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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 27, 1993

Ms. Rebecca Jones
243 N. 0l1ld Manor
Wichita, KS 67208

Dear Ms. Jones:

Thank you for your recent letter regarding President
Clinton's Forest Management Plan. It was good to hear from you.

The President, the Vice President and I are committed to the
preservation of the environment in a way that leads to strong and
sustainable economic growth. We believe that the Forest
Conference was a significant step toward the resolution of the
problems facing the Pacific Northwest.

As you know, President Clinton recently announced his Forest
Plan- for a Sustainable Economy and a Sustainable Environment,
based on the analytical work of three working groups established
at the Forest Conference. This Administration believes that the
Forest Plan is scientifically-sound and legally responsible and
will provide a sustainable harvest. This plan also includes a
- new economic assistance program that helps local workers,
“businesses and communities in strengthening the region's economy
'by creating family-wage jobs, offering new economic
opportunities, and ensuring the region's long-term economic
health.

I certainly appreciate learning your views about this very
important matter. We continue to seek a Forest Plan that is
scientifically-sound and legally responsible and will provide a
sustainable harvest, and we are currently soliciting advice and
comments on possible improvements to the proposed plan.

Again, thank you for sharing your thoughts with me.

2 i,

Kathleen A. McGinty
Director, White House Office on
Environmental Policy
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 27, 1993

Mr. and Ms. Craig and Karen Jackson
197 Uphill Lane
Glide, OR 97443

Dear Mr. and Ms. Jackson:

Thank you for your recent letter regarding President
Clinton's Forest Management Plan. It was good to hear from you.

The President, the Vice President and I are committed to the
preservation of the environment in a way that leads to strong and
sustainable economic growth. We believe that the Forest
Conference was a significant step toward the resolution of the
problems facing the Pacific Northwest.

As you know, President Clinton recently announced his Forest
Plan for a Sustainable Economy and a Sustainable Environment,
based on the analytical work of three working groups established
at the Forest Conference. This Administration believes that the
Forest Plan is scientifically-sound and legally responsible and
will provide a sustainable harvest. This plan also includes a
new economic assistance program that helps local workers,
businesses and communities in strengthening the region's economy
by creating family-wage jobs, offering new economic
opportunities, and ensuring the region's long-term economic
health.

I certainly appreciate learning your views about this very
important matter. We continue to seek a Forest Plan that is
scientifically-sound and legally responsible and will provide a
sustainable harvest, and we are currently soliciting advice and
comments on possible improvements to the proposed plan.

Again, thank you for sharing your thoughts with me.

iy

Kathleen A. McGint
Director, White House Office on
Environmental Policy
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 27, 1993

Ms. Darlene Jacobs
3745 7th Avenue #8
San Diego, CA 92103

Dear Ms. Jacobs:

Thank you for your recent letter regarding President
‘Clinton's Forest Management Plan. It was good to hear from you.

The President, the Vice President and I are committed to the
preservation of the environment in a way that leads to strong and
sustainable economic growth. We believe that the Forest
Conference was a significant step toward the resolution of the
problems facing the Pacific Northwest.

As you know, President Clinton recently announced his Forest
Plan for a Sustainable Economy and a Sustainable Environment,
based on the analytical work of three working groups established
at the Forest Conference. This Administration believes that the
Forest Plan is scientifically-sound and legally responsible and
will provide a sustainable harvest. This plan also includes a
new economic assistance program that helps local workers,
businesses and communities in strengthening the region's economy
by creating family-wage jobs, offering new economic
opportunities, and ensuring the region's long-term economic
health.

I certainly appreciate learning your views about this very
important matter. We continue to seek a Forest Plan that is
scientifically-sound and legally responsible and will provide a
sustainable harvest, and we are currently soliciting advice and
comments on possible improvements to the proposed plan.

Again, thank you for sharing your thoughts with me.

Kathleen A. McGi%

Director, White House Office on
Environmental Policy

Sincerely,

KAM/avl
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 27, 1993

Mr. James Jacobson
1336 N.W. Jefferson Street
Roseburg, OR 97470

Dear Mr. Jacobson:

Thank you for your recent letter regarding President
Clinton's Forest Management Plan. It was good to hear from you.

The President, the Vice President and I are committed to the
preservation of the environment in a way that leads to strong and
sustainable economic growth. We believe that the Forest
Conference was a significant step toward the resolution of the
problems facing the Pacific Northwest.

As you know, President Clinton recently announced his Forest
Plan for a Sustainable Economy and a Sustainable Environment,
based on the analytical work of three working groups established
at the Forest Conference. This Administration believes that the
Forest Plan is scientifically-sound and legally responsible and
will provide a sustainable harvest. This plan also includes a
new economic assistance program that helps local workers,
businesses and communities in strengthening the region's economy
by creating family-wage jobs, offering new economic
opportunities, and ensuring the region's long-term economic
health.

