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THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

May 10, 1994 

Ms. Brenda T. Day 

Federal Affairs Environmental Director 
Chrysler Corporation 
1100 Connecticut Avenue N.W. 
Suite 900 

Washington D.C. 20036 

Dear Ms. Day: 
Thank you for your letter dated May 6, 1994 and the enclosed 

Earth Day edition of Chrysler Times as well as Chrysler's new 
environmental brochure. 

As you know, the preservation of the environment continues 
to be one of President Clinton's and my highest priorities. I 
appreciate learning of Chrysler's continued efforts in improving 
the environment. 

Again, thank you for sharing this information with me. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. MqTGin 
Director, White House Office 
On Environmental Policy 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

Senator Alfonse M. D'Amato 
520 Hart Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator D'Amato: 

WASHINGTON 

June 8, 1994 

Thank you for your letter of May 12, 1994 regarding Refron Inc. We appreciate your 
interest in aiding in the Greening of the White House project. 

I have taken the liberty of forwarding you inquiry to Mark Ginsburg, head of the Greening 
of the White House implementation team. In order to demonstrate actions that all 
Americans can take to protect the environment and save money, we are purchasing all the 
materials for this project and are therefore, not accepting donations. For those materials 
that we do purchase, we do so through regular federal procurement procedures. We are 
appreciative of your willingness to help with the Greening of the White House project. 

Again, thank you for your interest. 

cc: Mark Ginsburg 

KAM/mmg 

Director, White 
Environmental Policy 



T H E WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

June 22, 1994 

Dalhousie U n i v e r s i t y School 
H a l i f a x N.S. 
Canada 
B3H 3J5 

Dear Friends: 

Thank you f o r w r i t i n g t o me about your concern f o r the 
whales. 

Many people have w r i t t e n t o us w i t h s i m i l a r concerns over 
the p o t e n t i a l ^ negative e f f e c t s of low frequency sound waves on 
the whales. We don't want t o see the whales get hurt e i t h e r . 

As a r e s u l t , the National Marine Fisheries Service has held 
p u b l i c hearings, i n a d d i t i o n t o meetings w i t h other agencies t o 
determine the best way t o handle t h i s issue. 

Again, thank you f o r your l e t t e r . 

Sin^ierely, 

Kathleen A. Mc 
D i r e c t o r , WhiW House O f f i c e on 
Environmental P o l i c y 

KAM/mmg 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
W A S H I N G T O N 

May 17, 1994 

Ms. J i l l DeLaney 
Quincy Library Group 
P.O. Box 1749 
Quincy CA 
959571 

Dear Ms. DeLaney: 

Thank you for your letter dated March 18, 1994 and your 
enclosed copy of "Quincy Library Group-Economic Stability 
Monitoring." I sincerely apologize for the delay in responding. 

As you know, I share President Clinton's and Vice President 
Gore's commitment to the preservation of our global environment. 

Again, thank you for sharing this information with me. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. 
Director, Whl^^House Office 
On Environmental Policy 
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March 18, 1994 

Kathleen McGinty 
Office on Environmental Policy 
Old Executive Office Building, Rm 358 
Washington, D.C. 20501 

Re: The Quincy (CA) Library Group 
Material prepared by John Sheehan/ Plumas 
Corporation: 
"Quincy Library Group-Economic Stability 
Monitoring" 

Dear Katie, 

I am enclosing a copy of "Quincy Library Group-Economic 
S t a b i l i t y Monitoring" which John Sheehan, Plumas 
Corporation, asked me to mail t o you today. 

Thanks also for possibly s e t t i n g up a meeting with Vice 
President Al Gore. We are keeping our fingers crossed! 

Sincerely, 

r i l l DeLaney 
Secretary to Michael B. Jackson 

cc Peter Yu (enclosure only) 
National Economic Council 

Healthy Forests b Stable Communities for Lassen, Plumas, & Sierra Counties, California 



Quincy Library Group-Economic Stability Monitoring 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The five year Quincy Library Group-Community Stability Proposal (QLG) requires 
monitoring for both forest health and for effectiveness in stabilizing the natural 
resource based economy in the three county area. The success or failure of the QLG 
will be a function of both forest heath and whether or not the communities involved are 
thriving. This application proposes a short term program to provide QLG's economic 
starting point. 
This project will provide for the development of economic monitoring goals, objectives 
and the specific parameters and indicators to be monitored (the Community 
Economic Stability Monitoring Program). The Monitoring Program will define which 
third parties will accomplish the monitoring, according to what timeline and at what 
projected cost over the five year period. 
Goals (such as "Maintain and improve local economic stability") will be paired with 
objectives (such as "Establish and implement a QLG Sustained Yield Unit") and 
indicators (such as "a defined volume and % , by NF, sold and manufactured within 
the SYU, by big business, small business and SSTS categories"). 
Indicators will include (but are not limited to) the unemployment rate, income and 
poverty levels, employment in various sectors (e.g wood products, transportation , 
forestry, services, agriculture), productivity changes, employment at existing mills, 
status of various present or former mill sites, initiation of new woods products firms, 
changes in Recreation Visitor Days and County Bed Tax Receipts,sales tax receipts 
.Forest Receipts,etc. 

The project will also provide the initial gathering .recording and publication of existing 
data as well as developing necessary historical or "baseline" economic data (e.g. 
trends prior to QLG). for each of the three counties and for the QLG area in aggregate. 
Data gathered at this initial phase would build on that compiled as part of the 
"Economic Dependency Statement" supporting graphs and statistics prepared 
recently for QLG (see attachments). 

CONFORMANCE WITH LOCAL ACTION PLAN 

Third Party monitoring is a critical component of the Quincy Library Group -Community 
Stability Plan. This joint application was approved by the QLG at their Steering 
Committee meeting in Susanville on 1/10/94. This followed a recommendation by the 
QLG Economic Stability Monitoring Committee. The scope of the Monitoring Program 
will be finalized under the aegis of QLG. 



BUDGET, TIMELINE AND APPROACH TO WORK 

Item 

USFS Local Match Total 

Lassen EDC Staff/overhead 5,000 5,000 
Plumas Corp. " (lead entity) 7,000 3,000 10,000 
Sierra EDC " 5.000 5,000 
Subcontracts 4,000 4,000 

Total $ 21.000 3.000 24.000 

The work will be carried out by the three economic development entities in the 
counties.each of which has successfully used USFS economic diversification funds in 
the past. Plumas Corporation would be the lead entity and would also provide the 
regional data gathering and analyses to the statistics and other information gathered 
by the other two entities. Plumas Corp would provide the local match. Subcontracts 
may be entered into with state entities such as CSU Chico and CA EDD to provide 
specific analyses. Subcontracts may also go to individuals previously involved in 
economic analyses in the region (e.g.UC Berkeley Instructor Dr.Jonathan Kusel from 
Lassen County). 

The project would be accomplished by 6/30/94 assuming a beginning on 4/1/94. 
A Final Report that addresses both the ongoing Monitoring Program as well as the 
QLG Starting Point will be presented for the use of QLG and USFS as well as 
published locally. 



*US Forest Service Contracting Issues Review 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Implementation of Ecosystem Management.Adaptive Management (Option 9) 
or the Quincy Library Group-Community Stability Initiative begs a review of USFS 
contracting procedures and subsequent modifications of laws,regulations,procedures 
and practices. Various issues need to be addressed. Plumas Corporation, a non-profit 
Local Economic Development Corporation, has been involved on this issue with the 
Northern Spotted Owl FEMAT process and has submitted information to the State 
CERT and the USDA "Reinventing Government" representatives in Washington D.C. 
This proposed grant would allow Plumas Corp. to continue to be involved in the 
process at the state and regional level. A report would be prepared by 6/30/94 that 
addresses these issues in regard to implementation of recommended changes within 
the Quincy Library Group (QLG) area. 
The particular issues to be addressed include: 

K-V funds 

Each timber sale has generated KV funds for riparian, reforestation and other 
improvements within the sale area.Congress sets an annual ceiling on usage of these 
dedicated funds per forest. What measures are necessary by Congress or the 
Administration to eliminate or ameliorate this cap in order to have an existing fund 
source used for QLG activities? Tens of millions of dollars have been collected in 
these accounts within the QLG area but are currently inaccessible . 

Stewardship Contracts 

Generically.these are blanket or turnkey contracts that provide for all or most of the 
desired inputs/outputs in a particular geographic area. 
Congress has authorized pilot demonstrations of this comprehensive service 
procurement contracting procedure (e.g. Dixie NF) and, until definitive results are in, 
will apparently not authorize its broadened usage. What steps are necessary to move 
from the pilot stage? What controls, bonding, monitoring and feedback loops need to 
be constructed to insure that all the outputs desired under such contracts (e.g. timber 
harvest, fuels reduction, road improvements/abandonment, riparian improvements, 
reforestation, etc.) are put in place in a timely manner? What provisions need to be 
made to insure small business and local business involvement in these contracts? Do 
prevailing wage mandates apply to such contracts? What affect will these contracts 
have on Forest receipts to the counties and Federal Treasury? 



