January 14, 2003

Mr. Thomas Skinner

Director

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region V

77 West Jackson Blvd.

Chicago, Illinois 60604

 

Dear Mr. Skinner:

Thank you for promptly returning my phone call on Thursday. I appreciate your courtesy and your understanding of the seriousness of this matter.

As I told you, I am distressed that my constituents are angry about the way in which the public hearing in my Congressional District on the proposed land ban exemption was handled on Wednesday, January 8. I think we can both agree that the citizens who will be most effected by the proposed deep injection wells have a right to be heard and to know that their concerns are being taken seriously by the very agency entrusted to ensure their safety and well-being. Unfortunately, the citizens who attended this hearing do not believe this to be the case.

Ordinarily, when a federal agency holds a hearing, federal representatives are among the first to speak, with other elected officials speaking shortly thereafter. My district representative, Lauri K. Elbing, was present at the meeting and identified herself as my representative. Ms. Elbing was not granted the opportunity to speak during that time. Instead she read my statement during the general public comment period and was cut off before finishing. This similar discourtesy was also visited upon officials from Wayne County and members of the Romulus City Council.

I understand there was a three-minute time limitation on speaking. However, my staff informs me that the time limitation was arbitrarily enforced. The result of this ambiguous system was that citizens, including my staff and a senior Wayne County official, Cameron Priebe, were cut off mid-statement. Regardless, I would hope that EPA would allow the statement of the elected representative of over 600,000 constituents, and the Ranking Members of the EPA’s committee of jurisdiction, to be read into the record in its entirety.

I am also informed that there was insufficient public notice for this hearing. Southeast Michigan is home to many newspapers, with the most widely read being the Detroit News and the Detroit Free Press. The notice, however, was only sent to the Romulus Roman and the News Herald. Why were the two most widely read papers not sent the notice for publication? If EPA genuinely wanted to hear the comments of Southeast Michigan citizens, the notice would have gone in all four papers.

Further, the public notice stated that the permit and full fact sheet would be at the Romulus Public Library, Henry Ford Centennial Library and Taylor Community Library for the public to review. Several citizens who attempted to gain access to these documents have informed me that the documents were not at the above stated libraries. These citizens reported that the libraries told them they had not received the documents and had no knowledge of the public notice. I believe you would agree this is most troubling.

Lastly, several of the 500 citizens who attended the hearing were rather offended that one EPA staff member kept dozing off during the hearing. This behavior certainly does not give me or my constituents the impression that the EPA is interested in what they have to say about a hazardous waste deep injection well which will be located right in their backyards.

As we spoke about on the phone, our system of government is designed so that the wishes of the public are heard and taken into consideration before a major decision takes place. The way in which EPA handled the meeting does not appear consistent with those purposes. It appeared to many that EPA was simply going through the motions to rubber stamp a permit that the citizens are firmly against. This is not good government.

In an effort to assure my constituents that EPA is attuned to their concerns, I am requesting a new public hearing. Of course, the proper 60-day notification should take place. Additionally, I would request that the hearing be scheduled during a district work period so that I may attend to be sure that the concerns of my constituents are being heard with proper respect and the attention they deserve. I would note that the next district work period outside of the 60-day notification is in late April. A date between April 22 – 28 would be appreciated. Of course, the comment period should, at a minimum, remain open through the date of the new hearing.

I thank you in advance for your cooperation. Please contact Katie Murtha at (202) 225-4071 when you have come to a decision about a rescheduled hearing.

With every good wish,

Sincerely yours,

John D. Dingell

Member of Congress

cc: Christine Todd Whitman

