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I b e  this submittal addrma your mmm abwt the p q m a d  rule. Thaak you 
for your tatter. If yw have furtba @rms, please wr&a me or your etamay 

ceatadbily Smitbsrm, in EPA's 0- of Congreusional and hw-tsl 
Rcfationa, at 202-564-1609. 



(1) In your ldter, PY rcqqcst (a) copier ofmy iatenral @cia, or 
gmmbgBPA'spreofiGes u b G d t o o v o i d t h c ~ o i ~ o ~  o r d u e  

ixNi&y s h e  lam&; 2001; and (c) Gph of all doam- c x c w  &an 
EPAandmpmmWivw o f t b ~ ~ l a r m d r y i o d u s t r y ~ J ~ 1 1 u a r y 2 0 0 1 .  

Inrpliponscto y o n r , ~ u i r y ~ ~ i a s ~ f i n t E l m a l p o t i c i e a o r ~ ~  
~ ~ ~ A . s ~ ~ o d & @ ~ ~ o r p r i ~ r & m ~ I b a v e  
PnPeb#f two doaumcats: (I) tb Augmt 6,1993, M e m o t d m  to BJI Empbyem, the 
subject efwhkh'io "S- the Public -*an6 (2) the mlie ~rnro~vamcnt Policy. 
These -011ts ad&@ EFA's policies w%t & to pub& pa&cipatim -&out 
this rukmkkI8, r e  have strived to ~ase t  with ~~ whmever they requastad a 
mesting and bgcrt aocoptad their input witm it was OM. Out oxtansive captact with all 
s t P k Q h o b  u show in the h k e t  br Or t h i s  a c h  include# wdtten 
~ a r r e s p o w  with mpemnWivc8 of variow in- @es a d  r e ~ ~ r d s  of meetings 
betwan EPA md the various stak&oIdcf groups. 

00; this ~ n g .  W'bi1~ you have oniy & d o n  since ~ ~ U a t y  
W1, 'pu &wlU bb amre thnt thc 8.mt p m d w s s  wsn f b 1 1 o w s d ~ ~  ws inieated the 

(2) l n ~ M ~ , y o u e x p r a s s ~ 1 m t h a t E h s W l a u n d r y i n d w X r y h a d  
czkmiva access to a-cy decision mabas while other #ikeholders w e n  left out 

7 7 

of the rule dkveIqmcnt pracess. 

As previously noted, EPA has bem mbeting with vurious stataholdas throughwt flm 
mlmulldng process to t h i w s  the #Gatus ~f the proposed rule -ad how i t  would e t  
thefr wnstitw&. We; have included 1 list of JI d c d m M . r ~  We held over the 



c a s l o o f h v e ~ t h e d e .  ~ b u g h v e d i d m e s t v a h t b . I r m d n e s ~ ~ t h e  
pmccss,we& & ~ ~ t h e o t t l a r ~ l d e r ~ u p a $ a a t ~ ~ i a t b e  
rulemaking, especidly the m a a m  of dhposable wipes and the r6pmantativ.s of 
the printiag hiwhy, whicb uses many of tk wipes that wouId be rvPfccted by the rule. 

The pnrpoaad rule took into BCCOM~ the prc-praposaI input ws received from all 
s t n k ~ ~ w h o ~ i ~ : t h e i a p u t ~ m ~ t c y s 3 s k d r o k i n s - - t b e  
gcnsn14m of wiRcs, &e mebs of &msable wipes, d the industrial 1 - w  well 
as tbs iDprnt of otho btrzded perXies, bcl- UNLTE, thc laPedry workers 
rqmmddvb~, d the Si~ i ra  W. 

(3) You expzw a a n c a n  that EPA IimiEid i& disclorues to the public of 
with sfslcholdezs p&s tho summer of 2001. 