Challenge Cost Share Agreements 

US Forest Service has significantly increased the use of such agreements in recent 
years. What limitations are there in law, regulation, procedure and practice that 
mandate a certain level of financial contribution by the non USFS challenger ? 
Should those be revisited to allow for more convenient use of such agreements where 
the driving project focus can attract limited partnership financial support but not 
majority funding? 

Service Agreements 

Ongoing contractions in USFS staff and operating budgets will mean a greater 
reliance on service contracts to accomplish specific tasks (e.g. monitoring, stream 
restoration, thinnings, trail improvements,etc.). Indeed, the QLG proposal, as 
interpreted by the Forests in question, calls for no new Full Time Equivalent USFS 
employees. What are the limitations on this contracting method in terms of dollar 
amount, advertising breadth, sole source agreements, local preference issues (see, 
for example. Sec 3 of the 1974 Housing and Community Act as administered by 
California Department of Housing and Community Development) and usage of 
prevailing wages. 

Prevailing Wage 

Most USFS construction contracts (and all contracts over $100,000) call for the 
contractor to use the (Davis-Bacon) "prevailing wage " rate per trade.These rates are 
primarily defined by metropolitan area wage rates .Can US Dep't. of Labor, either 
directly or through formatting and oversight, carry out non-metro (either by county or 
biological province) wage rate surveys in the affected areas in order to develop wage 
rates that more accurately reflect the actual prevailing wages in the affected area? 

Sole Source Agreements 

What are the uses of and limitations to sole source contracting procedures for USFS 
funds? CA Dep't of Housing (see service agreements section) has a written procedure 
for such agreements using federal community development funds and regulations. 
Can USFS develop such a written guidance to allow more expeditious use of 
community based , collaborative groups? 

Cooperative Agreements 

What are the limitations on the development of umbrella and ongoing, bilateral 
cooperative agreements (non-financial) that allow for an ongoing implementation 



framework with local cooperators? 

Project Agreements 

What opportunities exist for attaching subsequent Project Agreements,on a sole 
source basis, to Cooperative Agreements? What are the opportunities/limitations on 
this type of contracting for specific products and dollars? 

USFS Contracting Staff 

The expected proliferation of service type agreements will place new and added 
pressures on USFS staff at the district, forest and regional levels.Training and 
proforma contract development needs to take place to implement this major change in 
roles within USFS. Joint training with local cooperators should be explored. 

State-Private and Cooperative Forestry 

The USFS funded stewardship incentive program and community assistance 
programs have shown great flexibility in contracting procedures based upon 
implementation of a local "Action Plan". This has been accomplished within the 
framework of the state/coop forestry division within USFS (as opposed to the much 
larger National Forest System). Should these new service and other agreements be 
funneled through state/coop rather than NFS in order to expedite delivery and 
preclude the reconstruction of NFS contracting procedures and authorities? 

CONFORMANCE WITH LOCAL ACTION PLAN 

The formal Quincy Library Group-Community Stability Proposal (11/92 on p.4) notes 
that "stewardship contracts should be expanded". The written QLG proposal by the 
three Forest Supervisors mandates no new PTEs. This project's components were 
approved by the QLG Steering Committee on 2/7/94. 

BUDGET, TIMELINE And APPROACH TO WORK 

The work would be accomplished between 4/1/94 -6/30/94 in order to provide the 
information and generate the necessary ongoing activities for the QLG program to 
meet its financial and programmatic targets. The work would be done by Plumas 
Corps.' Executive Director, Erosion Control Coordinator and Administrative Assistant. 
The primary work, (as well as initial scoping) would take place at the local level with 
contracting and administrative personnel at the three QLG Forests. Three trips to 
Sacramento USFS, and single trips to Portland (FEMAT) and San Francisco(USFS) 



are also scheduled during the period. 
Plumas Corp. requests $15,000 for this project from USFS and would match those 
funds with $3,000 in staff, overhead and other in-kind local sources available from 
Plumas County The final report would be submitted on 6/30/94 with recommendations 
for each of the study areas. 

The following Budget breakout is requested: 

Item 
USFS Plumas Corp Total 

Plumas Corp 

staff and overhead 12,000 3.000 15,000 

Travel expenses 3,000 

Total $15,000 3.000 15.000 



* Feather River College Watershed Management Program Coordination 

Project Description 

Feather River College (FRC) has the only established, accredited Junior College program in Watershed 
Management on the west coast The program had its first students in 1990. The program was initiated 
through the collaborative efforts of the Feather River Coordinated Resource Management (CRM) group 
which has initiated a series of pioneering stream restoration activities in the watershed since 1985. FRC 
is a CRM signatory. Early on. CRM participants realized (and formally espoused in the CRM agreement) 
that education in the broadest sense was a critical component of long term erosion control/stream restoration 
efforts. In particular, it was important to develop a trained workforce of journey level para-professionals 
who could work at agencies, consulting firms and natural resource based private companies throughout the 
immediate area and the West. Part of the development of this educational component of the CRM was the 
development and implementation of curricula at the local high school level that can lead towards the Junior 
College Associate Degree program and thence to either subsequent employment or placement at Bachelor 
level colleges and beyond. This coursework 'articulation* with the local high schools received further 
impetus in 1993 as FRC was awarded funds from the California Community College Chancellor's Office 
(VETEA Tech-Prep) to complete the integration of the High SchooI-FRC curricula. 

A component of the CRM educational effort has been to work with the CRM signatory regulatory agencies 
(e.g. EPA, Army Corps) who have formally allowed these high school and college watershed students to 
monitor, under professional supervision, the recovery parameters on the stream reaches repaired through 
CRM efforts. 

The course work necessary for the FRC program is shown in the attachments. 

Additional needs for the FRC program have come about recently with the decrease in employment (and 
need for skills upgrading) caused by the Northem Spotted Owl injunction (in those CaUfomia timber 
counties north and west of Plumas, Oregon and Washington) as well as the recent dimunition of the local 
timber harvest and the consequent major local collaborative effort: The Quincy Library Group-Community 

Stability Proposal. 

Particular components of the Quincy Library Group's proposal that hold promise for private employment 
are the emphasis on the expansion of USFS 'stewardship' contracts, which would include both logging and 
restoration efforts as well as increased 'third party" ecosystem monitoring on the national forests. 
Opportunities for a major expansion of this existing FRC program are apparent 

This proposal requests $50,000 from USFS to employ, for one year, a full time coordinatorAnstructor for 
the FRC Watershed program. FRC would provide $15,000 in matching funds for this proposal. 

The coordinator^tructor would carry out the following tasks: 

a) Market the availability of the program to prospective students, 
b) Provide customized training/Instniction packages to meet local (Quincy Library Group) and regional 

(Option 9) needs on a group and/or individual basis; 
c) Continue and expand the existing FRC program; 
d) Place students at both four year college programs and at agencies/private employers. 



Conformance with Local Action Plan 

Education is a stated goal of the Feather River CRM. The Quincy Library Group proposal focusses on 
stream restoration and third party monitoring. 

Budget and Approach To Work 

The proposed projert would directly provide funds to Feather River College, who would carry out the 
program expansion. 

The following budget is proposed: 

Item 
USFS FRC Total 

Full-time coordinator/instruaor Salary 35,000 7,300 42300 
Part-time faculty Salary 5,600 5,600 
Full-time coordinatorAnstructor Fringe 12.200 700 12,900 
Part-time faculty Fringe 500 500 
Recruitment/Placement 2,000 1,000 3,000 
Recruitment/Placement Travel 800 400 1,200 

Total 50,000 15,500 65,500 

Timeline 

The project will be carried out from 5/1/94-4/30/95 



- * 1994 Plumas Corporation:CRM Coordination and Expansion 

Project Description 

Plumas Corporation has been carrying out coordination of the East Branch North Fork Feather River 
Coordinated Resource Management (CRM) project since 1985. This multi-agency, erosion control and 
stream restoration project has accomplished a wide variety of structural and management improvements in 
the area since that time. The EBNFFR CRM has been seen as a pioneering, locally initiated and managed, 
collaborative effort. The Plumas National Forest has been an early and strong supporter of the CRM effon 
through its ongoing financial support of the coordination functions of Plumas Corporation as well as the 
contributions of both staff and fiinding for numerous CRM projects. 

This proposal requests $15,000 from USFS for USFS's share of the Plumas Corp's 1994 CRM coordination 
efforts. This request assumes a continuance of the existing programs. This request is made via this grant 
process, since curtent USPS NFS funding constraints apparently do not allow funding for the CRM 
coordination function. 

Should the "Quincy Library Group-Community Stability Proposal' be approved and funded by USDA 
officials in Washington D.C, then the CRM role will greatly expand throughout the area in order to 
implement the accelerated riparian, stream channel, road and range improvements. This funding request 
is amended, at that time, up to $50,000 in order to incorporate the expansion of the CRM to the entire 
Feather River watershed, including those parts of that watershed in the Tahoe and Lassen National forests 
as well as the pertinent portions of Lassen and Sierra Counties. Part of this expanded role would be 
technical assistance in assisting USFS in setting up and implementing CRM type efforts in the other 
geographic areas within the QLG but outside of the Feather River watershed. 

