-
ganda. Given these facts, please provide answers to the following questions and all
requested documents no later than June 5, 2015:

e Given the statements from the Army Corps of Engineers that 60 percent of sub-
stantive comments were opposed to the proposed “Waters of the United States” rule,
please explain whether the statements made by EPA officials that approximately 87
percent of comments received support the rule meet the requirements of the Infor-
mation Quality Act.

e Prior to undertaking your agency’s unprecedented PR campaign to fight for the
Waters of the U.S. rule, did you seek a legal opinion regarding the legality of this
campaign from anybody in your agency or from the Department of Justice or other
federal officials? If so, please include a copy of any legal opinions received by EPA
counsel, the Department of Justice, or other federal officials.

e Who is the EPA official or officials responsible for approving content dissemi-
nated on Twitter, YouTube, Facebook, and other social media platforms? Please de-
scribe the internal legal and policy review processes EPA uses for approving such
communications.

e What are the EPA’s policies concerning the use of social media to interact with
the public and to promote agency activities and rulemakings in compliance with
laws prohibiting lobbying and propaganda? Please provide copies of any such poli-
cies.

e Approximately how many staff hours have been devoted toward public relations,
lolib;)/ing, and propaganda efforts in support of the “Waters of the United States”
rule?

e What was the cost to the taxpayers for these efforts? In estimating staff hours
and costs spent on efforts, please include costs spent on contractors, for the Thun-
derclap for the “Waters of the United States” rule, the “Ditch the Myth” and “Clean
Water Rules” campaigns, the YouTube and Twitter videos and statements designed
to undermine critics of and to elicit public support for the proposed rule, including
posting videos produced by the Choose Clean Water Coalition urging EPA to adopt
the clean water rule.

e At a hearing on March 4, 2015, we asked you to provide the legal analysis that
you used to formulate the “Waters of the United States” rulemaking. Please supply
that analysis along with the answers to the above questions.

We look forward to your timely response. Please have your staff contact the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works at (202) 224-6176 with any questions.

Sincerely,
James M. Inhofe, Chairman, Committee on Environment and Public
Works; Dan Sullivan, Chairman, Subcommittee on Fisheries, Water,
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and Wildlife; M. Michael Rounds, Chairman, Subcommittee on
Superfund, Waste Management, and Regulatory Oversight.

Senator SULLIVAN. This is from the chairman, myself, Senator
Rounds asking the Administrator a number of questions with re-
gard to a front page New York Times article indicating the EPA
may have broken the law. No response.

Waters of the U.S., the legal opinion, been asking that for
months. They issued the rule anyway. Just kind of ignored us. No
response.

And then I do think one of you actually has had some kind of
role in the public records issue, but you may have seen a Federal
judge in the U.S. District Court was quoted as saying, with regard
to a recent lawsuit, “The court is left wondering whether the EPA
has learned from its mistakes or if it will merely continue to ad-
dress FOIA requests in the clumsy manner that has become its
custom. Given the offensively unapologetic nature of the EPA’s re-
cent withdrawal notice, the court is not optimistic that the Agency
has learned anything.”

So have you learned anything? That is a pretty severe rebuke
from a Federal judge, actually, a very well respected Federal judge,
Royce Lamberth, who has been a Federal judge in Washington in
the Federal court here for many, many years. That is pretty strong
language.

Were any of you in charge of that or had anything to do with
that lawsuit? And have you learned anything from what the judge
was clearly troubled by?

Mr. BURKE. I am sorry, Senator, I was not involved in any way.

Senator SULLIVAN. OK.

Ms. DUNKIN. I was also not involved with that lawsuit.

Ms. NISHIDA. Senator, I was not involved with the lawsuit either.

Senator SULLIVAN. OK. So that does relate to FOIA requests,
where I know, and it looks like there has been some lost emails
now and all the kind of things that, to be honest, makes the Con-
gress and the citizens of our great Nation skeptical of what is hap-
pening.

I just want to ask, finally, for the record here, if you are asked
in your capacity, if you are confirmed, to be responsive to the com-
mittee that has oversight here, but also to the Congress, which, of
course, has oversight, will you commit to do that? Unlike your boss,
who I believe just stonewalls the Congress and this committee, and
that is very, very troubling to me, will you commit to be responsive
in a substantive and timely manner to the requests of this com-
mittee? Can you commit to that to us? Each one?

Mr. BURKE. Yes, Senator.

Ms. DUNKIN. I also commit to that, yes.

Ms. NISHIDA. Yes, Senator, we will.

Senator SULLIVAN. Great. It would be helpful, when you go back
to the EPA, to pass on that message to the Administrator, that it
would be helpful if she were responsive, thorough and timely in the
requests from this committee and from the Congress, because right
now she hasn’t been.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you, Senator Sullivan.
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Sometimes when someone who is a level down from the Adminis-
trator gets a request, they will feel it is necessary to feed that re-
sponse through the Administrator. Now, what the Senator is ask-
ing you is, are you going to respond to our requests directly to us,
not filtering it through the Administration? That would be the
question I would ask. Would you do that?

Ms. DUNKIN. Senator, I will follow the procedures the EPA uses
to respond working through our Office of Congressional Affairs.

Senator INHOFE. I don’t know what that procedure is. Does that
procedure preclude you from having a direct response to our ques-
tions as an oversight?

Ms. DUNKIN. We will work through Office of Congressional Af-
fairs and then we respond directly.

Senator INHOFE. So is your answer the same, that you don’t have
a direct responsibility to respond to questions from an oversight
committee?

Ms. DUNKIN. No, sir. We will respond.

Senator INHOFE. Directly to us?

Ms. DUNKIN. Yes.

Senator INHOFE. All right.

Do you agree with that, Ms. Nishida?

Ms. NISHIDA. As indicated, we have an Office of Congressional
Affairs, and we work through the Congressional Affairs Office.

Senator INHOFE. Well, I know that. I know that. But Ms. Dunkin
qualified that and said, yes, she would do that directly with us. I
am not very comfortable when we ask you a question and you re-
spond to your office instead of responding to us. Do you have a
problem with responding directly to us and will you do that?

Ms. NISHIDA. Again, Senator, we will work very closely with our
Office of Congressional Affairs.

Senator INHOFE. Is your answer no, then?

Ms. NISHIDA. Again, Senator, we will be responsive through our
procedures with the Office of Congressional Affairs.

Senator INHOFE. That is a pretty serious answer.

How about you, Dr. Burke? Will you respond directly to us if we
directly ask you a question in your capacity as oversight?

Mr. BURKE. Senator, I would be happy to be responsive to any
requests from the committee.

Senator INHOFE. Direct responses. So your answer is yes.

Mr. BURKE. I will coordinate, obviously, as part of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, I will coordinate with the Agency.

Senator INHOFE. Well, you can coordinate all you want with the
Agency, but if we ask you a direct question, I just can’t imagine
that anyone would say, as Ms. Nishida did, that, no, the answer
is no, I won’t give a direct response. So you are saying you will give
a direct response. We are asking. I think that is our constitutional
duty and it i1s in the oath you just took. So your answer is yes?

Mr. BURKE. Yes.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you very much.

I want to thank all of you. This is a serious thing that we are
looking at.

And when I was following Senator Sullivan’s questions and try-
ing to think of what leverage do we have to force someone to do
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what they have sworn they would do in their oath of office, I don’t
know what else we have.

But I appreciate very much your time, and that extends to your
family. Thank you very much for being here.

We look forward to getting the written responses that we re-
quested. We are adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 10:50 a.m. the committee was adjourned.]
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