Johnson, Robert <O8T>

From: Shane, Jeff <QS7»>

Sent; Wednesday, May 23, 2007 11 43 AM
To: Johnsorn, Robert <QST>

Subject: Re: Email

A timely response To my email Y
“m would have peen helpful,  Our bess is gl
not nappy aboub relving on the

antul rhis SED ends (shortliy),

sterday, or a phone call -- nar
sng impatient for informari
and email is my only copnect

With you when I get back this a

(a3

Soess Driginan Message e----
I nrison, Robert <08T»
To: Srane, Jeff <0

Wed May 23 11:37:3: 200

d oy §
Ly Emall

The last email isn't 3 good conuversation for email. [ think we need to know how much we
want 1o get out of our lane on this. At lteast on the press side WH was clear yesterday in
telling ug to leave it to the other agency. Do wo know Lf they feel the same Wway about
the rest of the pleces of the issue? Tyler and I talked abeut this this morning.




DeHaan, Robert <OST>

From: DeHaan, Rocert <OST>

Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2007 12:18 PM
To: Buvall, Tyier <OST>

Subject; Re: EPA waiver

L on this., We gre CIying to reach Rosen to talk fo him about WH
hat are not entirely consistent.

- riginal Message --~--
From: Duvall, Tyler <08T>

To: Shane, Jeff <Q8T>; DeHaan, Robert <08T>; Gros, Simon <0ST>; Cumber, Husein <0O58T>
Cor Wascom, Michael <0ST»; Johnson, Robert <038T7>

Sent: Wed May 23 11:35.00 2007

Subiect: Re: EPA wa.ver

I'm discussing this with Kerry C'Hare. I think we need Lo be a kit careful with this,

————— Original Message -----

From: Shane, Jeff <08T7>

To: Duvall, Tylier <08T>; DeHaan, Robert <Q8T>»; Greos, Simon <O08T>; Cumber, Husein LOET
Cc: Wascom, Michael <0873; Johnscn, Robert <0S8T»>

Sent: Wed May 23 11:30:38 2007

Subject: Re: EPA waiver

Lre we making any headway in identifying sympathetic governors? Sl asked me about this
gain this morning. [ haven't had a response from anyone. She's going Lo want to address
t this afterncoon.

————— Original Message --~---

From: Shane, Jeff <087

Te: Duvall, Tyler <087, DeHaan, Robert <ost>; Gros, Simon <OST>; Cumber, Husein <0ST>
Cor Wascom, Michael <O8T>; Johnson, Robert <ogTs

Sent: Tue May 22 1%:04:31 2007

Subject: EPA waiver

81 asked that we devalop some ideas asap about facilitating a pushback from governcrs
{esp, D's! and otherg opppsed to plecemeal regulation of emissions, as per CA's waiver
pefition.  She has heard that such cbjections could have an important effect on the way
Tongress looks at the issue,




Johnson, Robert <OST>

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject;

Original Mess
Jdohnson,
Duvall,

Tyler
Wed May 23 1
: Update

Johnson
WH wants
mmportant

agsked heor
Us to

but

engage
the

Robert
COET>

TrIEonon

veyodo

- et

Duvall, Tyier <QST>

Wednesday, May 23, 2007 12 40 pM
Johnson, Robert <QST>

Re: Update

<O8T>

this yesterday. i
your list

CELSLS fthat Joff

have
together,
Shane makes

fatked Jess is checking te see

She knows about rthar.



Johnson, Robert <OST>

From: Sharp, Jess

e Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2007 2 55 PM
To: Johnson, Robert <QOST>
Subject: Re: Can you call me?

Om Marty Hall, CO5 at CEQG? T fiqured he'd be able to get you a faster
Guy tc Know,

~~~~~ Uriginal Message -——w--
From: Robers, Fonns on -

To: Bharp, Jess
010010 2007

Sent: Wed May 23
Subject: RE: Can vou call me?

im hers, Thanks.

wwwww Original Message-——e-—w-
From: Sharp, Jess h—,——-_
Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2007 12:08 M

To: Johrson, Robert <08T>
Subject: Re: Can you call me?

Can you give me 10 miny

===~ Original Message —-—---

e Rebers . Johnzon (NG
a: Bharp, Jess
Wed May 23 1
dect: Can you o

-

witn EPR and I need your advice.,

Kinda urgent,




Page I of |

Johnson, Robert <OST>

e From: Snyder Sandy <QST>
Sent:  Frday May 25, 2007 12 24 PM
To: Johnsen, Robert <QS8T»>

Subject: Phone call from Marty Hall.

Marty Hall

“Ok wi S making calls. spoke with Steve Johnson yesterday™

6/21/2007



Page 1 of |

Johnson, Robert <OST>

a from: -

Sent:  Thursday. May 31, 2007 846 AM
To: Johnson, Robert <Q8T>
Subject: Calls to Gov's

Robert, | hope Alex arrived safely, and that the two of you enjoy your da
Tylerijenny mentioned yesterday that they thought the WH had approv

discussed with Administrator Johnson, IF 50, | should get those waorked
krow,

y together. Sorry to bother you, but
ed calls to the Gov's on the issue 1 had
in today or tomorrow. Please lat me

Thanks, Mary

H2172007



Johnson, Robert <QS8T>
day, May 31, 2007 9:47 AM

He: Calls 1o Gov's

I have discussed with Husein and he will corral the parts with the goal af doing these
today.

n, Robert <087
Sent: Thu May 31 08:45:41 2007
Subject: Calls to Gov'a

Robert, I hope gl arrived safely, and that the two of you enjoy your day together.
Sorry to bother you, but Tyler/Jenny mentioned yésterday that they thought the WH had
approved calls to the Gov'z on the issue I had discussed with Administrator Johnson. If
&0, I should get those worked in ctoday or tomoryow. Please let me know,

Thanks, Mary




Johnson, Robert <OST>

From: H
a Sent: sday, May 31, 2007 9:58 AM
To: Johnson, Robert <OST>
Subject: RE: Cafls to Gov's

1t Yo me yesterday, buat ] wanted to fouch base with you first,

Pas

Tvler did ment

