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[bookmark: _zdlvs1u3gelw]1. Why OSHRC Matters
· The Occupational Safety and Health Review Commission (OSHRC) plays a vital role in ensuring due process in OSHA enforcement by serving as an independent adjudicatory body.
· A functioning OSHRC is essential to balance fair enforcement with employer and worker rights, promoting transparency and accountability in workplace safety rulings.
· Currently, OSHRC lacks the quorum necessary to function effectively, creating a case backlog that delays resolution and undercuts confidence in the system.
· OSHRC is an independent adjudicatory agency created by Section 12 of the Occupational Safety and Health Act of 1970 (OSH Act). It resolves disputes arising from OSHA citations and penalties. Cases proceed in two stages. First, an administrative law judge (ALJ) conducts a hearing and issues a written decision. Second, within thirty days of docketing the ALJ’s decision, any OSHRC commissioner may direct the case for Commission-level review. If no commissioner directs review, the ALJ’s decision becomes a final order of the Commission by operation of law, and the adversely affected party may then seek review in a U.S. court of appeals within sixty days.
· By statute, two commissioners constitute a quorum, and official Commission action requires the affirmative vote of at least two (2) members. Over the last two years, OSHRC has operated without a quorum, and, following the expiration of Cynthia L. Attwood’s term in April 2025, it had no commissioners. During this period, dozens of ALJ decisions awaited Commission review, some dating back several years, while new ALJ decisions largely became final without Commission involvement because there was no commissioner available to direct review. 
· The U.S. Senate’s October 7, 2025, confirmation of Jonathan L. Snare to the OSHRC – the three-member adjudicatory agency that has not had a commissioner since April 2025 – is an important first step toward restoring the federal workplace-safety appeals system, but it does not by itself revive Commission-level decision-making. Snare’s confirmation fills one seat for a term running to April 27, 2029. The other two seats remain vacant as of this writing.
· The Senate FY26 appropriations bill funds OSHRC at level funding of $14.5M.  The House is similarly funded at $14.2M.

2. Why NACOSH (National Advisory Committee on Occupational Safety & Health) Matters
· Since NACOSH draws resources from OSHA’s overall discretionary budget, any changes to OSHA’s (which declined from ~$632.3M to ~$582.4M) would affect NACOSH but there was no line-item for NACOSH specifically.
· Although the FY 2026 request retains funding to support NACOSH as one of OSHA’s four advisory committees, representative activities and meetings have been halted since February 2025.
· As mandated by the OSH Act, NACOSH is OSHA’s only continuing statutory advisory body with balanced labor/management/public representation; its recommendations are essential to OSHA’s regulatory legitimacy.
· Inputs from NACOSH directly shaped high-profile rulemakings on heat illness and emergency response, and its oversight over programs like whistleblower protection and mental health reveals a broad advisory scope across occupational health areas.
3. Why CSB (Chemical Safety Board) Matters
· Charged with investigating catastrophic chemical incidents, the CSB provides critical lessons that prevent future disasters. 
· Continued financial and staff support is essential. Loss of CSB removes independent accident investigation
· A statement in the Administration’s FY26 budget request reads: “CSB duplicates substantial capabilities in the Environmental Protection Agency and the Occupational Safety and Health Administration to investigate chemical-related mishaps. CSB generates unprompted studies of the chemical industry and recommends policies that they have no authority to create or enforce.”  The reality is that neither OSHA nor EPA can replicate CSB’s root-cause work.
· [bookmark: _2dj0443nmc9q]During President Donald Trump’s first term, his administration proposed to eliminate CSB each year, but Congress didn’t oblige. The agency had a $14 million budget in FY 2025.  The President’s FY 2026 proposes that the agency be eliminated once again. Congress has taken a contrary position:
· The House Appropriations Committee reported its FY 2026 version of the Interior bill, providing about $8.2 million for CSB via the House side markup on July 22, 2025. (https://www.safetyandhealthmagazine.com/articles/27090-house-committee-approves-bill-with-chemical-safety-board-funding) 
· In contrast, the Senate Appropriations Committee advanced a FY 2026 version of the bill that would maintain $14.4 million in funding for the CSB, aligning with FY 2025 levels, via a 26–2 committee vote on July 24, 2025. (https://www.safetyandhealthmagazine.com/articles/27098-senate-committee-advances-bill-that-would-preserve-chemical-safety-board-funding?utm_source=chatgpt.com) 
· Refer to Appendix A for additional background information (courtesy ASSP)