The specific tasks to be accomplished during 1984 under the maintenance of existing effort request are 
included under the attachments for this topic Also included are the 1993 CRM Final Report; the 1994 
CRM budget; 1993 publicity, tours and presentation and also 1994 Projects and Studies. This proposal 
therefore, is also our 1993 CRM Report. 

Conformance with Local Action Plan 

The Plumas County Overall Economic Development Plan (OEDP) specifically calls for continuation of the 
CRM. The Quincy Library Group-Communî  Stability Proposal calls for "a network of riparian habitat 
and a watershed restoration program ... be established." (p.3)..."along the lines of the eight year old Feathei 
River CRM." (p.2). 



Budget, Approach to Work and Timeline 

There are seventeen entities (public,private4ocal state and federal) involved in the CRM. Pluinas 
Corporation carries out the coordination function under the policy direaion of the CRM Steering 
Committee (all participant entities) and under the day to day direction of the CRM Management Committee 
(Feather River RCD, USFS. PG&E, CA CDF&FP, Plumas County and CA DFG). $582,000 in funds from 
various sources are conunitted for 1994 work on various projects. An additional $380,000 will be sought for 
existing projects afready approved by the CRM. The largest 1994 projects will be restoration work at the 
Walker Mine Tailings (USFS administered-under contrart), The Big Flat project (USFS lands-funds m 
pipeline) and the Indian Creek PL 566 project (under contraa). The coordination role is defined m the 
attachments. 
The work will be accomplished during 1994. The basic deUverable will by the 1994 CRM Final Report m 
February 1995, 

The following budgets are proposed: 

No Quincy Library Group Funding 

Item 
USFS Plumas Corp. Total$ 

Plumas Corp Coordination 

staff/overhead/expenses 15,000 35,000 50,000 

Total 15,000 35,000 50,000 

Quincy Library Group Funded 

Plumas Corp Coordination 
and Technical Assistance 

staff/overhead/expenses 50,000 35,000 85,000 

Total 50,000 35,000 85,000 



THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASH INGTO N 

May 23, 1994 

Mr. Dipper 
CGLI 
Council of Great Lakes Industries 
555 South Forest Street, Suite 4A 
Ann Arbor, MI 48104 

Dear Mr. Dipper: 

Thank you for your letter dated April 8, 1994. I enjoyed 
meeting with you, Grace Wever, and Wendell Holloway to discuss 
our Administration's environmental policy related to the Great 
Lakes. 

Again, i t was a pleasure meeting you. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. McGit 
Director, White House' Office 
On Environmental Policy 



Council ol GREAT LAKES INDUSTRIES 

. SOU IH l-OHbS I SIHkE I. SUII t -lA • ANN AHHOH. Ml .18 KM • 3l3-?50-323ei /1-AX 3l3-663-?'l?'i 

Api-il S. 1994 

Kathleen A. McGinty 
Di rector 
White House Office 

on Environmental Policy 
Old Executive Office Building 
I7th and Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington. D. C. 20501 

Dear Ms McGinty: 

1 want to thank you for the time you gave Grace Wever. 
Wendell Holloway and me yesterday to discuss the Council of Great 
Lakes Industries and our role in environmental policy related to 
the Great Lakes. 1 do believe we can make a contribution in 
this area given our membership and the significant position our 
companies play in Great Lakes public policy. 

Our offer stands as submitted: We would be happy to discuss 
with you any proposals you may have that are in their formative 
stages and might benefit from "outside" thinking. I do believe 
there is an opportunity to develop a greater consensus on policy 
issues prior to their publication, avoiding the polarization that 
frequently follows enunciated policy where no e f f o r t is made to 
rationalize positions from the various "stakeholders". 

We look forward to working with you and the members of your 
s t a f f in the future and thank you again for the time you gave us. 

Best regards. 

WPT/f 
McG i n t v 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

May 17, 1994 

Mr. B i l l Drayton 
Ashoka Innovators for the Public 
1700 North Moore Street 
Suite 1920 
Arlington, Virginia 
22209 

Dear Mr. Drayton: 

Thank you for your letter on Ashoka Innovators for the 
Public. I sincerely apologize for the delay in responding. 

I t i s inspiring to see a non-profit venture group undertake 
a worthwhile cause such as supporting indigenous innovators. 

Again, thank you for sharing this information with me. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. McGizftj _ 
Director, White/Holise Office 
On EnvironmentaOxT'olicy 



Ashoka w'pi^ Innovators for the Public 
1700 North Moore Street, Suite 1920 • Arlington, Virginia 22209 USA • (703) 527-8300 

January 15, 1993 

Dear Erieftd: 

If you saw an opportunity to open up major new possibilities in education, human rights, 
the environment, health, and other areas of human need at very little cost, wouldn't you t^e 
it? I am writing to open just such an opportunity to you. Let me introduce you to AshoKar^ 
Innovators for the Public, a 13-year-old international, non-profit organization whose central job 
is to help launch remarkably innovative and practical "public service entrepreneurs" — people 
who have a vision for a patteni-selting change for the public good and the skills and tenacity to 
see it through. Just as business entrepreneurs lead innovation in commerce, our public 
entrepreneurs lead social change. 

Ashoka is the first non-profit venture group devoted to launching such public 
entrepreneurs. We believe that supporting indigenous innovators is the single most powerful 
way to speed development and the most appropriate and efficient way to help the poor 
majorities of the developing worid. In the past, thanks to the investments of many friends like 
you, we at Ashoka have been able to free hundreds of our Fellows — each the entrepreneur 
behind a creative pattern-setting solution to one of society's most pressing problems. We hope 
you will become a co-venturer with these innovators. That is why I am inviting you to think 
of Ashoka when you consider your annual giving. 

Ashoka's strategy is simple. We invest in an innovator with a pattern-setting new idea 
and the drive and temperament to make it succeed. Our small investments in the right people 
at the right time give their ideas the opportunity to take root and produce enormous dividends: 

* Ten million acres of Brazilian rain forest saved, 

* Fourteen million Indian children learning to think, not memorize and repeat, 

* A new, nonpolitical way of organizing small farmers in Mexico that tripled their 
incomes and now benefits 540,000 farmers in six countries. 

The early stages of launching a new idea in public service are difficult. Few people can 
afford to devote all their time and energy fighting for an idea when they must support their 
families. Foundations and other sources of funding usually wait until an idea has proven itself 
before offering support. This gap is Ashoka's special niche. Our modest living stipends give 
public entrepreneurs the support they need when they need it most — at the critical point 
between the launching of an idea and its recognition as a success. In India, for example, as little 
as $200 a month gives a public entrepreneur selected as an Ashoka Fellow the freedom to launch 
a vision for change. The cost/benefit ratio of such an investment is remarkable. The world 
needs the coming generation of social innovations, and their champions, our Fellows, urgently. 
Please consider giving Ashoka a generous tax deductible contribution now. 

•Bangkok Dhalca Hyderabad -Johannesburg Lagos Mexico D.F. 

Calcutta Harare Jalcarta -Kathmandu London -Rio de Janeiro 



Ashoka is already well-established in countries with three quarters of the population of 
South and Southeast Asia, Africa, and Latin America and the Caribbean Basin including 
Bangladesh, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Ghana, India, Indonesia, Ivory Coast, Mali, 
Mexico, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, Senegal, South Africa, Thailand, Uruguay, and Zimbabwe. 
The almost 500 Ashoka Fellows that have already been elected in these countries are addressing 
critical social needs in every conceivable area, from economic development and education 
reform to health care, human rights, and the environment. Many of these early Ashoka Fellows 
are already acknowledged leaders in their fields, nationally and internationally. They are 
providing new answers to key social problems. They're also role models of public 
entrepreneurship, of citizens taking effective initiative to solve public problems, in countries 
where such quintessential democratic behavior is still new. 

However, don't just take our word for it. Our Fellows are now regularly in the news — 
be it The New York Times, the BBC, or the Bangkok Post. In 1993, the media focused our 
attention on the vulnerability of children born to poverty in the Third Worid. Accelerating 
murders of street children in Brazil sounded the most recent alarm signalling poor children's 
need for protection and, most importantly, a way out of the debilitating poverty that has sent 
them into the streets. Few street children are really homeless. Rather, most help their families 
survive by taking menial jobs wherever they can find them. With their families under great 
economic distress and without schooling, these children have few prospects. 

The problem is worsening and spreading. It is worsening in Brazil even though the 
country is the world's seventh or eighth industrial power, one that sells aircraft and nuclear 
submarines. Nor is America irnrnuiie. Perhaps the fact that the world's richest 20 peicent have 
83 percent of the world's income and the bottom 20 percent only 1.4 percent, a 60:1 ratio — 
twice the 30:1 ratio of only two decades ago — has something to do with it. 

There is, however, hope for these millions of children. 15 Ashoka Fellows are 
pioneering new, large scale approaches to the problem — from Mexico to Nigeria and 
Indonesia. Another 84 Fellows, confronting one of the world's greatest failures, are showing 
how to ensure that all children can learn and develop fully. That's a hundred powerful, practical 
new ideas — in the hands of first class, very determined entrepreneurs who, through Ashoka, 
are effectively allied for the first time. If there is a way out, you can help open the door. 