~~~~~~ Yriginal Message-e—--
From: Johngan, Roberr <OET

May 1§ AM

Sennz dhuarsday, ¥ 31, 2007
: V"g
SUbTECL: Re: Calls ko Gov's

They have and I asked Tyler to taik to you abcut those calls he thought you should make.
He was o do that yesterday. [ will follow up with him,

~~~~~ B i N2l Message «--ww
From: ﬁ
To: Johrson, Robert <OST»

Sent: Thu May 31 08:4%.41 2007
Subject: Calls to Gov's

Fobere, 1 hope (B arriveq safely, and that the two of you enjoy your day together,
30rry to bother you, but Tyler/Jenny mentioned yesterday that they thought the WH had
approved calls to the Gov's on the igsue I had discussed with Administrator Johnsen., If
33, I should get those worked in teday or tomorrow, Please let me know.

hanks, Mary




Johnson, Robert <OST>

From:
Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2007 1101 AM

To: Johnson, Robert <QST»
Subject: RE: Calls to Gov's

856 did T - no problem.  wWe sre WOIKING o get the calls scheduled later today.

Tmom-Origingl Mussage--—-w
From: Johnson, Robert <onts

San ursday, May 31, 2007 9:59 aAM
Tao:

Subriect: Re: Zails fo Cov's

H

Ne problem.  Sorry I forgot to mention i1t at sunch yestorday.

~~~~~ Wo1nal Message —--w-e
rom:

@ Jolinson, Roberr <QST>

o

bt Thu May 31 $9:58:17 2007
ubject: RE: Calls to Gov's

Lr i -3 m

Tyler did mention it to me yesterday, but I wanted to touch base with you firse,

From: Johnsen, Robere <O8T»

Sentﬂursday, May 31, 2007 9:18 aM
To:
BubJ&CT: Re: Calls to Gov's

‘hey nave and I asked Tyier to talk to you about those calls he thought you should make.
He was to do thar vesterday., I will follow up with him,

————— il - 131 Message - -w-
Prom:
To:r JoBnson, Robert <0S7s

Sent: Thu May 31 05:45:41 2007
Subject: Calls to Gov's

Robert, I hope WM arrived safely, and that the twe of Yeu enjoy your day together,
Jorry to bother yeu, but Tyler/Jenny mentioned yesterday that they thought the WH hag
approved calls to the Gov's on the issue I had discussed with Administrator Johnscn, If
3¢, 1 should get those worked in teday or tomorrcw.  Please let me Rnow,

i

Thanks, Mary




Wood, Steve <NHTSA>

From: Cooke, Anthony <NHTSA>

Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2007 12:59 PM

To: Brosnahan, Jennifer <O8T> _

Ce: Nason, Nicole <NHTSA>,; Harringtan, Michael <NHTSA>: Kelly, David <NHTSA>; Wood,
Steve <NHTSA>

Subject: Fw:

Jen,

The following are some bullets about Che waiver process, iL'm working at home during the

move &0 L nad to emall myself the attached message - I hope the format is readable.)

A few preliminary notes:
1. The comment pericd is open until June 15.
2 Accerding te the EPA notice on the waiver, "EPAs policy is that all comments received

will be included ip the public docker.". 1If a State were te weigh in, they should
consider ex parte rules - although it would be EPAs place to advise them on this.,

3. The first bullet includes the policy issue, T believe, for the state. Please no:te
that T have not had an opportunity to vet this within the agency .

4. Finally, the governors' staff wha is werking on this issue will want to read the EPA
novtice at 72 FR 21260 (April 30, 2007).

I can be reached on my cell ar 4

————— Original Message -----
From: amcook . )

To: Cooke, Anthony <NHTSA>
erity Thu May 3% 12:13:37 2007

. The State of __ may be interested in weighing in with EFA on a matter currently
under congideration at that agency

relating to state-level regulation of greenhouse gas emissions from vehicles that, in
effect, could lead to a patchwork of fairly stringent state-bhy-state fuel eCoOnomy
standards.

Compliance with such a regulatory system could have significant impacts on the domestic
cary industry.
. The State of California has adopted greenhouse gas emlssion regulations for
passenger cars and light-ducy trucks

beginning in the model vear 2009,

- The Department of Transportation views raequlation of GHG emissionsg, specifically CGO2,
rom a vehicle to be the same as regulation of fuel economy .  As a practical matter, the

Y way Lo control the emission of €02 from a vehicle is to regulate the fuel economy of
that vehicle.

. The Clean Alr Act says states may not regulate emissions unless they are granted
a waiver by the EPAL.

