Suggested Format for Letter to House 3c¢lence Curnrnil:tea:

Rapresentative F. James Sensen brenner
House Commies on Scienta

Raybum Housa Bullding

Room 2332

Washinglon, D 20510

Re: Haaring on "EPA Sludga Rule: Cinged Minds or Open Debate”

| would like 1o provide you wilh my peespactive regarding Lthe process by which the above-
referenced S EFA 503 Rule governing biosolids was developed. | hava been invelved in the
management of biosolids since_ [year) as {Describe involverment-£.g., generator, angineer,
research, elg.). | am farmiliar with Ine background for the Rule and the exlensive discUSSIGNS
amcng researchers and the Agency as e Rule was propo ged and promulgated in 1553

As noted in e Preamble to the Final Rule, thousands of pagas of wiritten Comments wara
received and addressad. Beyond that, @ Seiantific Paer Review Commiltee consisting af miany
of tha foramust indepandsnt rasearchers on environmental and ag ticultural aspects of biosolids
usa ware directly involved in an ongoing dialogue with EPA regarding the data and risk
calculations that constitute tha Final Rule, An extensive review by tha Mational Academy of
Seianca's Mational Research Council was also vonducted. Both of thase revlaws pravide
overwhelming avidence thal the 503 Rule was based on the best scance available.

Knowing., as | do, the extensive and delailed disoussions surrounding the 503 standards, | firrnly
heliava that the best available scientiic information was incerpo rated inlo these standards.
While scientific opinion, like 8ny other, encompasses a proad range of viewpoints, the Agancy
received apd assessed input reflecting those viewpos. Sinee the promulgation of the Rule,
some Individuals have sxpressed concems about tha scienbific validity of the 503 standards.
Many of Ihe questions raised by these individuals were addressad by lha Pesr Review
Committea’s input to 503, and have been fhoroug hly discussed in the support dgncuments, which
are extensiva and complex. tbeligve that a horough review ol theze decurnents will convinca
an objecliva individual that the regulatory standards and conclu siong are valid and highly
protective and conservaliva.

The implications of a finding by your committee thal cast doubt on this rute-making process and
its resulls eculd be davastating to public canfidence in the many bioselids management
programs conducted by thousands of municipal facilities that treatl wasliewater throughout the
country. Thare would likely be severe negalive consequences Lo the ervironment and
ralepayers if such programs were stopped dua to misconcephans and eroneuJs opinicns about
Ihe federat regutatory standards. While there is alway$s (0om for impravement in terms of
additlinnal information gatharing and operational practce, it Makes no gense to abandon whal
currently rests on firm seientilic and pperational ground.

| believe my comments reflect the vast majority of opinion of IN0se invelved in biosolids
management, and | urge you to baza any cenclusions you reach on information and facls, not
rhaloric and opinien.

| request that this lener be made part of the forrnal hearing record.

Respactfully,



