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Paul Hill is president and
chief executive of the Na-
tional Institute for Chemical
Studies, a nonprofit group
dedicated to providing gov-
ernment, industry and the
publicwith information con-

| cerning toxic chemicals. He

is also one of three presiden-
tial appointees to the Chemi-
cal Safety and Hazard In-
vestigation Board, commis-
sioned in the 1990 Clean Air

+ Act to investigate the causes
of chemical accidents in the

United States.

Four years ago, you were
appointed by President
Clinton to the Chemical
Safety and Hazard Inves-
tigation Board. What pur-
pose is the Board in-
tended to serve?

TheChemical Safety Board
is to investigate chemical
accidents and make rec-
ommendations, helping to
preventtragicaccidentsin
the future by changing
trainings or technologies
or technology manage-
ment. The board is also
supposed to make recom-
mendations to federal
agencies, the Clinton ad-
ministration and to Con-
gressabouthow to modify
public policies over the
years, relative to the
board’s findings.

Last year, Congress and
the President failed to
submit a budget for the
Board. Why?

For a number of years af-
terthe passage of theClean
Air Act, there had been
budgets submitted on be-
half of the Bush adminis-
tration to fund the Safety
Board. But when they got

¢

around to making ap—
pointments, myself in-
cluded, the funds were re-
scinded. I guess someone
looked at the budget and
said, “The Safety Board is
not operational yet. Let’s
rescind their fundsbecause
they won't need them un-
tilnextyear.” But the [Clin-
ton] administrationdid not
put any funding in for us
in subsequent years, even
though the three ap-
pointed board members
have asked for it.

Are you doing anything
to get funding for the
board?

All I can do is advise con-
stituents on the situation.
That is, if people ask me
about the status of the
board, I can tell them that
legally, under the Clean
Air Act, the board still
exists. However, there are
no funds to operate it. I
have related to Congress
and the Clinton Adminis-
tration that I'm still very
much interested and will-
ing to perform the admin-
istration of the Safety
Board. I think it is an im-
portant job. But ulti-
mately, constituents and
their representatives in
Congress will have to de-
cide if they will seek to
fund the Board.

What could the Safety
Board dothatEPA,OSHA
or other existing federal
agencies are not able to
do in the effort to stop
chemical accidents?

There are restrictions on
what these agencies can
look at, or recommend,
when they go into a facil-

ity. The Safety Board,
however, was chartered to
look more broadly at a fa-
cility and make recom-
mendations about issues
that have thus far been
unaddressed. It takes the
entire safety effort to a
higher plane by looking at
what may have been off-
limits to EPA and OSHA
in the past, helping to pro-
vide new insights to better
improve safety.

Why is it important for
the public to have infor-
mation about chemical
accidents?

Idon’t think that we, as a
country, can make pro-
gress until we have this
kind of information. If you
look atour current federal
system of dealing with
chemical accidents, there
is no central database to
help guide us toward bet-
ter federal policy deci-
sions. Until we have that,
I think we are going to
have overlappingjurisdic-
tions, lots of uncertainty
in the public’s minds
when an accident occurs,
little idea of how to relate
anaccident to past experi-
ences, and no way to en-
sure that it won’t happen
again in the future. ¢

“Until we have
that [informa-
tion], I think we
are going to have
overlapping juris-
dictions, lots of
uncertainty in the
public’s mind
when an accident
occurs, little idea
of how to relate
an accident to
past experiences,
and no way to
ensure that it
won’t happen
again in the fu-
ture.”