Ow p d w  with respect to diS0Somc.q to the public af with: e tekdro lh  
has be& wnSisant (hro~&~t this ~Stmnkhg and did not change aer the summa of 
2001. Additionally, our uolicies for p E m g  mataials in the docket did not change. EPA's 
~ e y o f m ~ ~ m o ~ ~ ~ ~ P ~ ~ ~ ~ t ~ ~ i ~ s  
M q p b o c a r a .  thtbrninald to theaodcet regarding SEakckddaa- 
d c c h d  riDct 2401 probPbly bkEnvust ~ u ~ d \ r t  &dries BPLd intbrerntion from ootaide 
pafide ~~. SPrBLboMers wark aware &at EPA was, at that point, no longex activcl y 
~eringiaf~nnatian~rdrrtathotwoufdP&dtltGouttDlntafths,&,bur,~,~ 
mdung inlmtd decisions, rhs mIs, and going t b q h  intend reviews. 
However, whan we received nqm tbm 8takaholh ta we acco83modstad.ffiosc 
rcq-. 

(4) We would dso like lo addrcq your cogcan that the laud&% weze given an 
opportunity to view and 6ommmt on @A's decisions a d  dsaa m b k ,  
wheas 0th stakeholdem were left out of the prcrcese. 

iPizsh3rsgton Post article implie6 that EPA ptoulded mpr~ledldvc9 of iodustrial 
Iawddw tbtoppady to d e w  agency decisions d wrtQlsiw preamble and rule 
~ T b c ~ c b i d a r t i f i e s n f ~ s ~ t s a c e s ' t h a t w c ~ v i d B d t o ~  . ' 
rspsklantotiMs lfiat wodd gsndly  apply to dl q u l ~  ot the prepad mge. nhe 
mntemm dmribs fhe rsgd&y stoQls ofEontamnaW inAnsrria1 wipcg during the 
pQiad btwea ptqosd snd fEMf W o n  of the reguktia. 'Weso k i d  of JzktameoSs ars 
af&n h1udbB m thc pr-bk to prapod rules to elimintxte any coxifmion mi r 
mabdrt's reguhmy status while mbddngs lrre p c d h &  la this case, a lauadry 
mpmsdvc had specifically su@ we in&& such m ltllplauation in inprmnble 
to the praposed rqplation. To cbsurc tbf we qbmd thdr cooccsn, we &ired the 
~ m e t s ~ t r j t h t b G 1 P ( l l l ~ i a d u s t r y , w h o ~ a f ~ n r i n o r c s P n g ~ w h i & d i d n ' t  . 
sffed the srtbshce of tht staterant. W e  cm&&ad some d . f e  edits to be an 
impmwmat m our original d d  end, aRer iatGmsl Ageacy review, included those in tbe 



The commmts we bi01udeQ &d not &ect Be I@ or 
thir or any prrrpomd &. 

i Other thgl tbese fw sen-, after final management decisions were made &I lfie 
NLrmPking in the fall of 2001, no drafts of lhe preamble or regulatory text wen proniled 
tn any ornside slekshslbew, oxhg than lo statns r c p t t 6 d  en our work p u p .  

(diqmabc) wim not to kmkim. h &ti& our a d p i s  &mated &at for wwipbs 
iiaootea bytBcmlt,thc~ewi~'marlcGtsharelnaypo~~y~nduadthneto 



bd4% of AttachGnts 

EPA's August 6,2003 McnmMandum to All lhploycw, "Sewing Efia Public Inked '  

=A's Public I n v o l ~  Policy 

EPA M d n g a  With Manbus of Public on Wipes Rule 

EPA Maetings with Representatives of the JndusAal Laundry Mustty 

Index of Waords of Contad Betwta! ladustrial Lwndry Industry RGpnscatatives and 
EPA llffer a001 in Solvcnt-Con~atcd Wipss Rulsm* Docket (RCRA-2aO3-0004) 

Raeords of contact Bet- EPA Perronnd and Representatives ofthe Industrid 
madry Industry smce Jaqusry 2001 


