To: Dravis, Samanthaldravis.samantha@epa.gov}
From: NDPC

Sent: Fri 3/31/2017 8:41:59 PM

Subject: NDPC Letter to EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt
NDPC LTR to Scott Pryitt 3.31.2017.pdf

ND vs EPA. pdf

17cv1906 Sierra Club v. EPA - 6/22 Production ED_001523_00007732-00001


mailto:dravis.samantha@epa.gov

Mhmeeh 31, 2007

Envirormnenal Prodection Apeocy
Wr. Booth Prair, A&wmmwm
Bl Cionde 7 |
200 Pevmsoitvanis Ave, N
Wasddngeon, DI 20450

o %y, Vit

Congratulations o your appointment a3 Administraior of the Envieoomental Protection Agency. | wn the President of the Worth
Bralewe. Poteodenn Coomeil (NDPC) and wasiod 1o be this opporisite 1 28 you about the overresch of the prior sdmdnistration
that ot B wlleet WOPL members, Under the previous sdeimesiontion, EPA initisied sweeping Clean Al Aup 10AAY Beetion
134 mdorimion regiests and threatened compary-ending sanctions wnder the CAA sgaing oil companies operating |
Dibmta. EPA s style snd provess were often contoary 1o the North Delots Departoent of Heallls (D00 alirnstive wppr
o Cloan Adr At Enforcemient. To the one eomsent derre that ERS completed belore the elestion, Nonh Dulots velused 1o shgs the
f’ sl Mww wvam Vaough NDDoH bad participated 8dly b moniths of EPA deiven nepotiotions with the operaior. Vhe Words Drdoota

b produed dustry-wide results thet immedipiely berelitted the civironment o g shorter timelame, with sobstantially less
ok wmﬁ T hdesd condinued foture complisnce opporunities. Unformmmsicly, dwgmm the suceess il Morth Dabkota effors, we gontinge
o s BPA Guused on an spgressive, Tederabonly spproach adopted woder the varlier adminiseation.

We respectflly reques, comsistent with vour veoent Ideris? directive sied President Toeop's March 28, 3017 BEweative Ondee,
Promoiing Ewergpr Badependence o Ecovomie Groweth, Dt voo promgtly review EPAs oagoing eolircesmiont axtivities I Borth
el they s consistent with vour and (e Ty Adwbsistration’s spproach o covimmmeetsl proléatiog
ol vegulation. We also ash thet you seriowsly consider BPA s sdoption of the MDD approach so Clasn Ay Aus enforcemem
el Yo sheges Yo deend, with court approval, the existing Teder! consent decoee to add Merth Dakots (8D w0 Gu the sbate continaes
o prhny e Tppertat vk I protectlng B envvieonment, The sttached docaments desoribe the EPA Bection 114 ealorcement prooiess,
e comtrasts @ with e approsch Yt North Ditdots wilized. The idbrssation provided will show that NI eebleved lndssirewide
s {abrwy urrent vopulations) in ooethird of the these regiired by EPA o negotinte o selthorment with ome 50 opurgior.
s it o il Fimd this Information of inurest o you soek T ke BPA o more effective and efficient apeony, which
ks veitly states v heplement, enforoe st sdopt reselutions ted dineatly beneBt the environment,

Plomse cull or eouil with sny qiestions sou way bave. We weloome the opportanity 1o discass this with you el veould be aveiluble
b trmend v W msbingion, DO I wou feel B would be beneflcial

Vs o Bor vour thee and considerstion.
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A COMPARATIVE

1he Stale of North Dakota and the LS Environmental Protection Agency

under the Obama Adminisiration employed substantially different

CASE STUDY

regulalory approaches to oll and gas development in dorth Dakola

NORTH DAKOTA

“FIND & FiX”

Embrace compliance, prevention and innovation for future
efficiencies industry-wide. Through this process, regulators
and industry work together to identify the issue, find
solutions, and fix the issue, resulting in Day 1 compliance
that quickly benefits the environment.

“SUE OR SETTLE”

Emphasis is on penalties and compliance through
intimidation. This method embraces bureaucracy and
expensive legal pursuits that forces compliance through
intimidation rather than focusing on problem-solving.
Action is also done one company at a time, meaning very
little to no benefit to the environment during the process.

10 MONTHS

working with Industry to identify
solutions & an agreement issued
Oct. 2016. Meanwhile, companies
were voluntarily inspecting and
modifying equipment.

DEC JAN [FEB || MAR|APR

JUL|AUG

3 STATE EMPLOYEES
including 2 from Dept. of Health
and 1 from Attorney General's
Office.

30 COMPANIES

producing 93% of ND's oil and the
North Dakota Petroleum Council
participated in finding solutions.

130 INDUSTRY EMPLOYEES
participated in the Task Force,
consolidating time, effort and
expertise.

20 MONTHES
to resolve 1 case with
6 still pending.

12 FEDERAL EMPLOYEES
including 5 EPA Attorneys, 2
Dept. of Justice Attorneys and 5
EPA scientists

0800800

1 COMPANY

that produces about 2.5% of
North Dakota's oil had its case
resolved.

500 PAGES

of documentation, plus more
than 10,000 data points of
information requested and filed.

3,000+ MANHOURS
spent by 30 companies for

2K industry-wide standard.
$255,000 to $616,000
\v/k in estimated industry employee
time.
$29,200

in estimated government
employee time for industry-wide
plan.

$4.1 MILLION
in equipment inspection and
modification.

$1.2 MILLION
in industry employee time and
contractor fees forone company.

$186,900 and $560,700
in estimated federal employee
time alone, plus thousands for
mileage and travel

19 CONSENT DECREES
signed, covering 69% of ND's oil
production & affecting 7500 wells.

,mi FUTURE COMPLIANCE
Prevention and even new, leak-

i
.«
e proof equipment were created.

CONCLUSION. North Dakota's inclusive approach
consolidates time and effort, allowing for collaborative
education, new technologies and designs for enhanced
compliance industry-wide that are beneficial early in the
process and well into the future.
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— - 1 CONSENT DECREE
signed, with 170 wells modified
into compliance.

$4.1 MILLION

spent on fines and mitigation
projects that do not assist in
resolving issue.

COMCLUSION. The US. EPA's approach addresses
the issue one company at a time at a pace three times
slower than the "Find and Fix" approach. This means
more resources are depleted with very little return to
the environment.
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