Recently PBS Television focused in on one of these Fellows, Brazil's Carlos Bezerra. 
Carlos is working with a class of street children others find too difficult to take on, those heavily 
addicted to drugs. Carlos, for example, persuaded university researchers to join him in mapping 
the very different devil's brew of industrial and other cheap chemicals these children use to 
override their hunger pangs and to escape their reality. As a result there is now a guide to help 
street workers, not to mention the kids, understand the health consequences of using each 
substance, the symptoms of overdosing, and the probably available antidotes. At least as 
important, he is working out how to help these kids back — ranging from simple games that 
demonstrate the damage the drugs are doing to longer term, peer-supported psychological 
interventions. Carlos's street rehabilitation tools are now spreading broadly in Brazil and could 
help well beyond. 



When the vigilantes started their recent drive to "clean up" Rio, they went after some of 
the children with whom Carlos is working. Carios objected. Ten children, including many of 
those furthest along in the rehabilitation process, and one co-worker have been killed so far. 
Another of his workers, a psychologist working with street giris, has received death threats and 
been chased by a car. Carlos has received similar threats, including one to kill one of his 
colleagues and three of the children per month until he leaves the area. The city has given 
Carlos land for a center, but it can't provide adequate protection. It is this grim stand off that 
initially attracted PBS' attention. This is only the second time in our thirteen years that a Fellow 
has been so endangered. Ashoka is of course doing what it can to help Carios. 

A street culture where young people are feared rather than loved is a symptom of 
deeper failures. If the schools, for example, had not failed, there would be many fewer 
children on the streets. In Brazil only 16 percent of the children in public schools pass eighth 
grade and only 2 percent finish eighth grade in eight years; schools and teachers blame the 
children for this failure; and these dismal public system results cost the same per capita as much 
higher quality private education. 

This is not Brazil's failure alone. Every country I know, cleariy including our own, is 
failing to ensure that poor children have a truly equal opportunity to learn. In an increasingly 
urban and information intense world, this failure is widening the gap between the dominant and 
weaker groups in society. It's creating a growing, unwanted, dead-end underclass almost 
everywhere. 

Eighty four of our 500 Fellows have risen to this challenge — each with a new idea, 
most by now proven national scale successes. For example, by teaching through children's 
logic, Sao Paulo's Telma Wiesz can get one in two illiterate street children reading and writing 
in ninety days. Bangladesh's Ibrahim Sobhan's innovations — new classroom organization, 
work and economic incentives, elimination of homework, and use of students as educators — 
have increased enrollments 44 percent and cut dropout rates in half and recently became national 
policy. 

Ashoka is helping these Fellows pool their ideas; extract a half dozen cross-cutting 
principles (e.g. that, to intensify learning, one almost has to use the chief human resource 
available, the children); mesh these principles into a coherent, understandable approach; refine 
and demonstrate it in a half dozen communities; and, finally, spread this public entrepreneurs' 
alternative globally. We're involving education entrepreneurs from America and Europe in 
building this alternative. We're also responding to a growing flow of interest from school 
administrators and others here — even as we're thinking through how best to overcome the wall 
of hubris that makes many Americans think that we have little to learn from the other 94 percent 
of humanity. 

The first demonstration of our alternative approach is just now beginning in Salvador, 
the coastal capital of Brazil's northeastern state of Bahia. Local business and government will 
pay most of the several million dollars that local operations will cost over the first three years. 
Eight Fellows are directing the project, which will be project managed by our colleague, Cesare 



La Rocca, Director of Salvador's respected street children's group Axe (see attached New York 
Times article). 

This is only one example of how Ashoka enables public entrepreneurs across the globe 
working on these social problems to collaborate, creating new alternative approaches far more 
powerful than anything any one Fellow could produce. Another example: more than 25 Fellows 
are showing how even poor societies can bring care to the 95 percent of their disabled who now 
receive no help. Each has an important part of the puzzle. Ashoka helps put these pieces 
together. Our international association provides an unprecedented opportunity for the exchange 
of ideas and the development of collaborations that broaden the reach of any one Fellow's work. 
Ashoka Fellows also strengthen the democratic foundations of their respective societies, serving 
as role models of independent thought and action. 

Just as business entrepreneurs need venture partners who will provide them with capital, 
technical assistance, and the other resources they need to launch their profit-making ventures, 
public entrepreneurs also need partners who will help support their social ventures. Please join 
us as a partner through your contribution to this pattern-setting social change movement. 

Sincerely, 

Bill Drayton 
President 

P.S. As you think about your fully tax deductible investment in Ashoka, please consider what 
a bargain it is. In Asia, $250 can give a first-class change-maker a month's freedom to launch 
his or her idea and $3,000 supports that Fellow for a year; a little more than $675 a month or 
$8,100 annually does the same in Latin America. $4500 is the average annual cost. If you opt 
for this last level of gift, we will make sure that you hear from your Fellow(s), who you will 
enjoy getting to know, roughly quarterly. 



May 10, 1994 

Ms. Brenda T. Day 
Federal Affairs Environmental Director 
Chrysler Corporation 
1100 Connecticut Avenue N.W. 
Suite 900 

Washington D.C. 20036 

Dear Ms. Day: 
Thank you for your letter dated May 6, 1994 and the enclosed 

Earth Day edition of Chrysler Times as well as Chrysler's new 
environmental brochure. 

As you know, the preservation of the environment continues 
to be one of President Clinton's and my highest priorities. I 
appreciate learning of Chrysler's continued efforts in improving 
the environment. 

Again, thank you for sharing this information with me. 

Sincerely, 

Cathleen A. McGinty 
Director, White House Office 
On Environmental Policy 



Brenda T Day 
Federal Affairs Environmental Director 

May 6, 1994 

The Honorable Kathleen McGinty 
Deputy A s s i s t a n t t o the President 
and D i r e c t o r , O f f i c e of Environmental P o l i c y 
Old Executive O f f i c e B u i l d i n g 
17th St. & Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Ms. McGinty: 

Enclosed i s the Earth Day e d i t i o n of Chrys le r Times, 
our weekly company newspaper which shares Chrysler 
and auto i n d u s t r y i n f o r m a t i o n w i t h employees and 
r e t i r e e s . 

I thought you would be i n t e r e s t e d i n the Chrysler 
environmental e f f o r t s and programs h i g h l i g h t e d i n 
t h i s issue, dated A p r i l 21, 1994. I n a d d i t i o n , I am 
also enclosing a copy of our new environmental 
programs brochure. 

Sincerely, 

BTD/st 

Chrysler Corporation 
1100 Connecticut Avenue NW Suite 900 
Washington DC 20036 
202 862 5414 
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2 Chrysler Times April 21,1994 

Environmental issues merit top priority at Chrysler 
Earth Day, April 22, puts a 

spotlight on environmen­
tal concerns. Here's how 

Chrysler pitches In: 
A UAW/Chrysler Product 

Quality Improvement Partner­
ship National Operations Waste 
Elimination Team was formed 
earlier this year. 

The team, composed of bar­
gaining-unit and nonbargaining-
unit employees from U.S. and 
Canadian assembly plants, has a 
goal of zero-discharge, waste-
free Chrysler facilities by the 
year 2000. 

Although the current focus is 
on assembly operations, it will 
later be expanded to other facili­
ties. 
Getting at the cause 

Other ongoing efforts to pre­
vent pollution focus on eliminat­
ing root causes. These efforts 
include: 

• Working with suppliers to 
reduce or eliminate hazardous 
materials in Chrysler's manu­
facturing processes. 

Successes include reformulat­
ing paints and cleaners to ex­
clude most toxic solvents, elimi­
nating lead from all paints ex­
cept electrocoat primer, refor-
mulatingnew coatings to reduce 
odor potential and the phased 
elimination of electrical equip­
ment containing PCBs in 
Chrysler facilities. 

• Eliminating 55 percent of 
current packaging wastes in the 
company's assembly plants, with 
a mandate of 95 percent for all 

new models. 
• Reducingthevolumeof paint 

sludge by 1)0 percent usinga pro­
cess to turn it into a recyclable 
powder. The technology was 
developed by Chrysler and one 
of its suppliers. 

• Working to eliminate ozone-
depleting chlorofluorocarbons 
(CFCs) from Chrysler vehicles, 
processes and facilities. Since 
January, all Chrysler vehicles 
have been assembled with CFC-
free refrigerants in their air-con­
ditioning sys­
tems. 

• Reducing 
energy usage 
per vehicle 
produced by 
Chrysler by 
40 percent 
over the past 
decade. Each 
Chryslerplant ^ H ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ H 
has a conservation committee 
whose goal is to reduce energy 
use and cost. 
Recycling efforts 

Other initiatives at Chrysler 
are aimed at increasing vehicle 
recyclability. 

Chrysler vehicles today are 
about 75 percent recyclable by 
weight. The company is working 
to boost that percentage through 
vehicle design, engineering, 
procurement and supply and in 
dealings with suppliers. 

In 1992, Chrysler joined forces 
with Ford and General Motors 
in a Vehicle Recycling Partner­
ship. Its objective is to identify 

Chrys ler vehicles 
today are about 75 
percent recyclable by 
weight. The company 
is working to boost 
that percentage. 

and pursue opportunities for in­
creasing vehicle recyclability. 