Tt California receives such a wa

tver allowing them to enforce these emission regulations, any state would be permitted ro
ar reguliatic

-

3T

™

enact gimil

We understand rthar of states have already indicated thar they would follow
Talifcornia’s lead | Conn. . Maine, Maryland, Massachusetzs, New Jergey, New York,
Oregon, Pennsyivania, Island, vermont, and Washington.
Thisg waiver request isg currently pefore the EPA to decide and they are recaiving
nothe matter from interested parties
5. EPA has also already held 2 public hearings




-

&

Wood, Steve <NHTSA>

From: Couke, Anthony <NHTSA>
&em: Thursday, May 31, 2007 10:50 PM

To: Wood, Steve <NHTSA>

Subject: Fw: cal waiver TPs

Steve,

wWhat do you zhink?

~~~~~ Criginal Message -~-w-

From: Brosnahan, Jennifer <0sT>

To: Cooke, Anthony -~NHETSA>

Te: Duvall, Tyler <05T»; DeHaan, Robert <OST»
Sent: Thu May 31 19:20:29 2007

Subrject: FW: cal waiver TPs

Tony - The calls were put off until tomorrow. Thanks again for the scramble to put the
TPs together, With the added time, I've rearranged the draft slightly. what do you
think?

Thanks for any thoughts.
Jenny

- As you may know, the EPA is currently considering a peticien by the State of California,
in which California seeks permission to regulate greenhouse gas emissions from vehicles.

- This petition is called a "waiver petition® because California seeks a waiver of the
normal rule that state regulations are preempted under the Clean Air Act.

a A a practical matter, the only way to regulate the emission of CQ2 from a vehicle is to
requlate the fuel economy ¢f that vehicle, and the United States currently has a
naticnally uniform regulatory scheme for fuel econemy, through NHTSA regulations.

18 EPA grants California's petizion, Califernia could impose its own more stringent fuel
economy regulations, any state would be permitced to enact similar regulations. The door
would thus be opened Lo an eventual patchwork of state-by-state fuel economy standards.

- We understand that a number of states have already indicated that they would follow
California’s lead including: Conn., Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York,
Gregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, and Washington.

- Compliance with such a regqulatory patchwork could have significant impacts on the
domestic car industry, so I know it is of great interest to your statea.

- The EPA has held 2 public meetings regarding the California waiver petition and is
currently recelving comments from the public until June 1%,

- According to the EPA’'s public notice abour this matter, "EPAs policy iz rthat all
Tents in the public docket.*

1
o
£
ja¥
o
{1

wents received wiil be in

2 Federal Register 21260 (April 30, 20070 0

Cooke, An
 Thursday, ™
To: Brosnpahan, Jer

Cor Nason, Nioccle <NHTSAR»: Havvington, Michael <NHE

5
f_ g
By
<&
T

Shx: Helly, David <NETSA>: Woo

ubiect: Pw:



The following are some bullets about the waiver process. {I'm working at home during the
move $0 I had to email myself the attached message - I hope the format is readable.)

A preliminary notes:
i. The comment period is open until Junpe 15.
@2. Aocording Lo the EPA norice on the waiver, "EPAS pelicy is that all comments received
will be included in the public docket.". If a State were to weigh in, they should
consider ex parte rules - although it would be EPAs place to advise them on this.
The first bullet includes the policy issue, I believe, for the state, Please note
hat I have not nad an opportunity to vet chis within the agency.
Finaily, the governors' staff who {8 working on this issue will want to raad the EPA
ctice at 72 FR 21260 (April 3%, 2307).

can De reached on my cell ab Semm——_—“ ;

4

------ Griginal Message -----
From: amcooke _ .

Te: Cocke, Anthony <NHTSA>
Sent: Thu May 31 12:13:37 2007

The State of __ may be interested in weighing in with EPA on a matter currently
under congideration at that agency
relating te state-level regulation of greenhouse gas emissions from vehicles that, in
effect, could lead to a patchwork of fairly stringent state-by-state fuesl economy
standards.
Compllance with such a regulatory system could have significant impacts con the domestic
car industry.
. The Stare of California has adopted greenhouse gas emission regulations for
passenger cars and light-duty Srucks
beginning in the model year 2009.
- The Department of Transportaticn views regulation of GHG .emissions, specifically o2,
from a vehicle to be the same as regulation of fuel economy. As a practical matter, the
prly way to control the emission of CO2 from a vehicle is to regulate the fuel sconemy of
nat vehicle.
. The Cliean Alr AcCt says scates may not regulate emissions unless they are granted
a waiver by the EPA.
If California receives such a wa
fver allowing them to enforce these emission regulations, any state would be permitted to
enact similar regulations.
We understand that a number of states have already indicated that they would follow
California’'s lead including: Conn., Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York,
Cregon, Pennsylwvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, and Washington.
. This waiver request is currently before the EPA to decide and they are recelving
comments on the matter from interested parties
until June 15. EPA has also already held 2 publiic hearings.




" Wood, Steve <NHTSA>

From: Wood, Steve <NHTSA>

Sent: Friday, June 01, 2007 7:27 AM
To; Cooke, Anthony <NHTSA>
Subject: RE: cal waiver TPs
Attachments: California waiver TP .doc

(’

California watver
TP doc (26 K.

I thipk that I would like to aet rid of the headaches T ve had for the last 24 hours,

I
Aside from rthat(you can see the epdits in the actachment) :
- AS youor

. ! i,
1n o which

vehicleg,

Wy know, the EPA isg currently considering a petirion by the State of California,
alitornia seekings permission to regulate greenhouse gas emissions from

» This petition is ~alled a *waiver petition" because California seeks a walver of the
i rule that stare regulaticns are preempted under the Clean Air Ack.

|

normad

- A8 & practical matter, the only way to regulate the tallpipe emission of CO2 from a
vehicle is to regulate the fuel economy of that vehicle, and the United States currently
has a nationally uniform regulatory scheme for fuel economy, through NHTSA regulations.

- If EPA grants California’s petition, Califernia could begin to enforceimpose its own
More stringent fuel economy regulations which it has already adepted. Further, any state
would be permitted to enact similar regulaticons. The door weould thus he opened to an
everitual patchwerk of state-by-state fuel economy standards.

- We understand that a number of states have already adoptedindicated that they would
follow California’s regulationslead ingluding: Connecticut,, Maine, Maryland,
Massachuuetts, New Jersey, New York, Cregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, and

Washington.

- Compliance with such a regulatery patchwork could have significant impacts on the

domestic car and light truck industry, sc I know it ig of great interest tg your state.
he EPA has held 2 pub
vl rit

¢ meetings regarding the Californ 4 walver petition and is
LY receiving w vl L 1

i i
en comrents frow the public until Ju

T
currern

- According to the EPA's publ ice about this ma-ter, “FrA‘g poLicy is ¢
comments recelved wii. he | in the public docker.
fe BEFA rotlice s oavallable ar To Federa. Register 212690 Aprii 30, 2007
ginal Mesgage-----
P JHEe, Anthony <NHTSA-
Ser d 303102007 L0:RG M
T Sreve <MNHTSA>
Sul T walver Trhg
Think?
------ Criginal Message ----- -
-



L= o

nroBragnahan, Cornifer ongTs
Ceoke, Anthony <NHTSA

-
Moy 3 102 et - Tl
LN L s, Yo "\'JSi", Des

Thu May 31 1%:20.:29
Sublect: P9 o4l waiver TDy
Tony - The calls were PN ottt until romorrow.  Thanks agdain {or the scramble to Ut the
TPs rogether, With the added Sime, Drwve rearranged she drafre siighrly. What do you

Thanks for any “noaghts .

Jenny

- AS ¥ou may know, the EPA isg currently considering a petirion by the State of CTalifornia,
in owhich California seeks permission oo requidte greenhouse gas emissions from vehicles

- This perition is malled a “waiver petition" because California seecks a waiver of the

normal rule that stare regulations are preempted under rhe Clean Air Act,

matter, the only way to regulate the emission of CO2 from a vehicle is to
te the fuel economy of that vehicle, and the United Stares currently has a

nationally uniform regqulatory scheme for fuel economy, through NHTSA regulations.

It EPA grants Califarnia‘'s pecition, California could impose its own more stringent fuel

teconomy regulations, any state would be permitted to enact similar regulations. The door

would thus be opened o an eventual pactchwork of state-by-state fuel economy standards,

il

understand that a number of states have already indicateg that they weould follow

- We
California's lead including: Conn., Malne, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York,
Uregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, and Washington.

- Compliance with such a regulatory patchwork could have significant impacts on the
domestic car industry, so T know it is of great interest =g YOUr state.

"~ The EPA has held 2 public meetings regarding the California waiver petition and ig

currently receiving comments from the public until June 15,

- According to the EPA's public notice about this ratter., "EPAs policy is that ail
comments received will be included in the public docker.

iThe EPA notice is available ar V2 Federal Register 21260 {April 30, 200731.)