4. Call for a Holistic Ecosystem
· OSHRC (within OSHA), NIOSH, the CSB, and NACOSH all form the backbone of the occupational safety and health ecosystem. Each has a distinct, interdependent role: 
· OSHRC – Legal and adjudicative clarity
· NIOSH – Research, education, surveillance
· CSB – Investigative insight into major chemical facility incidents
· NACOSH – Policy guidance and stakeholder voice
· [bookmark: _4vtd0q3q1rgs]Supporting one without the others risks systemic dysfunction - comprehensive advocacy is essential.
Bottom Line: Advocacy must go beyond funding; it must also include restoring representation and function across agencies.
Summary of Current Situation Across the OSH Ecosystem

	Area
	Risk from Cuts
	Congressional Response
	Industry Impact

	OSHA
	Enforcement cuts /backlog increases
	Hearings: pushback expected
	Reduced inspections affect industrial safety

	MSHA
	Training/standards cut
	Likely resistance in Congress
	Mining hazards oversight has been reduced

	NIOSH
	Research & respirator approval program
	Appropriation pressure; industry support
	Health hazards, no respirator safety certification

	CSB
	Elimination weakens oversight
	Bipartisan pushback; industry support
	Chemical plant safety risks rise

	NACOSH
	Advisory influence intact
	Not affected; but activities are halted with no clear continuation plan
	Delayed implementation is possible under resourced agencies





Appendix A
Additional Background Information on Chemical Safety Board
(Courtesy ASSP)

About CSB: 
· The U.S. Chemical Safety Board (CSB) was created by Congress in 1990, under the Clean Air Act Amendments, to investigate and help prevent major chemical incidents at industrial facilities. Its investigations identify root causes and issue recommendations to save lives and prevent disasters. 1
· The Chemical Safety Board (CSB) issues recommendations to a broad range of entities — including federal, state, and local regulatory agencies (such as OSHA and EPA), industry organizations, companies, standards developers, labor unions, and others — to help prevent or reduce accidental chemical releases that cause death, injury, or property damage. While these recommendations are not legally binding, the CSB actively advocates for their adoption and monitors their implementation.2 For example, the CSB has successfully pushed for updates to standards such as ASSP’s Z117 to enhance worker safety.
· Unlike some Federal agencies such as OSHA and the EPA, the CSB is not an enforcement agency. Its work carries no civil or criminal liability. Instead, it focuses on independent, science-based recommendations that promote transparency and collaboration with stakeholders.3

The Impact of CSB:
· CSB has issued over 1,000 safety recommendations, 87% of which have been implemented. These recommendations have led to stronger safety practices, better training, and reduced risk in workplaces and communities.4
· CSB has investigated nearly 180 major chemical incidents, which collectively caused more than 200 fatalities, 1,300 serious injuries, and billions of dollars in environmental and property damage.5
· CSB has a $14.4 million annual budget and 50 employees. Despite its small size, the CSB provides an outsized return on investment by preventing costly, deadly incidents.6
· In 1989, the US Senate emphasized the necessity for CSB’s independence because agencies with rulemaking & investigative functions may overlook systemic hazards or regulatory shortcomings.7
· In just the past five years, over 460 chemical incidents have been reported nationwide, underscoring the urgent and ongoing need for CSB’s work.8
· This past year, the CSB released 3 volumes of chemical incident data to raise public awareness and prevent future accidents — a first-of-its-kind resource.9
· Continued funding and support for the CSB is critical to ensuring workers, communities, and the environment remain protected from catastrophic chemical incidents.10

Summary:

· Economic Impact: Preventing chemical incidents protects not only workers and communities but also helps companies avoid costly shutdowns, lawsuits and cleanup costs.
· Community Safety: Many CSB investigations involve incidents that impact surrounding neighborhoods, schools, and businesses — making CSB’s work essential to public trust and community resilience.
· Global Leadership: A strong and fully funded CSB reinforces the United States as a global leader in occupational and chemical safety.
· Bipartisan Support: Worker and community safety is a bipartisan issue. Historically, Congress has supported CSB’s mission across administrations, underscoring its broad importance.
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