Many components in vehicles 
such as Chrysler New Yorker 
and LHS and Dodge and Ply­
mouth Neon models are made 
from recycled plastic. 

Chrysler is recycling more 
than 8 million gallons of used 
oil annually from stamping, 
machining and engine plants. 
And each year, more than 
700,000 tons of scrap metal are 
being salvaged and 800 tons of 

paper are re­
cycled. 

Chrysler is 
collaborating 
with Cherokee 
Sanford Group 
Inc. to recycle 
petroleum-con­
taminated soil 
into safe, usable 

^ • • • • • • B bricks. The com­
pany also is working wnth Na­
tional Rubber of Canada to de­
velop parts made from used 
tires. 

In addition, Chrysler is test­
ing recycled and remanufactured 
antifreeze for possible use in fu­
ture vehicles. 
Looking to tlie future 

Chrysler is actively involved 
in .several initiatives to investi­
gate other important vehicle 
technologies. 

• Natural-gas-powered mini-
vans and full-size vans are being 
produced by Chrysler as part of 
the company's support for de­
velopment of cleaner fuels. 

Chrysler's natural-gas-jjowered 
minivan was the first vehicle to 
meet the California Ultra Low 
Emi.ssion Vehicle exhaust emis­
sion standard. 

Chrysler's Natural Gas Ve­
hicles program also is develop­
ing natural-gas-powered pickups 
that are scheduled to be intro­
duced in 1995. 

• In 1995, flexible-fuel versions 
of the Dodge Intrepid will re­
place the Dodge Spirit and Ply­
mouth Acclaim models that 
have been offered to fleet and 
retail customers in California 
since 1993. 

Chrysler has focused its flex­
ible fuel development on M85, a 
mixture of 85 percent methanol 
and 15 percent gasoline. 

• In December 1992, Chrysler 
began production of its TE Vans, 
electric-ijowered vehicles based 
on Chrysler's minivans. They 
were developed in cooperation 
with the Electric Power Re­
search Institute. 

The first 50 Dodge Caravan 
electric models were purchased 
by electric utility companies rep­
resented by consortia in New 
York, Pennsylvania, Georgia, 
Texas and California. 

This year, Chrysler added 
Canada and Alaska as custom­
ers to its electric vehicle pro­
gram. 

In the 1994 model year. Dodge 
Caravan Electric and Plymouth 
Voyager Electric models are 
being offered to interested fleet 
customers. 

Headquarters Dovelopment Program 

Much of the steel framework is up for the fouî story addition Unking CTC with the new headquarters 
building. Preparation for the 15-story tower has already begun, and construction of steel framework will 
begin shortly thereafter. 

Four-story CTC addition under construction 

Construction of the four-
story addition to the 
Chrysler Technology 

Center is well under way. 
The addition will serve as the 

link between the technical cen­
ter and Chrysler's new head­
quarters facility. 

Work toward erecting the 
structural steel for the 15-story 

headquarters tower is scheduled 
to occur during the summer 
months. 

The two-story base of the 
tower facility will extend beyond 
the tower and will include a con­
ference center, dining area and 
office space. 

Residents of the new CTC 
addition and the headquarters 

facility will begin moving in 
during the fall of 1995 through 
the spring of I99(). 

Paving for a new 1,548 park­
ing-space area will be completed 
this fall. Construction of head­
quarters deck parking struc­
tures will begin this summer 
and be completed by the middle 
of next year. 

Need a reason to 
Look at Chrysler 

Pulitzer Prize-winning au­
thor-historian David Mc-
Cullough recently has 

been using Chrysler as an ex­
ample of what public investment 
in the arts can do. 

" I f you want a practical exam­
ple of the value of training young 
people in the arts, consider 
what's happened to the Chrysler 
Corporation in the last few 
years," McCuUough told a Na­
tional Public Radio audience Ap­
ril 10,citingthecompany'strans-
formation into "leading the pack 
among American automakers." 

In McCullough's view, a pri­
mary reason for the company's 
recent success is the design of 
its products. 

"Now those designers at 
Chrysler... they don't just spring 
out of nowhere," he said. "They 
have to he trained. And to get 
one" or two who are going to be 
stars, you have to train maybe 
50 or 100. To not be suppoi-ting 
with both money and commit­
ment that kind of ability is to be 
extremely short-sighted just in 
a financial way." 

support the arts? 
, says historian 

McCullough echoed his com­
ments the next day in a talk spon­
sored by the American Council 
for the Arts in Washington, D.C. 

"The nation needs artists and 
designers to work in the auto­
mobile industi-y, in advertising, 
publishing, fashion, interior de­
sign, television, the-movies," he 
said. "Talent doesn't just hap­
pen. It has to be developed, 
brought out, brought along with 
education. And the process has 
to begin early." 

McCullough's books include 
the best-selling history on Harry 
Truman that earned him the 
Pulitzer Prize. He is also the 
host of the PBS series "The 
American Experience." His talk 
on the arts and public policy will 
be broadcast on C-SPAN and on 
National Public Radio at a time 
to be announced later. 

" I f we want libraries open 
again, if we want a generous, 
exciting, creative education for 
our children, if we want a cul­
ture that counts for something, 
it's up to us," he said. "We must 
get busy and make it happen." 



T H E WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

A p r i l 15, 1994 

Ms. Pat Dollar 
Dollar and Associates 
Pulp and Paper Consultants 
7950 Old Fa l l s Road 
McLean, VA 22102 

Dear Ms. Dollar: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the recent federal 
government procurement of recycled paper made from ONP/OMG. I t 
was good to hear from you. 

As you know, I am dedicated to the preservation of our 
natural resources. The White House i s excited about adopting 
environmentally sustainable practices in compliance with the 
Executive Order of President Clinton. 

I appreciate learning of your concerns about the 
recyclability of the ONP/OMG copier paper. Please be assured 
that your concerns w i l l be carefully reviewed. 

Again, thank you for sharing your concerns with me. 

Sincerely, 

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

KAM/jdm 
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0(fIC9 of Patricia J. Oolfar 
7950 Old Falls Road 
McUan, VA 22102 

Phoha (703) 506-1822 
Fax: (703) 506-1826 

Please deliver the following pages to: 

Individual: 

Company: 

From: Patricia J. Dollar 

Total number of pages NOT INCLUDING \h\s cover sheet 

If you do not receive all pages, or if any transmission 
is not legible, please call Pat Dollar at (703) 506-1822. 

CENTER STREET, P.O. BOX 338, LYONS FALLS. NEW YORK 13368 315-348-8411 FAX 315-348^629 
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January 22,1994 

Ms. Kathleen A. McGinty 
Director, White House Office of 
Environmental Policy 
Old Executive Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20501 

Dear Katy, 

I am writing to you in response to a recent letter, dated January 

13/ 1994, from Senator Wendell Ford, Chairman of the Joint Committee 

on Printing, to the President, regarding GPO procurement of a 

particular type of recycled copier paper, while I applaud the efforts 

of the JCP and GPO to comply with Executive Order #12873, there are 

lic-L*nLial problems vhieh inrgo on.ilG proaurflm»nt of this pappr 

could create. 

copier papers currently being puiuheibaJ by GPO under the new JOT 070 
specification are made from ONP/OMG which is an already mature 

tivil cclleebien masl«ete. Tho intont of moct rooicclort pappr 

effoitts in the printing and writing area has been to create incentives 

Tor rhe eoiirufciuii ..mil uuu uf uiiJw^ hlffh gt-nHf u>̂ 1t\Q 

• r r i i t MKiiii Liu§a ••nin iinn nf thin nnMrDrint hatflfl nnnpr v111 
create disincentives tor miiis to manufa«jtuitf leu^wled high grade 
copier papers, as they will never be able to compete based on price. 
The end result will be exactly the opposite of the intent of the 
KxHrnhivH Oft'jftr, whicn is to create a readv marKu-t fux iwu^ciftd 
white copier papers. 

Also, there i s , to the best of my ycnowledge, no Infrnatructure in 
pxucu to tiounje Bŵ 'oiioiL** LUla n«w»t'i.iiil î ciLDcJ (.̂ jjî i.'.r I'.ni&fii*, irhiah 
cannot be recycled with the high grade white paper due to its 
groundwood/lignin content. Nor can this newsprint based copier 
paper be recycled with the ONP (newsprint) as most ONP de-inking 



J A N — 2 5 — S i - * U 1 T : 0 2 0 3 

technology cannot handle laser print or toner/developer contaminants. 

Furthermore, most recycling contracts from waste paper brokers 

specifically preclude newsprint from the collection process. This 

"hybrid" sheet is something of a recycling "pariah", as i t is only 

collectable as a low end mixed waste. 

T-Hiile I feel that this copier paper can make a valid contribution 

to solid waste reduction as an adjunct to the existing ONP/OMG 

markets, i t should not be u.sed as a wholesale "low cost" replacement 

for high grade white recycled copier papers. It is important to keep 

in mind what the added " end of pipeline" costs of source separation 

for this material will be - it may in fact, diminish any up-front 

savings presently being touted. Also, as the Federal Government 

begins to explore opportunites for closed-loop recycling, the resale 

value of the (secondary fiber) collected wastepaper becomes a critic a l 

factor in the savings which the Federal Government could potentially 

realize on the re-supply of paper. In other words, a closed-loop 

system utilizing high grade waste to high grade re-supplied copier 

papers would afford the government more value for waste paper dollars 

expended than a low-end mixed waste feedstock. 

