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regulations, When unemployment is
regulations that they belie

ve might cause workers to lose their job
prices of products to rise.

Adjudication

In addition to rule making by state and federal administrative
of individual cases is another important a
AlLJs is extremely high: in 1983, one-third more cases were
filed in the federal district courts. From the beginning
EPA’s Office of ALJs made more than 160 de
forth the steps for adjudication, which can be
tte. APA Sections 554, 556, and 557 set out
whenever an agency’s adjudic
record after opportunity for an agency hearing,”
Agency adjudication is generally prece
4 complaint with an ALJ by the agency staff. The
taking the action is entitled to notic
the agency is relying on, and the “matters of fact and law asserted ” A h
conducted by the ALJ, after which an initial decision is issue
commission or the head of an age
appealed to the circuit court of appeals. Fig
istrative adjudication process,

The EPA (and approximately eight other federal 2
that a special board has been sot up within
appeals. On March 1, 1992, the Environmenta
person board, began operation to handle appeals of penalty decisions made by EPA
ALJs and appeals of permit decisions and civil penalty decisions in the EPA’
gions. Today, the EAB’s caseload consists primarily of appeals from permit decisions
and civil penalty decisions. A substantial additional portion of the EAB’s caseload
consists of petitions for reimbursement of costs incurred in complying with cleanup

orders issued under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act (CERCLA) of 19802

The administrative adjudication process is extremely important because most
agencies rely primarily on administrative actions to enforce their regulations, This
enforcement strategy is especially true in the environmental arena. Administra-
tive actions are often preferred to taking a violator to trial because administrative
actions are generally quicker, less expensive, and less resource-intensive than
a trial. An administrative proceeding may be handled by an agency employee,
whereas to prosecute a violator in court, a federal agency must turn the case over

to the Justice Department and a state agency must refer the case to the state attor-
ney general.
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e the time and place of the hearing, the authority
earing is then
d. An appeal to the full
ncy may then be filed. That decision may then be
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FIGURE 3-2 Steps in Administrative Adjudication
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