
E x tern a l M eeting  R equest Form  for 
Administrator E. Scott Pruitt

U.S. Environmental Protection  Agency

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

T od ay’s D ate: 7 /3 1 /2 0 1 7

M e e tin g  D ate: W h en  the  A d m in istra to r is in C harlotte, NC

M eetin g  Tim e: F oundry  facility is operating  any Tuesday, W ednesday o r T hu rsd ay

R eq u ested  L ocation  ( if  o ffsite , p lease lis t  address, parking instructions, etc.):
C harlo tte  Pipe & Foundry, 1335 S. C larkson C harlotte, NC, 28208 

R equestor: A.J. F erate  

P urpose o f  th e  M eeting:
M r. Roddey Dowd, CEO o f Charlotte Pipe and Foundry, heads one o f the  la rgest pipe m anufacturers in 
the  w orld  as well as the American Foundry Society (AF'S) consisting  o f 8,000 m em bers and 2,000 
m etalcasting  firm s/supp liers. M r. D ow d w ould like to  provide the A dm in istra to r w ith  a to u r o f his 
foundry facility and share som e of the  challenges he faces due to regulations im posed by previous E PA  
leadership.
(FY I, A dm in istra to r P ru itt  indicated to M r. F era te  th a t th is is a visit he w ould like to make.) 

Background on  th e  M eeting:
M r. D ow d w ould like, th ro u g h  the  to u r of his facility, show  exam ples o f the  challenges he faces as a 
resu lt o f regu la to ry  overreach. E ig h t (8) exam ples include:

—E P A  G reenhouse G as (G IIG ) E m ission s from  E lectric  G en eratin g  U tili tie s

T h e  rule for ex isting  p lan ts m andates a 32% reduction in C 0 2  em issions by 2030. T h ere  is no 
com m ercially viable way to  acquire such techno log ies... and m etalcasting  is an energy  in tensive 
industry . T hey ’re asking the  EPA to develop a m ore cost effective, reliable, & feasible approach to 
reduce C 0 2  emissions.