I do not suggest in any way that the GPO not procure this ONP/OMG 

type copier paper ( both for its own use and/or resale to Federal 

agencies). I do, however, recommend that GPO properly inform any 

procuring agencies of appropriate applications for its use and 

disposal. I would also advocate the establishment ot some contracts 

for collection of this material. This is a product which definitely 

that i t not be used to replace the high grade white recycled papers 
that so desperately need markets today. 

Should you have any questions regarding my comments please feel free 

sard's, <~v,,,̂  

Pat Dollar 

Dollar & Associates 
Pulp and Paper Consultants 
7Q=̂n mrt PallQ Pnnrt 
McLegin, VQ . 22103 



T H E WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

A p r i l 6, 1994 

Ms. Denise D'Anne 
351 Guerrero S t r e e t 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Ms. D'Anne: 

Thank you f o r c o n t a c t i n g me regarding your thoughts on 
sustainable development issues i n Ecuador. As always, i t was 
good t o hear from you. 

As you know. President C l i n t o n and I are committed t o the 
p r o t e c t i o n o f our g l o b a l n a t u r a l resource base i n a manner t h a t 
continues t o allow sustainable economic growth. I appreciate 
l e a r n i n g your i n s i g h t s i n t o the Organization of Indigenous 
Peoples of Pastaza and the A t l a n t i c R i c h f i e l d Company. Since my 
r e t u r n from Ecuador l a s t f a l l , I have been contacted by and 
consulted w i t h a wide v a r i e t y of i n t e r e s t s i n v o l v e d i n 
sustainable development issues i n the Andean region. Rest 
assured t h a t I understand your concerns. 

Again, thank you f o r sharing your views w i t h me. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. McGinty 
D i r e c t o r , White House O f f i c e on 
Environmental P o l i c y 

KAM/jdm 



March 7, 1994 

Mr. Lodwrich Cook 
Chairman of the Board and CEO, ARCo 
515 South Flower St. 
Los Angeles, CA. 90071-7256 

Dear Mr. Cook: 

I am urging you to work with indigenous organizations in the 
Ecuadorian rainforest to plan for sustainable environmental 
management. 

With the world awash with o i l , I can not understand why you 
are destroying rainforests anyway. 

Sincerely, 

Tenise D'Ann̂  
351 Guerrero St. 
San Francisco, CA. 94103 

cc: Ms. Kati McGinty 
Director of Environmental Policy 
The White House 
Old Executive Office Building, Room 360 
Washington, DC 20501 

lg_DSEPIOSAvi£A 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

A p r i l 1, 1994 

Mr. Timothy Day 
1981 J u l i e t Avenue 
St. Paul, MN 55105 

Dear Mr. Day: 

Thank you f o r c o n t a c t i n g me regarding your thoughts about 
President C l i n t o n ' s Forest Management Plan. I t was good t o hear 
from you. 

As you know. President C l i n t o n announced h i s Forest Plan f o r 
a Sustainable Economy and a Sustainable Environment, based on the 
a n a l y t i c a l work of three working groups e s t a b l i s h e d a t the Forest 
Conference. This a d m i n i s t r a t i o n believes t h a t the Forest Plan i s 
s c i e n t i f i c a l l y - s o u n d and l e g a l l y responsible and w i l l provide a 
sustainable harvest. This plan also includes a new economic 
assistance program t h a t helps l o c a l workers, businesses and 
communities i n strengthening the region's economy by c r e a t i n g 
family-wage jobs, o f f e r i n g new economic o p p o r t u n i t i e s , and 
ensuring the region's long-term economic h e a l t h . 

A f t e r r e c e i v i n g over 100,000 comments on the proposed plan, 
we are now working t o r e f i n e i t f u r t h e r and expect t o submit the 
f i n a l Record of Decision around March 31st. I appreciate 
l e a r n i n g your views on t h i s very important issue. 

Again, thank you f o r sharing your thoughts w i t h me. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. McGinty 
D i r e c t o r , White House O f f i c e on 
Environmental P o l i c y 

KAM/jdm 



Soda Mountain 
Wiltderness Council 

PQ Box 512 • Ashland. Oregon 97520 

President B i l l Clinton RE: PNW Forest Plan 
c/o Katy McGinty/Will Stelle FSEIS-ROD Changes 
White House Office of Environmental Policy 
Room 360, Old Executive Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20501 

Dear President Clinton, :f<y.jjyl,ia<^ /?IC(^ ^ ^rU^cH^oM^f 

Thank you f o r attempting to address the many problems i n forest 
management t h a t have plagued the Forest Service and BLM i n the 
Pacific Northwest. We place great t r u s t i n your administration 
and these agencies to conserve and protect these forests not only 
fo r present and future human generations, but also f o r hundreds 
of forest plant and animal species we did not create and cannot 
replace. 

Unfortunately, your Final d r a f t for management of spotted owl 
forests i n Washington, Oregon, and Ca l i f o r n i a not only does not 
protect spotted owls s u f f i c i e n t l y , as required by law, but 
neither does i t protect salmon, steelhead, and countless other 
species the law requires the federal government to protect. 

One of the best ways to protect threatened species at the least 
cost to the timber industry i s to protect a l l roadless areas 
remaining on federal forest land. These are precious refuges of 
bi o d i v e r s i t y . They have s t i l l not been cut because t h e i r timber 
value per acre i s lowest and access t o them i s most d i f f i c u l t . 

S p e c i f i c a l l y — please protect key land bridges between 
bioreaions. A gl a r i n g error i n your Final document i s i n the 
Siskiyou Pass corridor east of Int e r s t a t e 5 i n Oregon north of 
the C a l i f o r n i a border. The Soda Mountain-Pilot Rock ridge needs 
"Reserve" status. Every spotted owl study or recovery plan t o 
date regarded t h i s area as c r i t i c a l connectivity habitat between 
the Klamath/siskiyous and Southern Cascades. Every option but 
the p o l i t i c i z e d "Option 9" put t h i s area i n "Reserve." I t needs 
to be a "Reserve" when the Record of Decision on t h i s very 
s i g n i f i c a n t plan i s signed. 

Please don't gamble with the forests of the present or future — 
or the species which depend on them. At least protect a l l f o rest 
roadless areas. And ce r t a i n l y PUT THE SODA MOUNTAIN-PILOT ROCK-
SISKIYOU PASS CORRIDOR IN RESERVE. 

S i n c e r e l y , ^ 
Name: |>>nonv^ Dc.y 

j w f i k ^ / Address: >/,<r . 
7 7 

Date: > / M / r i t y / . q t a t e / Z i p ; V/ M/v> j y / ^ r 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

A p r i l 1, 1994 

Ms. Cynthia V. Dion 
365 Pearl S t r e e t 
Ashland, OR 97520 

Dear Ms. Dion: 

Thank you f o r c o n t a c t i n g me regarding your thoughts about 
President C l i n t o n ' s Forest Management Plan. I t was good t o hear 
from you. 

As you know. President C l i n t o n announced h i s Forest Plan f o r 
a Sustainable Economy and a Sustainable Environment, based on the 
a n a l y t i c a l work of three working groups e s t a b l i s h e d a t the Forest 
Conference. This a d m i n i s t r a t i o n believes t h a t the Forest Plan i s 
s c i e n t i f i c a l l y - s o u n d and l e g a l l y responsible and w i l l provide a 
sustainable harvest. This plan also includes a new economic 
assistance program t h a t helps l o c a l workers, businesses and 
communities i n strengthening the region's economy by c r e a t i n g 
family-wage jobs, o f f e r i n g new economic o p p o r t u n i t i e s , and 
ensuring the region's long-term economic h e a l t h . 

A f t e r r e c e i v i n g over 100,000 comments on the proposed plan, 
we are now working t o r e f i n e i t f u r t h e r and expect t o submit the 
f i n a l Record of Decision around March 31st. I appreciate 
l e a r n i n g your views on t h i s very important issue. 

Again, thank you f o r sharing your thoughts w i t h me. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. McGinty 
D i r e c t o r , White House O f f i c e on 
Environmental P o l i c y 

KAM/jdm 



President B i l l Clinton RE: PNW Forest Plan 
c/o Katy HcGinty/Will Stelle FSEIS-ROD Changes 
White House Office of Environmental Policy 
Room 360, Old Executive Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20501 

Dear President Clinton, 

Thank you for attempting to address the many problems i n forest 
management that have plagued the Forest Service and BLM in the 
Pacific Northwest. We place great t r u s t i n your administration 
and these agencies to conserve and protect these forests not only 
f o r present and future human generations, but also f o r hundreds 
of f o r e s t , plant and animal species we did not create and cannot 
replace. 

Unfortunately, your. Final d r a f t for management of spotted owl 
forests i n Washington, Oregon, and, C a l i f o r n i a not only does not 
protect spotted owls s u f f i c i e n t l y , as required by law, but 
neither does i t protect salmon, steelhead, and countless other 
species the law requires the federal government to protect. 