~~~~~ Original Message-----
From: Cooke, Anthony <NHTSA»
Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2007 12 59 pM
To: Brosrahan, Jennifer <ogrs
Nascn, Nicole <NHTSA»; Harrington, Michael <NHTSA>; Relly, David <NHTSA>; VYood, Steve

MW

bullets abou- rre WALVEer process, I 4t home during the
myse.l the av-ached Tessagd - I hope nh 18 readable, )

TOLININATY noteg:

"EPAS pollcy ls thar all comments recelved
State were o weigh in, “hey sheould

EFAS place ©o advise rhem on thls

I i £ he grate, F.ease ngote




----- Sriginal Meossage
rom:  amcos ki ————— e —

Coake, Anthony

o Tha May 3112

The Srate of ray be interested in woelghlng in with EFA on g Mgt tor Current b
Y
L rthat agency

indler oonsiderstion at

relanlng Lo gtare-lovel regulanion of greenhouse gas ermissinns from vehicles shat, in
eftect, oould lead T2 a patchwork of fairly stringent stute-by-srure fuel CCOnGmY

standards .
Compliance with such a regqulatory system could have signiticant impacts an the domestic
car industry,

. The State of Califarnia has adoptoed greernhouse gas emission regula
Passenger cars and light-duty trucks

beqinning in the model vear 2009,

- The Department of Transportation views regquiaricn of GHG emissions, specifically €02,
from a vehicle t2 be the same 48 reqguiation of fuel eoonamy.  As a practical matrter, rthe
only way te control rthe emission of COZ from a vehicle is to regulate the fuel economy of
that vehicle.

- The (lean Alr Act says stateg may not regulate emissions unless they are grantod

a4 waiver by the EPA.

If California receives such a wa

iver ailowing them to enforce these emission regulations, any state would be permitted ko
enact similar regulations.

We understand that a number of srates have already indicated that they would follow
Califeornia's lead including: Conn., Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York,
Oregoen, Pennsylvania, Rhode Igsland, Vermonrt, and Washingron.

. This waiver request is currently before the EPFA to decide and they are receiving
comments on the matter from interested parties

unt il Jure 1%, EPA has also already held 2 public hearings.




- As you may know, the EPA iy currently considering a petition by the Stue of Californig,
seekie g permission to regulate preenhuuse gas emissions from vehicles,

- This petition is called o “waiver petition” because Califirnia seeks a waiver of the
normal rule that sate regulations are preempted under the Clean Air Act.

