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RE: Letter in Support of H.R. 1029, the EPA Science Advisory Board Reform Act of 2015 and
H.R. 1030, the Secret Science Reform Act of 2015

Dear Speaker Boehner and Minority Leader Pelosi:

The American Fuel & Petrochemical Manufacturers (AFPM) a national trade association
representing more than 400 companies, including a majority of all U.S. refiners and
petrochemical manufacturers, would like to express its support for the passage of H.R. 1029, the
EPA Science Advisory Board Reform Act of 2015 and H.R. 1030, the Secret Science Reform Act
of 2015. These two measures would provide more clarity on how decisions are reached by the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and bring more transparency to the science that
supports EPA regulations.

The United States is on the verge of a manufacturing renaissance due to a surge in oil and natural
gas production that will strengthen U.S. energy security, create jobs and grow the economy.
However, the manufacturing renaissance is being threatened by overly burdensome regulations
from the EPA. While AFPM supports commonsense regulations, there is a severe lack of
transparency in EPA’s science and advisory panels, which serve as the basis for new regulations.
This lack of transparency is making it more difficult for manufacturers to capitalize on
America’s abundance of economical and reliable energy.

EPA’s Science Advisory Board (SAB) is charged with reviewing the scientific foundation of
EPA regulatory decisions and advising EPA on science and technology related matters.
Currently, SAB’s practice of determining panels is conducted behind closed doors by EPA SAB
staff. This practice has created a conflict of interest, which has resulted in the panel embedding
their own policy views in their science recommendations, as well as peer reviewing their own
work. The EPA Science Advisory Board Reform Act brings much needed reform to the SAB by
strengthening public participation and public comment opportunities, improving the make-up of
the SAB, requiring opportunities for dissenting panelists to express their opinions, and limiting
non-scientific policy advice and recommendations.



Moreover, the research and data used by EPA to support new regulations is currently not
available to the public. Congress and outside groups should be able to review health benefit
claims by the EPA for new Clean Air Act regulations in order to determine if the science
supports the high cost of many of these new regulations. The Secret Science Reform Act looks to
bring greater transparency to EPA’s research and data. EPA would be prohibited from issuing
regulations unless all scientific and technical information relied upon is specifically identified,
and would be required to make information publicly available for independent analysis.

We believe it is imperative that EPA use high quality science and provide more clarity and
transparency on how decisions are made. This will only strengthen EPA’s value and utility for
ensuring public safety, and credibility among manufacturers. Improving the scientific quality and
sharing of information, as well as the composition of the SAB is critical to fostering a regulatory
environment that will allow manufacturers to develop safe and cost-effective products that on
which Americans depend on for everyday life.

Therefore, AFPM supports and urges immediate passage of H.R. 1029 and H.R. 1030. It is
critical that Congress pass legislation that brings more transparency to the science and advisory

panels that supports EPA regulations.

Sincerely,
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Charles T. Drevna
President



