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bar Ms. Wcsson: 

On behalf of Administrator Lisa P. Jackson, X would like to thank you for the National Advisory 
Committee's (NAC) advice of June 12,2009 reporb'ag on your Apd 27-28,2009 meeting and providing 
valuable fecomea.dations to the United States on possible projects to i n m e  the xeIevaace of the CEC 
to our constituents in the U d  States, as well as your advice on the 2009 Council S e s s ~ a .  
Administrator Jackson enjoyed Ehe opportunity to meet with you and the members of your committee who 
attended the recent Council Session in Denver, C o l d .  

As you know, the June 2009 CEC Council Scssion was a grat s u m s ,  thanks in largc masure 
to the helpful advice you have offered in the past. The public portion of the swsion includcd 
p r d o n s  about CEC's p b  to mew, revhake and refam the CEC to d o r m  a new vision of an 
effgctive organization that can focus on No& Amerim prioritits, through a coherent agenda with 
measurable objectives and interim targets tbat will provide concrete environmental results, as weU as a 
krdxiat  that will support and implement the Parks priorities. In the in-camera session, the Council 
explored two more issues discussed in your advice: the number and nature of the CEC projects and CEC's 
future options. h ln wes, the decision was madeto move f b d .  

Thmk you for yuur recommendation in support of G m m g  the Economy efforts. As you also 
know, Council identified Greening thc cconomy as onc of the three strategic prioritia fbr CEC focus for 
the r n ~  five years. As such thert will be continuing opportmities to review and revisit these issues as we 
make decisions on concrete projects to undertake in thc coming years. 

We appreciate the thoughtfd and reflective analysis you provided on restructuriag the CEC. 
There are very weigbty suggestions that we wiU consider in our ~~ process. 

In general, however, it is our pition that the Faxties are pmently in a vmy difkretlt place, both 
individually and as a group, than were in 1994 when the NAAEC k s t  wcnt into effect. Canada, Mexiw 
and the U.S. have 15 years of mopdon and colfabomtion experience on issucs r e W  to the 
environment in North A m d .  The three countri~ participab in the G-8, OECD, CSD, UNEP and 
countlws other htwmtional fora where global enviromd issum are studied and d y z e d ,  which have 
provided us with cominuhg opportunities to look f i r  the best smegies to improve e n v i r o m d  
protection. Tixe close working relationship among the experts iu the h e  North American environmental 
agencies are a m a t  to aur comdmmt to cunsensus and mutual support. All tbese are points that 
we are examining and upon which the decisions on the future m p h t i o n  of the CEC will be based. In 



the fmal analysis we are not wedded to any one @cular orgm&ional d & o n ,  but m h  to a 
continued focus on c o l M o n ,  innovation and r d s  in praeecting and enhancing human health and 
the environment in North America 

Thrrnkyoufwy~vimwthecitizen's~ubmiseionprocess. Athughitisrundearhowthe 
U.S. can 'w more po&ve1yiY in such a procesrr, we do s q p t  the &cd & c i ~ c y  and 
~ ~ y o f t h i s p r o c e s s .  1dd-WtheCmil.khIfdisdthishewitbPACin 
respondrng to its Advioe 0861. In tbt letter Cauncil c l d e d  that Ihe submissim p~ocess as established 
under the NAAEC EBO not contemplate say action by the S e m k u h  or the Parties after the publidon of 
a k t &  ma&, rather, the pubWm of a fttctual record is the step of the submission process as 
dmaiied in Articles 14 a d  15 o f h  NAAEC as well as in the Guidelk  for Submission hkkrs under 
Articla 14 and I5 of &e North Ammican Agmamt on E n v i r o d  Caoperoltion. lbr&m, a q  type 
of actionby the Mato follow up onfactualrccds is arnatterofdomegticpolicyas opposedto a 
requirement of the NAAEC. 

Inaddition, itappwsrs.tous~yrwrviewof&eSEMprocessisbased mageneral 
mischaracterization of frictual rmds WM has evolved s h e  the inception ofthe NAAEC. In previous 
w ~ c a t i c m  with the Parties, we continuously see implicit pjdgmemts that a decision to develop and 
publishaW~rdconfirmsafailurebyaPartyto~~ely&rcebenvirwunentalhw. A 
decision bythe Counciltostlppmtthehlapment o f a ~ ~ o r t o  publishafactd& 
shwldnotbeimrpmedasadetermmorEwn 

. . 
hat a ibihre e&dvely &rce enviromnd law has 

occurred. F~~,mytypeof&rmBytheP~tohllowupmfactualfec~r&~a~ofdom&c 
policy as opposed to a requ- of the NMEC, a d  Articles 14 mi 15 should not b called upon to 
raquireactions~are~ondtlseAgrccmerrS. 

We I d  f b m d  to discussing these projects with you in more M, arad ~ g t o w o r k  
to@er over the summer to d m g b n  tbe CEC as a c d y s t  fw oooperative action, and to build its 
re1evance to United States ooastituencies aad to North America. We look fwward to seeing you at your 
Fall meeting. 

cc: Jeffrey N. W a u k g ,  Chair, U.S. Govermmtal &ory Canrmi#ee 
M m h  ofthe U.S. N a t i d  Advisory C a m h e  