- Asa practical matter, the only way 1o regulate the alyipe emission of CO2 from a
vehicle i to regulate the fuel econumy of that vehicle, and the United States vurrently has
a mationally uniform regolatory scheme for fuel economy, through NHTSA regulations,

WEPA grants California's petition. California vould Pewe e ertoe e its owen more
strmvgent fuel economy regulations « it o b arvesdy b it fortor any stae
would be permiited w0 enact similar regulations. The door would thus be opened toan
eventual paichwork of state-hy-state fuel economy standards,

- We understand that a number of states have aiready adopnecCalifornia's pegnhahioay
Connet oy, Maine, Muryland. Massachusetts. New Jersey, New York, Oregon,
Pennsylvania. Rhode Island, Vermant, und Washington,

- Compliance with such 4 regulatory patchwork could have significant impacts on the
domestic car and g ik industry, so [ know itis of great interest to your state.

- The EPA has held 2 public meetings regarding the Catifornia waiver petition and is
currently receiving vty comments from the pubkic untif June 15,

- According o the EPA's public aotice about this matter, "EPA s policy is that all
comments received will be included in the public docket.”

(The EPA notice is available at 72 Federal Register 21260 (April 30, 2007)5
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Brosnaban, Jennifer <OST>

From: Grog, Sumon <OST=
Sent: Monday, June 04, 2007 3:34 BM
To:  Brosnahan, Jennifer <GS T>; Duvall, Tylar <Q8T>

Lan one of yvou guvs call me re: the calls (o govs on EPA waivers today? Husein called to say that she
now wants (o eall Dingell, Knollenberg, etc? What's going on?

Simon Gros
Deputy Chief of Staff
US Department of Transportation




Duvall, Tyler <OST>

From: Duvalf, Tyler <QST>

Sent: Monday, June (4, 2007 4.04 PM

To: Gros, Simon <OS7T>, Brosnanan, Jennifar <OST>
Subject: Re:

Jenny - did you talk te him?

------ Original Message -----

From: Gros, Simon <Q87»

Te¢: Bresnahan, Jennifer <O3T»; Duvall, Tyler <0sTs
Sent: Mon Jun 04 15:33:36 2007

SubTeCT:

Can cne of you guys call me re: the calls ro govs on EPR walvers today? Husein called ro
say that she now wants toe call Dingell, Enollenberyg, etc? What's going on?

Simon Gros
Deputy Chief of Staff
U8 Cepartment of Transportation

qﬁ,




Brosnahan, Jennifer <OST>

Brosnahan, Jennifer <QST»
Monday. Juns 04, 2007 4:05 PM
Duvall, Tyter <Q8T>

RE:

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

suggested he talk Lo you, teo, He has concerns about how thisg fits into rhe
of things we need to talk to rhege members about.
Seeesriginal Message-----
From: Duvall, Tyler «<OS8Ts
Sent: Monday, June 04, 2007 4:04 b

R
TG Brosnahan, Jennifer <0O8T>

Simon <08T»;

R

IO,

Subiect:

Jenry -~ did yvou talk ro him?
-~ Original Megmage -- - -
From: Gros, Simon <0O8T>
To: Brosnahan, Jennifer <O5T>; Duvall, Tyvler <0§7>
g Mon Jun 04 15:33:34 2007
Can one of vou guys call me re: the calls to govs on BEpa
Say that she now wants to call Bingell, Knollenberyg, erc?

of Staft
Transportar

1o

i

waivers today? Husein ralled to
What's going on?



Brosnahan, Jennifer <QST>

From: Duvall, Tyler <«OSTs
Sent; Menday, June 04, 2007 4:25 pM
To: Brosnahan, Jenniter <OST>

Subject: Re:

DR
o Original Message - ----
From: Brosnahan, H
Tor Duvall, Tyvler <087
; Mon Jun 44 16:04:39 2007
£ HE

suggested he talk oo you, £o0o.  He has concerns about how thig
ure of things we need to ralk to Lhese merbers about .

ooy

ce---Driginal Message-----
From: Duvall, Tyler <{QSTs

fent: Monday, June 04, 2007 4:04 PM

ot Gros. Simon «<08Ts: Brosnanan, Jennifer <087

Sunject: Re:

Jenny - did you talk ro him?

seese Drlginal Messag

Oros, Simon <O§

Brosnahan, ifer <087>; Duvall, Tyler <0O87-
i3

J
P Tt [
Mon o Jun D4 15

Lo ogovs on E waivers today?

e . T T e

me re: the oazlls
T3 172
Loi

Simen Srou
Deputy Chief of Statff
5 Deparoment of Transportaticn

BA
call Dingell, ¥noellenberg, etc? What o going on?

£ien

Husein

inr
inra

[ S



Gros, Simon <QS8T>

From: H

Sent; onday, JJune G4, 2007 6 50 PM
To: Gros. Simon <OS8T»>

Subject: Re: Member calis on EPA Waiver

Sounds good., Thx

----- Original Message -----

Frogee oros, Simon <O8T>
To: Cumber, Husein <OST>; Duvall, Tyler <O8T»

Sent: Mon Jun 04 18:47:37 2007
Subject: Member calls on EPA Waiver

Mary -

D spoke with Tyler and Husein after veur call with Gev. Granho!m today. They said that you'd like to call some
members of the M1 delegation on the waiver issue. Before you call the members themselves, et me reach out
to their staffs to see if the message can't be sent at the seaff level, We might not have to use a chit to get them

to see things our way.