One of the best ways to protect threatened species at the least 
cost to the timber industry i s to protect a n roHHi».,f; f^rf.nfi 
remaining on federal forest land. These are precious refuges of 
bi o d i v e r s i t y . They have s t i l l not been cut because t h e i r timber 
value per acre i s lowest and access to them i s most d i f f i c u l t . 

S p e c i f i c a l l y ~ please protect key land hr<rirfes betwepn 
Olgreqionti- A gla r i n g error i n your Final document i s i n the 
gisKlYOU Pass corridor east of i n t e r s t a t e s i n Oregon north of 

? border. The Soda Hountain-Pnot Rock ridaP n^»H« 
inviQ l a t f i "RflserVft" status- Every spotted owl study or recovery 
plan to date regarded t h i s area as c r i t i c a l connectivity habitat 
between the Klamath/Siskiyous and Southern Cascades. Every 
option but the p o l i t i c i z e d "Option 9" put t h i s area i n "Reserve." 
I t needs to be an i n v i o l a t e "Reserve" when the Record of Decision 
on t h i s very s i g n i f i c a n t plan i s signed. 

Please don't gamble with the forests of the present or future --
or the species which depend on them. At least protect a l l forest 
™ J v ™ , POT THE SODA MOUNTAIN-PILOT ROCK-
SISKIYOU PASS CORRIDOR IM TNVTOTATE RESKRVR. 

Name: 

Address: /^7%<^Z^ :^/~' 

'Date: 4^^^/- City/State/Zio: 0 ^ 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHI NGTON 

A p r i l 1, 1994 

Ms. Laura Dean 
Associate Environmental Engineer 
Atochem North America, Inc. 
P.O. Box 198 
Wichita, KS 67201-0198 

Dear Ms. Dean: 

Thank you for your recent l e t t e r regarding your thoughts 
about chlorine study and the Clean Water Act reauthorization. i t 
was good to hear from you. 

Rest assured that neither the EPA nor t h i s Administration 
has made any decision i n the reauthorization of the Clean Water 
Act that would r e s t r i c t or ban the use of chlorine or chlorinated 
compounds. Because of the continuing rigorous public debate on 
t h i s matter, EPA has proposed a thorough and careful review of 
the issues. I assure you that the proposed EPA study w i l l be 
conducted i n a f a i r , objective and balanced fashion, using the 
best available information and with the participation of a l l 
interested parties. 

Again, thank you for sharing your concerns with me. 

Sincerely, 

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

KAM/jdm 



O 
A T ^ r ^ U C t k M ATOCHEM NORTH AMERICA, INC. 
A l V ^ w n C M P.O. Box 198, Wichita, Kansas 67201 -0198 
NORTH AMERICA 

6040 South Ridge Rd., Wichita, Kansas 67215 
eiraquitaine Tei: (3i6) 524-3245. Fax: (316) 524-6663 

O f f i c e Environmental Policy 
Deputy A s s i s t a n t t o the President, 
Kathleen McGinty 
Old Executive O f f i c e B u i l d i n g , Room 360 
17th St. & Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, D.C. 20501 

Dear Madam: 

For the past month I have been reading w i t h great i n t e r e s t the 
proposed ban of c h l o r i n e and c h l o r i n a t e d compounds. There are 
several t h i n g s t h a t concern and confuse me about t h i s proposal. 

1. Where are the s c i e n t i f i c facts? There are hundreds (possibly 
thousands) of c h l o r i n a t e d compounds i n existence. Only a small 
f r a c t i o n of which have s i g n i f i c a n t adverse a f f e c t s t o s o c i e t y . 
Those t h a t are hazardous are normally used only as raw m a t e r i a l s or 
intermediates t o make other safe c h l o r i n a t e d compounds such as 
i n s e c t i c i d e s , pharmaceuticals, polymers, etc. Production processes, 
r e c y c l i n g processes, and regulated disposal processes are 
co n s t a n t l y being improved t o lower any r i s k s associated w i t h these 
intermediates. A u n i v e r s a l ban of c h l o r i n e and c h l o r i n a t e d 
compounds i s simply unsound science. 

2. A ban of c h l o r i n e and c h l o r i n a t e d compounds would be 
economically d i s a s t r o u s . These chemicals are used i n l i t e r a l l y 
every f a c e t of American l i f e as w e l l as the r e s t of the world. 
Chlorine and c h l o r i d e s are the most n a t u r a l l y abundant halogens i n 
existence making the production of these end chemicals much more 
f e a s i b l e than a l t e r n a t i v e s made from other halogens. Without 
c h l o r i n e we have two options: (A) develop a l t e r n a t i v e s a t an 
enormous cost due t o research and raw m a t e r i a l a v a i l a b i l i t y making 
these l i f e e s s e n t i a l products too expensive f o r most Americans or 
(B) simply e l i m i n a t e the use of these types of products a l t o g e t h e r 
and l a y o f f a large percentage of the American work f o r c e . Both 
options w i l l have the same fundamental e f f e c t — an unparalled 
economic d e c l i n e due t o a chemical ban. (We aren't j u s t t a l k i n g 
about DDT or CFC p r o p e l l a n t s here!) 

3. This i s also a personal plea. Both my husband and I work f o r 
i n d u s t r i a l chemical companies. Unf o r t u n a t e l y they both use and 
produce c h l o r i n e and/or c h l o r i n a t e d compounds. We have good jobs 
and are able t o support f i v e c h i l d r e n . A c h l o r i n e ban could 



eliminate both our jobs. There are many more people i n our l o c a l i t y 
i n the same s i t u a t i o n . Our experience l i e s i n chlorinated 
chemicals. I f you eliminate chlorine, you not only eliminate our 
jobs but also our f i e l d of expertise. 

In conclusion, i f I thought there were any s i g n i f i c a n t risks 
related t o t h i s industry I would not object to the proposal. 
However, creating economic havoc based on environmentalist 
pressure, not in-depth s c i e n t i f i c study from a l l concerned parties, 
i s ludicrous. 

Respectfully yours, 

Laura Dean 

Associate Environmental Engineer 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

A p r i l 1, 1994 

Mr. Aaron Dennis 
President 
Dennis Chemical Company 
2700 Papin Street 
St. Louis, MO 63103 

Dear Mr. Dennis: 

Thank you for your recent l e t t e r regarding your thoughts 
about chlorine study and the Clean Water Act reauthorization. i t 
was good to hear from you. 

Rest assured that neither the EPA nor t h i s Administration 
has made any decision i n the reauthorization of the Clean Water 
Act that would r e s t r i c t or ban the use of chlorine or chlorinated 
compounds. Because of the continuing rigorous public debate on 
t h i s matter, EPA has proposed a thorough and careful review of 
the issues. I assure you that the proposed EPA study w i l l be 
conducted i n a f a i r , objective and balanced fashion, using the 
best available information and with the participation of a l l 
Interested p a r t i e s . 

Again, thank you for sharing your concerns with me. 

Sincerely, 

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

KAM/jdm 



If 

1 ^ D E N N I S C H E M I C A L C O M P A N Y 
2700 PAPIN STREET / SAINT LOUIS, MISSOURI 63103 / 314-771-1800 FAX NO 314-771-8399 

March 22, 1994 

President William J. Clinton 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President, 

The recent announcanent outlining the EPA's recommendations for 
reauthorization of the Clean Water Act included an outlandish provision 
to develop a "national strategy for substituting, reducing or 
prohibiting the use of chlorine and chlorinated corpounds". Please 
encourage the EPA to base any action on sound science and evaluate the 
environmental impact of each application rather than applying a broad 
brush approach. Absence of such prudent action would mean the end to 
70% of our business and place our small, privately held conpany i n 
serious jeopardy of closing i t s doors after f i f t y eight years and the 
loss of jobs for eighty long time workers. 

Dennis Chemical Company, which began using polyvinyl chloride 
nearly f i f t y years ago, is involved in developing and manufacturing 
plastic compounds which are ut i l i z e d in over f i f t y industries. These 
products are stable and present no threat to the environment. 

The company, under my direction has taken steps to always comply 
with EPA, DOT and OSHA regulations to the lett e r . I made the decision 
ten years ago to add a full-time regulatory person to our staff to 
assure our compliance. This type of care for the safety of our 
enployees, customers and the general public is not rare in our industry. 

I believe that the vinyl industry, which has always been a good 
neighbor, w i l l be t o t a l l y decimated i f an unscientific, poorly thought 
out proposal is made. 

With the deepest respect for the job 
your are attenpting to do, 

DENNIS CHEMICAL CO., INC. 

AD/lk 

FORMULATORS OF POLYMERIC COMPOUNDS 
A n y ( e c h n i c a l m l o r m a t i o n l u r m s h e d a n d r e c o m m e n d a t i o n i l o r u s e o f o u r p r o d u c t s a r e b a s e d u D o n t e s t s b e l i e v e d t o b e r e l i a b l e . H o w e v e r , w e d o n o t 

^ 0 I g u a r a n t e e t h e r e s u l t s t o b e o b t a i n e d , a n d t h e c o m o a n y t h e r e f o r e m a k e s n o W A f l R A N T I G S O F M E R C H A N T A B I L I T Y OR F I T N E S S FOR A N Y P A R T I C U L A R 
iwCMBER P U R P O S E . O u r o n l y o b l i g a t i o n s h a l l b e , a n d o u r l i a b i l i t y s h a l l b e l i m i t e d t o . t h « r e o i a c e m e n t o l s u c h q u a n t i t y o l o r o d u c t s h o w n t o b e d e l e c t i v e . 