I certainly appreciate learning your views about this very
important matter. We continue to seek a Forest Plan that is
scientifically-sound and legally responsible and will provide a
sustainable harvest, and we are currently soliciting advice and
comments on possible improvements to the proposed plan.

Again, thank you for sharing your thoughts with me.
Sincerely,

Kathleen A. McG
Director, White Hous
Environmental Policy

Office on

KAM/avl



Sept. 29, 1993
Dear Ms. McGinty:

Please note the copy of my letter on the reverse to the Interagency
SEIS Team regarding the President's forest plan.

I hope you will join me and others in working to convince Mr. Clinton
to reject Option 9, and instead, support the Option One-plus plan. The
plus means inclusion of several roadless areas for protection.

Please help to convince President Clinton that he should take a
strong leadership position--at least on the forest plan. Too often he
is seen as backing down too easily on important matters. Seeking the
middle-ground and the mediocre position does not help the ancient
forests and our biological heritage! Clinton will lose his re-election
bid unless he begins to be a strong leader, building some backbone and
having at least some convictions. At this point it looks as if he can
be knocked over by a feather to back down--when pressured by the moneyed
selfish special intertests--like the timber industry.

The timber industry has left us with a meager 10 percent of our old=
growth heritage. They have taken enough, and there has been enough
government complicity in the taking. It is now time for the government
to stand up to these selfish interests and consider the public interest
and the interests of future generations.

Can you work to persuade Mr. Clinton to support the biologically-sound
Option One-plus, NOT the political solution to the forest protection
issue? After all, we all hope the Clinton administration will be known
in history for preserving intact the remaining 10 percent of old-growth
for future generations. Certainly you don't want this administration
to be shamefully remembered for leaving LESS than the remaining meager
10 percent--especially when you had the tremendous opportunity to
permanently protect that invaluable heritage of biodiversity.

In addition, I hope that you will support the following:
--A complete halt to all clearcutting on public lands.

--Closing of the loopholes in the log export ban. Minimally cut or
processed logs should not be allowed to be exported.

--Inclusion of the 20 percent of the Siskiyou region roadless areas
for protection--which were excluded from Option One.

THon
Y/




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 21, 1993

The Honorable Harry Johnston
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Johnston:

The President has asked that I respond to your letter of
August 5 regarding your concerns about federal wetlands policy
and H.R. 350, the Wetlands Reform Act. I apologize for the delay
in my response.

President Clinton and Vice President Gore are commit®ed to
the preservation of our natural resources in a way that leads to
strong and sustainable economic growth. This Administration
shares your concerns about the uncertainties surrounding wetlands
policies of the past.

As you know, an Interagency Working Group on Federal
Wetlands Policy was convened on June 4 to review and seek to
clarify the issues surrounding federal wetlands policy in
anticipation of the reauthorization of the Clean Water Act. It
included representatives of all federal agencies involved in, or
impacted by, the protection of wetlands. In addition, the
working group solicited a broad range of views, including those
of the Congress; state and local government; environmentalists;
developers and homebuilders; agricultural interests; and others.
The Administration policy that was announced in August is very
consistent with the policies proposed in your letter.

I look forward to working with you to ensure the effective
implementation of an ecologically sound wetlands policy during
the reauthorization of the Clean Water Act.

Again, thank you for sharing your thoughts with me.

Sincerely,
Kathleen A. McG
Director, White House Office on

Environmental Policy

KAM/avl



Congress of the Wnited States

Pouge of Bepresentatibeﬁ
ashington, WE Sos1B5 ¢ 00

August 5, 1993

The President

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20500 '

Dear Mr. President:

We understand that you are currently in the process of
formulating an official position on federal wetlands poljcy. We
would like to urge you to adopt a position that is closely in
line with H.R. 350, the Wetlands Reform Act, currently
cosponsored by 80 members of Congress.

We Kknow you are aware of the importance of preserving our
wetlands, and commend you for your support of a "no net loss" of
wetlands policy. Because Congress is moving closer to acting
legislatively on this issue, we feel that your involvement now
could have a critical impact on the outcome of this debate and
help end the polarization that has developed over this issue.

At a minimum, wetlands policy should accomplish the following:

it should stem the loss of 300,000 acres of wetlands annually; it
should streamline the permit process; it should improve wetlands
regulations so that they are uniformly applied; and it should
establish a more incentive-based approach to preserving
privately-held wetlands. We believe that H.R. 350 offers
reasonable and workable solutions that would achieve these
reforms within the framework that currently exists.

