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Dear Senator,  
 
We are writing to urge you to adopt a 2018 budget for the Environmental Protection 
Agency that matches 2017 funding levels. As local, elected officials throughout the 
Interior West, we understand intimately that our communities’ health and resilience is 
dependent upon a responsible EPA budget. Funding for EPA programs is already 
limited, and a budget any lower than the $8.2 billion allocated in 2017 is a death 
sentence for our communities, which rely on those dollars to keep our environment 
safe, our constituents healthy and our economies robust. 
 
The Interior West was built on hard-rock mining, oil and gas extraction, and 
manufacturing that traces back to the frontier days. Those activities, which undoubtedly 
shaped and defined the West, also left a legacy of pollution and hazardous waste that 
we are still generations away from cleaning up. The EPA is at the forefront in 
addressing those issues, and to reduce the budget poses a threat to our most vulnerable 
and shifts costs to states, counties and municipalities – a financial burden many of us 
are unable to bear.     
 
Small, often rural communities rely on millions in federal funding for programs that 
protect air and water quality. If this money goes away, some states and communities 
will have no choice but to raise taxes and impose fees to maintain at least the current 
standard and enforce federal environmental regulations. Moreover, depending on their 
financial ability to fill the void left by a lack of EPA funding, communities will be 
affected disproportionately.  
 
The need for EPA funding and enforcement is evident across the West.      
 

• In Montana, 44 miles of the Clark Fork River are polluted and dependent on 
EPA dollars for the cleanup process currently underway. In addition to 16 
designated Superfund sites, the old Smurfit-Stone paper pulp mill – the city of 
Missoula’s biggest toxic site with 3,200 acres of hazardous chemicals – sits 
dangerously close to the Clark Fork River and demands federal funding to 
address the issue.    

 
• Wyoming’s Department of Environmental Quality, whose 2017 budget is about 

27 percent federal funding, received a $1 million grant to clean up streams and 



lakes through a program that would be eliminated under the current budget 
proposal.  

 
• The newly designated Bonita Peak Mining District Superfund site in southwest 

Colorado is in question and will compete for federal dollars with more than 
3,000 other cleanup sites under the new administration.  

 
• Native American communities, because they cannot levy taxes for certain 

projects, depend on EPA funds to manage water quality, waste and other issues. 
Without EPA money, tribes will have no choice but to seek volatile, private 
funding sources.  

 
• The U.S.-Mexico Border Water Infrastructure Grant Program, which is under 

threat with the proposed budget, has provided safe drinking water and sewage 
treatment for thousands of homes in Mexico and the Southwestern United States, 
including Arizona and New Mexico.  

 
• The EPA’s Puget Sound Restoration funding, also currently in jeopardy, is 

dedicated to helping tribes and communities clean up toxic waste, restore salmon 
populations and reduce polluted runoff.  

 
• The administration has proposed eliminating the EPA Office of Environmental 

Justice, formed to help poor and minority populations – those most vulnerable to 
the consequences of pollution and environmental injustices – through grants, 
programs and regulations. The budget proposal also suggests reduced funding 
for civil and criminal enforcement of environmental laws and cutting back on 
enforcement inspections.    

 
EPA funding helps establish a degree of equity across the nation when it comes to 
environmental and public health protections. The ability to fund enforcement 
effectively – and the will to do so – varies from community to community and state to 
state. Moreover, without EPA oversight, states that compete economically – which is all 
too common in the West – could loosen regulations in order to attract jobs, which 
would further imperil public health and environment.   
 
The presidential administration initially proposed a $2.5 billion, or 31 percent, budget 
cut to the Environmental Protection Agency, which would include the elimination of 
3,200 jobs and more than 50 programs, as well as funding cuts for climate change 
research, enforcement and compliance, and the already underfunded Superfund 
program. We hope Congress will not approve cuts as drastic as President Trump 



initially proposed. However, the $528 million cut approved in the U.S. House 
Appropriations Committee in July is disheartening. Anything less than a match of 2017 
funding levels is unacceptable. Dangers to the environment and public health in turn 
threaten livelihoods, outdoor recreation and tourism, and the sustainability of local, 
western economies.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
Colorado  
Margaret Mullins 
Aspen City Councilor  
 
Ross Cunniff 
Fort Collins City Councilor 
 
Gwen Lachelt  
La Plata County Commission  
 
Josh Joswick  
Former La Plata County Commission  
 
Eva Henry 
Adams County Commission  
 
Elise Jones 
Boulder County Commission  
 
Deb Gardner 
Boulder County Commission  
 
Britt Bassett 
La Plata Electric Association  
 
Kathy Chandler-Henry 
Eagle County Commission  
 
Jeanne McQueeney 
Eagle County Commission  
 
 

Greg Poschman 
Pitkin County Commission  
 
Aaron Brockett 
Boulder City Council  
 
Dick White 
Mayor, Durango City Council 
 
Nancy Jackson  
Arapahoe County Commission 
 
Christine Berg 
Mayor, Lafayette City Council  
 
Ute Mountain Ute Tribe 
Regina Lopez-Whiteskunk 
Former Ute Mountain Ute Tribal 
Council 
 
New Mexico 
Katee McClure 
Aztec City Commission  
 
Wyoming 
Jason Baldes 
Executive Director, Wind River Native 
Advocacy Center 
 
  
 


