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Dear Ms. Echols:

Attached are the comments of the Utility Water Act Group on a planned new Executive
Order on Federal Regulatory Review.

Please call me if you have any questions.

Yours very truly,
James N, Christman
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providing information to the public can complement regulatory risk management
programs.

In short, the attached report, which we commend to OMB’s attention, shows that
cost-benefit analysis is an important tool and ought to be used in reviewing federal
regulations as much as possible. Cost-benefit analysis does not by itself provide answers
to difficult risk-management questions, but it can help regulators make those decisions
with greater rationality and greater transparency.

Donna B. Hill

Chair, Effluent Guidelines Committee
Utility Water Act Group

Russell J. Fumari,
Chair, Water Quality Committee
Utility Water Act Group
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