Vil report back after | speak with staff.

Simorn

Simon Gros
Deputy Chiefl of Staff
US Department of Transportation




Brosnahan, Jennifer <OST>

From: Brosnaran, Jennifer <OS8T»>

Sent: Wednesday, June 06, 2007 5:07 FM

To: Stusrud, Katherine <OST»; Duyvall, Tyler «OST»>

Subject: RE: EPA Notice re California Clean Air Act Calfornia Waiver request

A's Deputy Ceneral Tounsel, who contirmed that the comment period is
She specuiarned thart any reference to an earlier date like June 8 or
O 8 internal deadline for deciding whethsr to extend

Dpesty

June been Adm. Jonng =1
v i%. Ssunds like he is poadering that decision, and mayhe
Wilben ot oros when he wasg talking o §-1.

She 1u roing to varily things on her end and gaeL back Lo me.

ce--0riginal Message---- -
Fram: Stusrud, Kabtherine <G8T»
Sont: Wednesday, June 06, 2007 5.53 PM
To: Brosnahan, Jennifer <QST>: Duvall, Tyler <0ST»
Sabject: Re: EPA Notice re California Clean Air Act California Waiver reguest

I will relay to 81, Is someone going to wvall Johnscn's office to clarify?

P ¢ Brounahan, Jennifer <0O87s
To: Duvali, Tyler <0STs; Stusrud, Katherine <037»

Sent: Wed Jun 06 16:5%8:06 2007

Sulbject: FW: EPA Notice re Caitfcornia Clean Air Act California Waiver reguest

attached Fed Reg notice abour the Cal. waiver petition. Tt says,
top of the right hard column, thas “EzA will keep the record

ial

{

what administrarer Johnson was talking about re June g

trer to you. Please send a fax #. Thanks.

[
-t

Kate- I can fax the Oge 1

Coake,

r PM

e Caiifornia Clean Air Aot Califeornia Waiver requesr

"t

j»: ing this to

Looyd

AT

Hediord,

<NHETSA>;

Mrionag: <NHTSA»



Ciean Air Act California Waivery redquess

Washington oC

Fupe 15 Ol

ot comment periad -
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Cumber, Husein <OST>

@ From: Cumber, Husein <QST»
Sent:  Wednesday, June 06 2007 612 PM
To: Gros, Simon <QST»
Ce: Duvall, Tyler <QST>, Brosnanhan, Jennifer <OST>

Subject: RE: Member calls on EPA Waiver
Anything come out of these calls?

----Criginal Message-----

From: Gros, Simon <0ST>

Sent: Monday, June 04, 2007 6:48 PM

To: Cumber, Husein <OST>; Duvall, Tyler <OST>
Sub : Member calls on EPA Walver

Mary -

I spoke with Tyler and Husein after your call with Gov. Granholm today. They said that yvou'd
like to call some members of the MI delegation on the waiver issue. Before you call the members
themselves, let me reach out to their staffs to see if the message can't be sent at the gtaff level,
We might not have to use a chit to get them to see things our way,

I'll report back after-l speak with staff,
0 Stmon

Simmon Gros
Deputy Chief of Staff
US Department of Transportation

G/23/2007
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Gros, Simon <QST>

From: Stusrud, Katherine <QS5T»

Sent;  Thursday, June 07, 2007 928 AM
To: Gros, Simen <O8T=

Subject: RE: Are you arpund?

Great ~ she just asked me Iast right to relay that on to you

From: Gros, Simon <QST>

Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2007 9:23 AM
To: Stusrud, Katherine <OST>
Subject: RE: Are you around?

I dont think it's going to be necessary - we are casting our net wide on this one.

From: Stusrud, Katherine <OST>
Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2007 9:16 AM
To: Gros, Siman <OST>

Subject: RE: Are you around?

Great ~ §1 also said iast night that she could make phone calls if necessary today.

From: Gros, Simon <QST»

Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2007 9115 AM
To: Stusrud, Katherine <QST>
Subject: RE: Are you around?

P have been in contact with Tyler this meming and have and continue to make calls,

e £ 3
From: Stusrud, Katherine <QST>
Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2007 9114 AM
To: Gros, Simon <0ST>
Subject: Are you around?

S1 wanted me to touch base with you asap regarding the Calfornia Clean Air Act Waiver request. She would like
us fo contact Members. | can come down and chat with you if you are in

Thanks,

kate

A0 Wia FA YAt
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Gros, Simon <QS8T>

From: Shahmorad:, Hedeh <0OST>
Sent; Thursday, June 07, 2007 10:47 AM
To: Gros, Simon <QST>

Subject: PLEASE RESPOND ASAP
Importance: High

Simon-- we are a bit concerned about the conversation on this task.. _appears to sound more like
lobbying. So we want to be careful on what exactly we say. Can you look over the points below and
see if this does the trick.

F have already made a bunch of calls. ..lovking back, I may have said more than I should have.. wilt let
you know what was said....but Kelly and Bill have me a bit paranoid now.
Of the folks ! talked to, most have said they need to check with their bosses.

- I'mnot sure if you are aware, but FPA ig currently considering a petition from the State of California
to set its own CO2 standards.

- The President announced that we are going to pursue rulemakings on a national level. If California
were to receive this waiver, this could Jead a patchwork of regulations on vehicie emissions which
would have significant impacts on the Hight truck and car industry.

- The EPA is currently receiving comments and the docket is opened until fune 15, However,
tomorrow the EPA Administator will decide whether or not to extend the deadline.

