
Message

Sent:
To:
CC:

Subject:

From: StClair, Christie [/0=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=06618C5ED0E744A3BFE8443360018C26-STCLAIR/ CH] 
8/16/2017 2:30:59 PM 
Ang, Edgar [EAng@opisnet.com]
Press [/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=b293283291dc44eOb5dlc36be9281d8a-Press]
RE: good day christie, howdy

Hi Edgar. Deadline? 

- Christie

From: Ang, Edgar [mailto:EAng@opisnet.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 16, 2017 9:43 AM 
To: StClair, Christie <StClair.Christie@epa.gov>
Subject: good day christie, howdy

could you please help with this? does epa have a word on this? thanks mucho

NEW YORK, Aug 15 (Reuters) - The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency used too strict of a test when it wrongfully 
denied Sinclair Oil's request for an exemption from the country's biofuel regulations, a U.S. appeals court ruled on 
Tuesday.
The ruling could potentially broaden the rules governing such exemptions, forcing the EPA to grant more in future years 
under the controversial Renewable Fuel Standard program.
The EPA denied Sinclair's request for an exemption from a U.S. policy that requires refiners to blend biofuels like ethanol 
into their fuel pool or buy credits from those who do. The EPA ruled Sinclair did not qualify for an exemption under the 
policy's hardship waiver for small refiners as the company's two Wyoming plants were profitable and would not be 
forced to close if they participated in the program.
But the 10th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals in Denver ruled on Tuesday the threat of closure was not the only test the EPA 
should use. The agency must consider other factors, such as decreased profitability and temporary, negative impacts, 
the court ruled, in a split 2-1 decision.
The ruling means the EPA will now have to reconsider Sinclair's application for an exemption.
"The EPA's interpretation takes the statutory language too far. First, as a matter of textual exegesis, a 'hardship' is 
something that 'makes one's life hard or difficult - not just something that makes continued existence impossible," said 
the ruling by the court.
U.S. President Donald Trump has promised to cut down on burdensome regulations, providing hope to refiners that he 
would overhaul the U.S. renewable fuels program. But the White Flouse is set to reject a key request from refiners to 
shift the blending obligation away from them.
The EPA's hardship exemption applies to refineries under 75,000 barrels-per-day. Refiners, large and small, have 
complained for years that the program is too costly and threatens the viability of the nation's plants.
Privately-held Sinclair and EPA could not immediately be reached for comment.

Edgar Ang
Executive Editor News 
Oil Price Information Service 
Houston, Texas

edgar

Ex. 6

Sierra Club v. EPA 18cv3472 NDCA Tier 13 ED 002061 00027498-00001

mailto:EAng@opisnet.com
mailto:EAng@opisnet.com
mailto:StClair.Christie@epa.gov


Sierra Club v. EPA 18cv3472 NDCA Tier 13 ED 002061 00027498-00002