To strengthen protections for wetlands, H.R. 350 would amend the
Clean Water Act to include explicitly a provision covering the
protection of wetlands and expand the number of activities
covered under the Act to all that are harmful to wetlands. The
careful tracking of the impact of the permit program and
mitigation efforts on wetlands would also be required. Finally,
it would direct more personnel and resources to agencies that
oversee wetlands policy.

To streamline the permit process and make it more workable to
private landowners, H.R. 350 would establish a fast track to
process minor permits within a period of 60 days. Other helpful
provisions would direct the Corps to assist small landowners with
wetlands delineations, accelerate the completion of the National
Wetlands inventory maps by the Fish and Wildlife Service, and
clarify exemptions for normal and ongoing farming practices.



Many of the complaints that the system is unworkable arise from
the uneven application of wetlands reqgulations. We believe this
can be remedied through better training of wetlands delineators,
and through better coordination of delineation methods.

We also would like to stress the importance of scrutinizing
proposals that would seriously erode our wetlands base. We are
particularly opposed to calls for a national wetlands
classification system. Such a task would be an inefficient use
of scarce resources, and according to the Fish and Wildlife
Service, it would cost $18 billion to implement. In addition,
ratings would have to be based on very subjective criteria.

We also urge you to resist pressure to broaden the application of
the Fifth Amendment takings clause to the limitation of property
rights that results from wetlands regulations. Restrictions on
the use of wetlands property often serve to protect the health
and safety of other nearby properties. To be able to evaluate
carefully the unique facts of each case, questions on takings
must be left to the courts to be considered on a case by case
basis.

The best chance for expanding our wetlands base lies in wetlands
restoration efforts. However, it is shortsighted to look to
mitigation banking as a solution that would allow wetlands to be
destroyed for development projects by creating or contributing to
a mitigation bank elsewhere. Studies have shown that efforts to
restore or create wetlands have had mixed results, and
replacement wetlands are often unsatisfactory because they rarely
perform as many or even the same functions as the natural
wetlands they replace.

Because 74 percent of the nation’s remaining wetlands are
privately owned, we must look more toward incentive-based
approaches to protecting wetlands. We urge support for the
Wetlands Reserve Program, as well as tax incentives that
encourage the donation of land to qualified conservation
organizations or that promote limiting activities on wetlands to
compatible uses.

The need to preserve our wetlands has been made especially clear
by the tragic floods now occuring in the Mississippi Valley.

Contributing to the severity of the flooding is the fact that 75%
- 90% of the wetlands in the region have been lost. 1In order to
resolve the debate over wetlands quickly and fairly, we urge you
to adopt the approach outlined in H.R. 350, so that both the

economic and environmental benefits of wetlands can be preserved.

Sincerely,

St Edunda

7 /}
Don Edwards, M.C. Norman Y. Miniféh/M.C.
yd
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 21, 1993

The Honorable Andrew Jacobs
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Jacobs:

The President has asked that I respond to your letter of
August 5 regarding your concerns about federal wetlands policy
and H.R. 350, the Wetlands Reform Act. I apologize for the delay
in my response.

President Clinton and Vice President Gore are committed to
the preservation of our natural resources in a way that leads to
strong and sustainable economic growth. This Administration
shares your concerns about the uncertainties surrounding wetlands
policies of the past.

As you know, an Interagency Working Group on Federal
Wetlands Policy was convened on June 4 to review and seek to
clarify the issues surrounding federal wetlands policy in
anticipation of the reauthorization of the Clean Water Act. It
included representatives of all federal agencies involved in, or
impacted by, the protection of wetlands. In addition, the
working group solicited a broad range of views, including those
of the Congress; state and local government; environmentalists;
developers and homebuilders; agricultural interests; and others.
The Administration policy that was announced in August is very
consistent with the policies proposed in your letter.

I look forward to working with you to ensure the effective
implementation of an ecologically sound wetlands policy during
the reauthorization of the Clean Water Act.

Again, thank you for sharing your thoughts with me.

Sincerely,
d ”» .
Kathleen A. M ty
Director, White House Office on
Environmental Policy

KAM/avl



Congress of the Enited States
PHouge of Representatibes

wasbinggﬁ, ABE Bos®5: 00

August 5, 1993

The President

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20500 '

Dear Mr. President:

We understand that you are currently in the process of
formulating an official position on federal wetlands policy. We
would like to urge you to adopt a position that is closely in
line with H.R. 350, the Wetlands Reform Act, currently
cosponsored by 80 members of Congress.

We know you are aware of the importance of preserving our
wetlands, and commend you for your support of a "no net loss" of
wetlands policy. Because Congress is moving closer to acting
legislatively on this issue, we feel that your involvement now
could have a critical impact on the outcome of this debate and
help end the polarization that has developed over this issue.