- We are gauging to see if your boss would be interested in submitting comments or reaching out to
your Governor’s Office for them to submit comments to the docket since this could greatly timpact the
auto lacilities within your District.

[If asked our position. we say we are in opposition of the waiver],

Let me know if this is sufficient, Thanks!

AT ITIT



Gros, Simon <QOST>

From: Shahmaoradi, Heideh <OST>

Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2007 10 50 AM
To: Gros, Simon <QS8T»>

Ce: Kolb, Kelly <OST>: Rayball, Bill <OST»
Subject: RE: PLEASE RESPOND ASAP

Ok.. thanks.

~~~~~ Original Message---. -

From: Gros, Simon <Q87T>

Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2007 10:49 &AM
To: Shahmoradi, Heideh <QST»>

Subject: Re: PLEASE RESPOND ASAP

There are fine but there is no problem with going farther if asked. { have cleared it with Lindy -

~~~~~ Original Message -

From: Shahmoradi, Heideh <QST»
To: Gros, Simon <O8T>

Sent: Thu Jun 07 10:47:04 2007
Subject: PLEASE RESPOND ASAP

Simon-+ we are a bit concerned about the conversation on this task....appears to sound more like lobbying.
So we want to be careful on what exactly we'say. Can you look ovér the points below and see if this does the

slﬂfk.

i have already made a bunch of calls.. looking back, 1 may have said more than i should have.. will let you
know what was said....but Kelly and Bill have me a bit paraticid now,

Of the folks [ talked to, most have said they need to check with their bosses.

- I'm not sure if you are aware, but EPA is currently considering a petition from the State of California to set
its own CO2 standards.

- The President announced rhat we are £01ng to pursue rulemakings on a national level H California were to
recelve this watver, this could lead a patchwork of regulations en vehicle emissions which wotld have
sigruficant impacts on the Ught truck and car mdustry.

- The EPA s currently receiving comments and the docket is opened until June 15, However, tomorrow the

SPA Admimstator will decide whether or not to extend the deadiine.

We are gauging to see il your boss would be interested in submitting comments or reaching out to your
Governor's Office for them o submit comments to the docket since this could greatly impact the auto facilities
i



within your [istrict

‘ {If asked our position, we say we are in opposition of the waiver},

Let me know if this is sufficient Thanks!
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Brosnahan, Jennifer <OST>

From: Brosnahan, Jennifer «QST»>
Sent: Thursday. June 07, 2007 11:23 AM
To: Brosnahan, Jennifer <0ST»: Duvall, Tyler <O8T>: O'Mare, Kerry <OST»: Gros, Simon <OST»

Subject: EPA update
importance; High

EPA GO's office says the Administrator is leaning toward NOT extending the comment period, but wants people
ta know that he has the discretion to accep! fate-filad comments. Sc the legislators and Governors should not
despair if they can't meet the June 15 dezdline.

Ais0, they asked for feedback asap (next hour or two) on whether we are ok wilh Adm. Johnson saying at the
hearing tomarrow that he 1s not exiending the comment pericd. Now's our chance to “raise a red flag” if we want
to.

From: Brosnahan, Jennifer <OST>

Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2007 11:08 AM

To: Duvall, Tvler <QST>: O'Hare, Kerry <0O8T>; Gros, Simon <0OST>
Subject: Granholm

Just tatked to Dan Beatlie of Gov. Granholm's staff, He said they are still working cut whather to respond through
the ERA process, or through the fegislative process, or both, He kicked around some possible approaches with
me for a comment to EPA. Sounds like, if they submit a comment, it will be on June 15 on the substance, rather

than an earlier comment seeking more time, though he understands that option.

Jeniifer B Brosnnhan
Deputy Geseral Counsel

LS, D:»!i;;rsmem of Transportation



Gros, Simon <QST>

From: Shahmoradi, Heigeh <QST>
Sent: Tnursday. June 07, 2007 1159 AM
To: Gros, Simen <Q8T>