—N ation al A m bient Air Q uality Standards (NAAQ S) for F in e P articu la te  M atter (PM 2.5) Air 
E m issions
In  D ecem ber 2012, E P A  finalized its update to  the PM 2.5 rule, w hich set standards so low th a t many 
areas in th e  country , including som e ru ra l areas w ith  no industrial operations, have background-P M 2.5 
levels th a t are at, o r near the  NAAQS for PM 2.5. As a result, som e foundries are unable to  obtain air
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perm its to build new, s ta te-o f-the-art m etalcasting  operations o r to  expand o r update th e ir existing  
facilities because such activities m ay con tribu te  even low levels o f PM 2.5 em issions to  an area th a t 
w ould then  exceed the NAAQS.
PM 2.5 air em issions are reduced at m etalcasting  facilities w ith  the  use o f baghouses and o ther pollution 
contro l devices. I11 m ost cases, m ore than  99 percen t of the  fine particulates are captured  and no t 
em itted  in to the  environm ent.
M ajor flexibility is needed for m etalcasters in im plem enting the  PM 2.5 NAAQS, especially as it relates 
to  com pleting any a ir dispersion m odeling. P M  2.5 NAAQS should be review ed and realistic levels set, 
tak ing  in to account regional differences.
—O zone NA AQ S R ev ision  f ro m  O ctober 2015
T his rule set a very s tr in g en t em ission standard  for ozone em issions from  all s ta tionary  sources in the 
U.S. T h is s tandard  is ju s t  now  s ta r tin g  to  be im plem ented, and is expected to  resu lt in significant costs 
for com m unities. A FS is concerned th a t m etalcasters will no t be able to expand w ith ou t a reduction of 
em ission or shu t down o f operations from  o ther businesses in the  area. W ith  the  revised ozone NAAQS, 
plans for expansion m ay be delayed or shelved.
On M arch  28, 2017 P residen t T ru m p  issued an E xecutive O rder d irecting  E PA  to review for possible 
reconsideration any rule th a t could “poten tia lly  burden the  developm ent or use o f dom estically produced 
energy sources, w ith  particu lar atten tion  to  oil, na tu ra l gas, coal, and nuclear energy sources.” EPA  is 
cu rren tly  evaluating  w hether the  2015 ozone standard  is po ten tia lly  subject to  the review process set 
fo rth  in th is Executive Order.
On A pril 11, 2017 the D.C. C ircuit indefinitely delayed the  legal challenge while E P A  reconsiders the 
2015 ozone standard.
EPA  should consider ro lling  back to  the  p re-ex isting  O zone NAAQS stan dard  to  allow states and 
impacted sources to  achieve a tta inm en t and provide tim e to  prepare to  m eet a new, m ore realistic 
s tandard  in the  future.
—W a te rs  o f  the U n ited  States
T his rule redefines the  scope o f the  Clean W a te r  A ct (CW A) to  s ta te  which w aters (such as cooling 
ponds, catch basins) need to  m eet CW A standards to  p ro tec t aquatic life. I t  is cu rren tly  stayed while 
go ing  th ro ug h  litigation, so it is n o t being im plem ented. I f  im plem ented, it w ould force foundries to 
m eet CW A  standards for w aters on th e ir facilities th a t are cu rren tly  un regu la ted  because they are no t 
connected to  navigable w aters.
P residen t T ru m p  signed, P residen tia l Executive O rder on R esto ring  the  Rule o f Law, Federalism , and 
Econom ic G row th  by R eview ing the  “W ate rs  o f the  U nited  S tates” Rule on F ebruary  28, 2017. T he  
o rder directed EPA and the Corps to  review  the  rule and issue a notice and com m ent for a proposed rule 
rescind ing o r revising  the  rule.
W ith  th is new  rulem aking E PA  should revise th is rule to  ensure th a t w aters of the U.S. are defined 
appropria te ly  to  no t broaden CW A  jurisd ic tion  and unnecessarily burden  the  m etalcasting  industry .
—S ta r tu p , Shutdow n and M alfunction  (SSM ) P ro v is io n s
T h e  CAA provides for som e affirm ative defenses for facilities th a t may exceed air emission lim its du ring  
tem porary  periods o f startup , shu tdow n and m alfunction (SSM). T h e  U.S. C ourt of Appeals for the  D.C. 
C ircuit vacated the  rule th a t allows facilities to  exceed applicable hazardous air p o llu tan t em issions
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standards du ring  these periods. E PA  is also in the  process o f rem oving these SSM provisions as p a r t of 
its residual risk  and technology review s for the  national em issions standards for hazardous air 
pollutants.
In  June 2015, E PA  issued a final rule requ iring  sta tes to revise th e ir  s ta te  im plem entation plans (SIPs) 
to  contro l excess air em issions d u ring  periods o f SSM and subm it revised plans th a t address new  SSM 
provisions to  EPA  for approval by N ovem ber 22, 2016 (SIP Call Rule). T h is ru le  has been challenged in 
federal court.
E PA  does n o t have the  au tho rity  to  ban affirm ative defenses for SSM, n o r is it practical for facilities to 
com ply w ith  em issions standards du ring  periods of SSM.
W ith o u t action from  EPA , the  rule will lead to  unnecessary violations for em issions over w hich facilities 
have no control. E P A  should w ithdraw  the SIP  Call Rule and re insta te  affirm ative defenses.
—R esid ual R isk  and T ech n o lo g y  R eview  for Iron and S tee l F oundries
A ir em issions from  iron and steel foundry m ajor sources are subject to  the  national em issions standards 
for hazardous air po llu tan ts (NESHA P). E PA  m ust conduct a residual risk  and technology review  
(R TR ) for all N ESH A Ps eight years after p rom ulgation . T h e  R T R  o f the  iron and steel foundry 
N E SH A P is now due.
Recently, EPA  has issued m ore s tr in g en t and revised N ESH A Ps for several industry  source categories, 
even th ou gh  the  R T R  process determ ined th a t the  risks associated w ith  the controlled em issions from  
these sources w ere acceptable and th a t no new  con tro l technologies w ere identified.
T h is regu la to ry  overreach is n o t consisten t w ith  the le tte r  and in ten t of the Clean A ir A ct (CAA), bu t 
nonetheless has been upheld by federal appeals courts.
AFS urges the  E PA  to im plem ent the R T R  process for iron  and steel foundries th a t is consisten t w ith 
the  le tte r and in ten t of the CAA.
—Storm w ater M anagem ent
M etalcasters operate un der a m ulti-sector general perm it (M SGP), as is the  case for m ost industrial 
sto rm w ater dischargers, and m ust im plem ent best m anagem ent practices (BM Ps) to  m eet sto rm w ater 
benchm ark concentration levels. I f  a benchm ark level is exceeded, facilities m ust review  th e ir BM Ps and 
determ ine if additional BM Ps m ust be im plem ented, or if o ther corrective m easures are needed.
M any o f the  benchm ark concentration  levels for m etals have been set so unrealistically  low th a t it may 
n o t be possible for m etalcasting  operations to  m eet the benchm arks. In  fact, m any are so low th a t nearly 
all residen tial and com m ercial s to rm w ater discharges w ould exceed them . As a result, m any 
m etalcasting  operations could face unnecessary enforcem ent issues, even though  th e ir sto rm w ater 
discharges are effectively contro lled  w ith  BM Ps.
E PA  should provide flexibility in enforcing benchm arks as perm it levels. I f  left unchecked th is perm it 
process will be never-ending, extrem ely  burdensom e, and very  expensive for our industry , and in som e 
instances n o t even technically feasible.
—P erm ittin g
T h e  p erm ittin g  process for new  o r ex isting  facilities in the  m etalcasting  industry  is unnecessarily costly 
and tim e consum ing. O ften the  m ultiple s tr in g en t requirem ents and processes m ake it im possible to 
build a project th a t will create jobs. T h e  cu rren t rules for New Source Review and Significant
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D eteriora tion  are ou tdated  and are the  single g rea test im pedim ent to industrial job  g ro w th  in the 
country.
T h e  process can be stream lined by addressing the regu la to ry  m orass listed  above. Also, leaving 
p erm ittin g  o f facilities to  the  states w ould elim inate E P A  review and a tten d an t delays. Cum bersom e 
and unpredictable air em issions m odeling should be revised to  allow projects to  proceed w ithou t 
env ironm ental h a rm .

R o le  o f  th e  A d m in is tra to r : A ttend  as p a r t o f a fact-finding mission to see the  im pact of EPA 
regulations on industry .

C harlo tte  Pipe has no know n violations o r enforcem ent actions before EPA.

A ttendees: Roddey D ow d (Owner), Brad M uller (C harlo tte  P ipe & F oundry  G ov’t Relations), M ax 
Justice (Legal C o n su lta n t/P a r tn e r  at P ark er Poe), and S tu a rt Jolly (consultant)

P o in ts o f  Contact:
Brad M uller j Ex. 6 Y Stuart J o lly f Ex. 6 ! ^  D era te  \ Ex. 6 !
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