
To: Hupp, Sydney[hupp.sydney@epa.gov]
Cc: Tim Lust[tim@sorghumgrowers.com]; Dickerson, Aaron[dickerson.aaron@epa.gov]
From: Joe Bischoff
Sent: Wed 4/19/2017 4:34:05 PM
Subject: Re: Meeting request from Sorghum Producers
EPA Meeting Request 4-19[2],docx

Hi Sydney,

Please find the completed form attached. We look forward to our meeting on the 28th at 1:45pm.

Don’t hesitate to let me know if you have any additional questions. We greatly appreciate your 
assistance in putting this meeting together.

Thanks
Joe

Joe Bischoff, PhD | Senior Vice President

Cornerstone Government Affairs

Annapolis | Atlanta | Austin | Baton Rouge | Chicago | Des Moines

Houston | Jackson | Richmond | Springfield) Washington

(202) 440-0388 mobile | (202) 448-9540 direct

www.cgaqroup.com

@CGAgroup

From: "Hupp, Sydney” <hupp.sydney@epa.gov>
Date: Tuesday, April 18, 2017 at 3:43 PM
To: Joe Bischoff <¡bischoff@cgagroup.com>
Cc: Tim Lust <tim@sorghumgrowers.com>, "Dickerson, Aaron" <dickerson.aaron@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Meeting request from Sorghum Producers

Hi Joe,

We should be able to arrange something on the 27th or 28th! Would you mind filling out the 
attached form please?
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How does 1:45PM on the 28th look?

Thank you!

Sydney Hupp

Office of the Administrator- Scheduling

202.816.1659

From: Joe Bischoff [mailto:JBischoff@cgagroup.com1
Sent: Thursday, April 13, 2017 4:09 AM
To: Hupp, Sydney <hupp.sydney@epa.qov>
Cc: Tim Lust <tim@sorghumgrowers.com>
Subject: Re: Meeting request from Sorghum Producers

Hi Sydney,

Just checking in again to see if we can get on Administrator Pruitt’s schedule for the 27th or 28th? If Mr. 
Pruitt’s schedule does not allow, would it be possible to meet with one of his advisors, perhaps his Chief 
of Staff Ryan Jackson?

Thank you,

Joe

From: Joe Bischoff <¡bischoff@cgagroup.com>
Date: Tuesday, April 4, 2017 at 1:19 PM
To: "Hupp.Sydney@epa.gov" <Hupp.Sydney@epa.gov>
Subject: Meeting request from Sorghum Producers

Hi Sydney,

The good folks over at EPW suggested that I reach out to you.
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The CEO and board president of the National Sorghum Producers will be in town the last week of April 
and would greatly appreciate the opportunity to meet with Administrator Pruitt. We’d like to express our 
appreciation on some recent actions by EPA, specifically on WOTUS and Chlorpyrifos. In addition, we 
would like to discuss the Grain Sorghum Oil Biodiesel Pathway Petition, originally submitted to EPA in 
July, 2016 and some specific crop protection concerns.

We’re hopeful that a meeting could be possible on Thursday (April 27th) or Friday (April 28th). However, 
they are willing to adjust their arrival times if Wednesday (26th) offers the only opportunity.

Thank you,

Joe

Joe Bischoff, PhD | Cornerstone Government Affairs

Annapolis | Atlanta | Austin | Baton Rouge | Chicago | Des Moines

Houston | Jackson | Richmond | Washington DC

(202) 440-0388 mobile | (202) 448-9540 direct

300 Independence Avenue, SE

Washington, DC 20003

(202) 448-9500 phone

(202) 448-9501 fax

on the web @ www.cgagroup.com

follow us on Twitter @cgagroup
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External Meeting Request Form for 
Administrator E. Scott Pruitt

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

To request the Administrator to attend and/or speak at your event, please complete and 
submit the following form.

Today’s Date: April 18, 2017

Meeting Date: April 28, 2017

Meeting Time: 1:45

Requested Location (if offsite, please list address, parking instructions, etc.): 
Office of Administrator

Requestor: Joe Bischoff on behalf of National Sorghum Producers (NSP)

Purpose of the Meeting: Sorghum Oil Pathway approval - Sorghum industry pesticide 
issues (chlorpyrifos, sulfoxaflor and atrazine)

Background on the Meeting: Short background: First, NSP has been working with EPA since 
2013 to gain approval for a sorghum oil biodiesel pathway. The Agency has the legal authority to 
approve this pathway but continues to request information immaterial to approval. Second, 
sorghum farmers have witnessed significant pesticide-related restrictions and the threat of 
revocation of more than half of the crop’s reliable insecticides. NSP recognizes the significant 
challenges the coming registration reviews of important chemistries will bring.

Long Background: NSP has been working with EPA since 2013 to gain approval for a sorghum oil 
pathway. For several years EPA staff maintained NSP would not be required to submit a full 
petition. EPA then reversed course and asked for a full petition. NSP submitted a full petition in 
July of 2016 after having invested significant time and funding into research to gather the data 
EPA requested. This petition can be approved by letter without any formal rulemaking process. In 
fact, EPA has multiple legal precedents in the last two years.

Despite this precedent, EPA asked for additional information in October of 2016, and NSP 
submitted this information in January of 2017. EPA again asked for additional information in 
March of 2017, and NSP submitted this information in April of 2017. This most recent submission 
will have no bearing on EPA's approval of this petition as the information will have a negligible 
impact on greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Per the RFS2 final rule, a fuel is considered 
advanced if its GHG emissions achieve a 50 percent reduction from the established baseline. 
Sorghum oil biodiesel is almost identical to corn oil biodiesel, and corn oil biodiesel meets this 
GHG reduction threshold easily having been approved in March 2010.

Every month that drags by costs sorghum farmers and ethanol plants hundreds of thousands of 
dollars. This has nothing to do with the philosophical debate over the RFS. This has everything to 
do with EPA applying the rules of the RFS in a fair and timely manner that does not discriminate 
against sorghum farmers and its end users.
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NSP also hopes to provide a brief overview of other issues under the EPA purview that 
dramatically impact sorghum farmers. In recent years sorghum farmers have witnessed further 
restrictions and the threat of revocation of more than half of the crop’s reliable insecticides. NSP 
greatly appreciates the steps taken by EPA under the Trump administration to deny the petition to 
revoke the tolerances for chlorpyrifos. NSP also recognizes the significant challenges the coming 
registration reviews of organophosphates, pyrethroids, neonicotinoids and other important 
chemistries will bring. These periodic reviews do not relate to product safety but rather to 
fundamental and precautionary changes made to the registration process, and the Agency’s 
timely execution of them is essential to business certainty for sorghum farmers.

Role of the Administrator:

Attendees: JB Stewart, NSP Past Chairman, Keyes, OK; Tom Willis, NSP Board Member 
and CEO of Conestoga Energy, Liberal, KS; Tim Lust, NSP CEO, Lubbock, TX; and Joe 
Bischoff, Cornerstone Government Affairs

Point of Contact: Joe Bischoff
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