Subject: RE: msg from Tyler

Will check.. so far no one has said they WILL comment, Many are interested but need to do further research
and check with the motor companies or their hosses.

~~~~~ Original Message -

From: Gros, Simon <Q8T»

Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2007 11:57 AM
To: Shahmoradi, Heideh <OS8T>

Subject: Fw: msg from Tyler

Importance: High

Any of these overlap?

Heading over to have lunch with Kamarck...

----- Original Message -----

From: Bresnahan, Jennifer <Q8T>

To: Gros, Simon <QO8T>

Co: Duvall, Tyler <OS8T»>

Bent: Thu Jun 07 11:35.04 2007

Subject: msg from Tyler

Message from Tyler; Apparently there is a bill {Boucher bill?} with 18 co-sponsors that would do the same
thing as denying the Cal. waiver, namely establish a uniform federal standard. It would be good to reach out

to those 18 co-sponsors,

Jenmifer R, Brosnahan
Deputy General Counsel
U.B. Department of Transportation

{fax)

-y



Brosnahan, Jennifer <OST>

From: Shahmoradi, Heideh «OST»>
Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2007 12:05 PM
Ta: Brosnahan. Jennifer <O8T>
Subject: FW: msg from Tyler

Imporiance: High

id you happen to know the bill number? Thanks!

iyinal Mogsago oe -
oznahan, Jennifer «<0ST>
Simon <{O87>
1i, Tyier <057

Tyler: Apparently there is a bill [Boucher bill?) with 18 co-sponsors that
same thing ay denying the Cal. waiver, namely establish a uniform federal
standard. It would be good to recach out to those 18 Cco-sponsors.

dennifior R, Brosnahan
Deputy General Coungel

ejzs Department of Transportation

L
L]

b



Gros, Simon <Q8T>
sday, June 07, 2007 1:.04 PM

If you'd like but he is very much on point. His staff ig algmo going to ping other members
of the automotive caucus for us.

My staff this morning called just about every auto-friendly member of this issue. No other
firm commitments but a number of offices with legitimate interest. We'll be able to get

Dingell too. .,

inal Message ---.-

: . Simon <O8Ts
Sent: Thu Jun 07 12:59:57 2007
Subiject: RE:

OK - got it. Do I need to touch base with Knollenberg to coordinate our efforcae?

----- Original Meassage-----
From: Gros, Simon <0O8T>
Sent: Thursday, June 07,
-To: Duvall, Tyler «08T»>;
_ Subject: Re:

Q07T 12:38 PM .
‘Brosnaban, Jenniféyr <08T»>; Cumber, Husein <OST»

inal disposition was to include language urging EPA to come to a decision - not ta
necessarily favor one side or the other.

vvvvv Original Message -----
From: Gros, Simon <OST>
Ta: Duvall, Tyler «<(Q8T»;
Sent: Thu Jun 07 12:26:22 204

Brosnahan, Jennifer <O8ST»

Full house approps committee is currently debating an amendment to the Interior approps
biil (includes epa funding} by Clver to report language that urges epa to issue the CA
walver. Knollenberyg is vigorously opposing the amendment right now - he will also send a
comment to epa and a letter to granholm urging her to comment too.

This amendment will pass but it is only report language.




Gros, Simon <Q8T>
day, June 07, 2007 1:07 PM

jnal Message -----

imon <087»
Sent: Thu Jun 07 13:06:30 2007
Subiect: RERE:

Why don't you let gtaff at Knollenberg's office know that I would be happy to have a
discussion with him if he thinks that would be helpful, and to let them know that I/we
appreciate his effortg.

Thx

Original Message-----
Gros, Simon <GST>
ursday, June 07, 2007 1:04 PM

Re:

1f you'd like but he is very much orr point. Hias staff is also going to ping cther members
of the autoemctive caucus for us.

staff this merning called just about every auto-friendly member of this issue. No other
firm commitments but a number of offices with legitimate interest. We'll be able to get
Dingell too,..

“Simon <08T>
Sent: Thwy Jun 07 12:59;%7 2007
Subject: RE:

UK - got it. Do I need to touch base with Knollenberg to coordinate our efforts?

————— Original Message-----
From: Gros, Simon <OST»
Sent: Thursday, June 07
To: Duvall, Tyler <08T»
Subject: Re:

1%:38 PM
Brosnahan, Jennifer <0Q8T»>: Cumber, Husein <087T»>

final disposition was to include language urging EPA to come te a decision - not to
necessar:ly favor one side or the ather.

------ Original Message -----
From: Gros, Simon <0Q8Ts
Buvall, Tyler <08T7s:

Thu Jun €7 12:26:22

Brosnahan, Jennifer <0OST»

i house approps commitbee is currently debating an amendment *o the Interior approps
1 tincludes epa funding) by Dlver to report language that urges epa to issue the Ca

1



waiver. Knollenberg isg vigorously opposing the amendment right now - he will also send a
comment to epa and a letter to granholm urging her to comment too.

I!Thia amendment will pass but it is only report language.




Gros, Simon <QST>

wrom: Shahmoradi, Heideh <QST>
Seni: Thursday, June 07, 2007 5:54 PM
To: Gros, Sumon <O8F>
Subject: Re: EPA stuff
Wil do.

- Onginal Message -----
From: Gros, Simon <O8T»

To: Shahmorad:, Heideh <0OST>
Sent; Thu Jun 07 17:25:36 2007
Subyect: EPA stuff

around noon temorrow, let's put a list together of the most promising members/govs who might comment on
the warver issuc and be prepared to send it to the secretary. She might want to make some calls.
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Kelly, David <NHTSA>

Qrom: Turmall, Brian <CST>
ent: Wednesday, June 13, 2007 10:42 AM

To: Kelly, David <NHTSA>
Subject: RE' Do you have a second

DRAFT TALKING POINTS FOR FOLLOW UP CALLS
(6/13/07)

e The Department’s strong support of the need for a single, national set of fuel economy standards is long
established and well known,

» Since the 19707s this Department has consistently backed Congress’s clear view that a single federal standard is
the best way to reduce fuel consumption, protect the environment, preserve vehicle safety and support the
economy.

o Asrccently as 2005, the Department's National Highway Traffic Safety Administration made it clear that states
do not have the right to preempt federal standards when it increased milcage requirements for light trucks.

s The Department also has been inserting language into many of its safety rulemakings for over two decades
prohibiting states from creating separate, competing safety regulations.

» ‘Our cfforts to inform members of Congress about a pending petition are legal, appropriate and consistent with
6 our decades-long stance on the subject.

« Ultimately, it’s difficult to understand why anyone would object to informing members of Congress about a
public proceeding that has serious implications for our environment, economy and the safety of our highways.

From: Kelty, David <NHTSA>
Sent: Wednesday, June 13, 2007 9:58 AM
To: Turmail, Brian <QST>

Subject: RE: Do you have a second

u—

From: Turmail, Brian <QS8T>

Sant: Wednesday, June 13, 2007 9:57 AM
To: Kelly, David <NHTSA>

Subject: Do you have a second

And if so, what's your number.