At a minimum, wetlands policy should accomplish the following:

it should stem the loss of 300,000 acres of wetlands annually; it
should streamline the permit process; it should improve wetlands
regulations so that they are uniformly applied; and it should
establish a more incentive-based approach to preserving
privately-held wetlands. We believe that H.R. 350 offers
reasonable and workable solutions that would achieve these
reforms within the framework that currently exists.

To strengthen protections for wetlands, H.R. 350 would amend the
Clean Water Act to include explicitly a provision covering the
protection of wetlands and expand the number of activities
covered under the Act to all that are harmful to wetlands. The
careful tracking of the impact of the permit program and
mitigation efforts on wetlands would also be required. Finally,
it would direct more personnel and resources to agencies that
oversee wetlands policy.

To streamline the permit process and make it more workable to
private landowners, H.R. 350 would establish a fast track to
process minor permits within a period of 60 days. Other helpful
provisions would direct the Corps to assist small landowners with
wetlands delineations, accelerate the completion of the National
Wetlands inventory maps by the Fish and Wildlife Service, and
clarify exemptions for normal and ongoing farming practices.



Many of the complaints that the system is unworkable arise from
the uneven application of wetlands requlations. We believe this
can be remedied through better training of wetlands delineators,
and through better coordination of delineation methods.

We also would like to stress the importance of scrutinizing
proposals that would seriously erode our wetlands base.- We are
particularly opposed to calls for a national wetlands
classification system. Such a task would be an inefficient use
of scarce resources, and according to the Fish and Wildlife
Service, it would cost $18 billion to implement. In addition,
ratings would have to be based on very subjective criteria.

We also urge you to resist pressure to broaden the application of
the Fifth Amendment takings clause to the limitation of property
rights that results from wetlands requlations. Restrictions on
the use of wetlands property often serve to protect the health
and safety of other nearby properties. To be able to evgluate
carefully the unique facts of each case, questions on takings
must be left to the courts to be considered on a case by case
basis.

The best chance for expanding our wetlands base lies in wetlands
restoration efforts. However, it is shortsighted to look to
mitigation banking as a solution that would allow wetlands to be
destroyed for development projects by creating or contributing to
a mitigation bank elsewhere. Studies have shown that efforts to
restore or create wetlands have had mixed results, and
replacement wetlands are often unsatisfactory because they rarely
perform as many or even the same functions as the natural
wetlands they replace.

Because 74 percent of the nation’s remaining wetlands are
privately owned, we must look more toward incentive-based
approaches to protecting wetlands. We urge support for the
Wetlands Reserve Program, as well as tax incentives that
encourage the donation of land to qualified conservation
organizations or that promote limiting activities on wetlands to
compatible uses.

The need to preserve our wetlands has been made especially clear
by the tragic floods now occuring in the Mississippi Valley.

Contributing to the severity of the flooding is the fact that 75%
- 90% of the wetlands in the region have been lost. In order to
resolve the debate over wetlands quickly and fairly, we urge you
to adopt the approach outlined in H.R. 350, so that both the

economic and environmental benefits of wetlands can be preserved.

Sincerely,

O Edundo

Don Edwards, M.C. Norman Y. Minetﬁh/M.C.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 20, 1993

The Honorable Bennett Johnston

Chairman

Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources

United States Senate

Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Johnston:

Thank you for the invitation to testify before the U-S.
Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Resources on October 28,
1993 on the President's Climate Change Action Plan.

In his Earth Day Address President Clinton announced this
Administration's intention of reducing greenhouse gas emissions
to 1990 levels by the year 2000. Yesterday the President
unveiled the Action Plan, which is based on a new approach: by
bringing together the environmental community and industry, we
can reach our goals in a way that is good for the environment and
the economy. Leaders in utilities, the electric motor, chemical
and aluminum industries have joined with us in voluntary
partnerships to achieve this goal.

Unfortunately, I will be unable to participate in your
hearing scheduled for 9:30 a.m. on October 28.

Again, thank you for the invitation.

Environmental Policy
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October 13, 1993

Ms. Kathleen A. McGinty

Daputy Assistant to the President
and Director of the White House
Office on Environmental Policy
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Ms. McGinty: ' -

This is to advise you that the U.S. Senate Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources has scheduled a hearing on Thursday,
October 28, 1953, to receive testimony on the Administration'’s
Natiocnal Action Plan to reduce greenhouse gases. The Compittae
respectfully requests your appearance at the hearing.

The hearing will begin at 9:30 a.m., in room 366 of the
Dirksen Senate Office Building. According to the Rules af
Congress, copies of the witnaesses’ prepared statements must be
made available prior to their appearance. In order to provide
time for the Committee’s evaluation of your statement, please
provide 150 copies at least 24 hours in advance of the hearing.

Should you have any queétlcns raegarding the hearing, please
contact Leslie Black Cordes of the Committee staff at (202) 224~
9607.