We t o t a l l y support Mr. Dennis' message to President Clinton. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

A p r i l 1, 1994 

Mr. A. Michael DeRuosi 
D i r e c t o r of Marketing 
A l b r i g h t & Wilson Americas 
P.O. Box 26229 
Richmond, VA 23260-6229 

Dear Mr. DeRuosi: 

Thank you f o r your recent l e t t e r regarding your thoughts 
about c h l o r i n e study and the Clean Water Act r e a u t h o r i z a t i o n . i t 
was good t o hear from you. 

Rest assured t h a t n e i t h e r the EPA nor t h i s A d m i n i s t r a t i o n 
has made any de c i s i o n i n the r e a u t h o r i z a t i o n of the Clean Water 
Act t h a t would r e s t r i c t or ban the use of c h l o r i n e or c h l o r i n a t e d 
compounds. Because of the c o n t i n u i n g r i g o r o u s p u b l i c debate on 
t h i s matter, EPA has proposed a thorough and c a r e f u l review of 
the issues. I assure you t h a t the proposed EPA study w i l l be 
conducted i n a f a i r , o b j e c t i v e and balanced fashion, using the 
best a v a i l a b l e i n f o r m a t i o n and w i t h the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l 
i n t e r e s t e d p a r t i e s . 

Again, thank you f o r sharing your concerns w i t h me. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. McGinty 
D i r e c t o r , White House O f f i c e on 
Environmental P o l i c y 

KAM/jdm 



J I ^ I ^ I ^ I ^ I I P I I ^ ^ W l l i S O K 26229, Richmond, Virginia 23260-6229 

• . Telephone (804) 550-4300 

A m G r IC 3 S FAX (804) 550-4385 

March 1, 1994 

Office of Environmental Policy 
Deputy Asst. to the Pres. and Dir. 
Kathleen McGinty 
Old Executive Office Building 
Room 360 
17th St. & Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20501 

Dear Ms. McGinty: 

I am alarmed that the Administration supports approval of a study that would "develop a 
national strategy for substituting, reducing, or prohibiting the use of chlorine and chlorinated 
compounds" as part of legislation to reauthorize the Clean Water Act. This recommendation on 
chlorine is scientifically unfounded. It conflicts directly with EPA's response to the International 
Joint Commission specifically rejecting sunsetting all uses of chlorine and chlorine-containing 
compounds. The chlorine proposal does not belong in Clean Water Act reauthorization legislation. 

Prohibiting chlorine and chlorinated compounds without justification would cause irreparable 
damage to the U.S. economy and would severely diminish U.S. global competitiveness. The products 
of chlorine chemistry contribute $91 billion per year in savings to the consumer and $3 billion toward 
the net trade surplus of the U.S. chemical industry. More than 1.3 million people are employed by 
chlorine-dependent industries with salaries that total more than $30 billion. Nearly all U.S. industries 
use chlorine and the products of chlorine chemistry. 

This chlorine phaseout strategy was developed through a process that neglected input from 
industry. While EPA included activists like Greenpeace and U.S. Public Interest Research Group in 
the process, it excluded the most affected~the chemical industry. This action is inconsistent with the 
Administration's pledge to run an open, inclusive Administration. 

More than a dozen federal laws and hundreds of individual regulations are already in place to 
ensure environmental protection when it comes to highly regulated chemicals like chlorine. Phasing 
out a much-needed chemical without establishing that health and environmental risks are in fact posed 
is an unsound approach to chemical regulation. 

I applaud your dedication to both protecting the environment and strengthening the economy 
as well as your commitment to an "open government" process. Unfortunately, phasing out chlorine 
meets none of these objectives. Moreover, the chlorine study proposal does not belong in legislation 
to reauthorize the Clean Water Act and should not be part of the Administration's proposal on that 
Act. 

Sincerely 

A. Michael DeRuosi 
Director of Marketing 

LTENNFCO1 
ALBRIGHT » WILSON AMERICAS INC. 

A Tenneco Company 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH INGTON 

April 1, 1994 

Mr. Louis F. Duval 
President/Ownwer 
American P l a s t i c s Corporation 
6821 N. 55th Avenue 
Glendale, AZ 85301 

Dear Mr. Duval: 

Thank you for your recent l e t t e r regarding your thoughts 
about chlorine study and the Clean Water Act reauthorization. i t 
was good to hear from you. 

Rest assured that neither the EPA nor t h i s Administration 
has made any decision i n the reauthorization of the Clean Water 
Act that would r e s t r i c t or ban the use of chlorine or chlorinated 
compounds. Because of the continuing rigorous public debate on 
t h i s matter, EPA has proposed a thorough and careful review of 
the issues. I assure you that the proposed EPA study w i l l be 
conducted i n a f a i r , objective and balanced fashion, using the 
best available information and with the participation of a l l 
interested parties. 

Again, thank you for sharing your concerns with me. 

Sincerely, 

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

KAM/jdm 



AMERICAN PLASTICS COMPANY 
6821 N. 55TH AVENUE 
GLENDALE, ARIZONA 85301 
602-939-8449 
602-')39-0534 I acsimilo 

MARCH 7, 1994 

OFFICE OF ENVlROmENTAL POLICY 
VEPliTY ASST. TO THEFRESWENT I VJRECTOR 
KATHLEEN MCGINTY 
OLV EXECUTIVE OFFICE BUILVING, RM 360 
17TH STREET i PENNSYLVANIA AVE, NW 
WASHINGTON VC 20501 

PEAR MS. MCGINTY: 

THIS LETTER IS IN RESPOA 3E TO PRESIDENT CLINTJ'^'S AVUINISTRATION PROPOSAL 
TO TOUGHEN THE USES OF CHLORINE OR EVEN BANNlU'i THE CHEMICAL. 

I AH THE OWNER OF A SMALL PLASTIC INJECTION MOiVING BUSINESS RELYING ON 
INJECTION MATERIAL CONSISTING OF CHLORINE COMPOUNVS. THE U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY AS YOL KNOW, WANTS TO "PROHIBIT, REDUCE OR SUBSTITUTE THE 
USE OF CHLORINE ANV CHLORINE COMPOUNVS". IF THIS PROPOSAL BECOMES AVOPTEV 
INTO LAW, OUR ABILITY TO PROVIDE OUR CUSTOMERS WITH HIGH PERFORMANCE, COST 
EFFECTIVE, CHLORINE BASEV PROVUCFS WOULD BE SEVERELY JEOPARVIIEV. 

I FEEL THAT WITHOUT ANY PRIOR NOTIFICATION OR INPUT FROM INDUSTRY THE U.S. 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIOU AGENCY'S ANNOUNCEMENT DISAGREES WITH THE FAIR ANV 
INCLUSIVE PROCESS WHICH OUR DEMOCRATIC GOVERNMENT WAS FOUNDED ON ANV THAT 
PRESIVENT CLINTON HAS PlEDGEV TO FOLLOW. 

OUR VENVORS HAVE NOT ONLY MET ALL REGULATORY Rl-QUIREMENTS IN THE PROVUCTION 
OF MATERIAL USING CHLORINE BUT HAVE FAR EKCEEDEl' THEM. COMPLETELY BANNING 
AN ELEMENT LIKE CHLORINl THAT IS BASIC TO OUR HXTURAL ENVIRONMENT IS UN­
REALISTIC. THAT IS TAKING IT TO THE EXTREME _AS YOU MAY NOT BE 
AWARE, VINYL IS ONE OF 7nE MOST REGULATED ANV IAFEST MArERIALS IN NORTH 
AMERICA. 

IN CLOSING, I URGE THAT YOU CONTACT REPUTABLE VINYL INVUSTRIES TO GAIN 
THEIR KNOWLEVGE AND INPUT INTO SUCH AN IMPORTANT VEEATABLE ISSUE BEFORE 
IMPLEMENTING A LAW BANNl^lG THE USE OF CHLORINE. 

RESPECTFULLY YOURS, / 

LOUIS F. VUVAL, \ 
PRESIVENT/OWNER 

LFV:dm 



THE WHITE HOUSE 
W A S H I N G T O N 
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THE WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

March 11, 1994 

Mr. Jason Daniels 
115 E. H i l l 
Colby, KS 67701 

Dear Mr. Daniels: 

Thank you for contacting me regarding your thoughts about 
President Clinton's Forest Management Plan. I t was good to hear 
from you. * 

As you know. President Clinton announced his Forest Plan for 
a Sustainable Economy and a Sustainable Environment, based on the 
a n a l y t i c a l work of three working groups established at the Forest 
Conference. This Administration believes that the Forest Plan i s 
s c i e n t i f i c a l l y - s o u n d and l e g a l l y responsible and w i l l provide a 
sustainable harvest. This plan also includes a new economic 
assistance program that helps l o c a l workers, businesses and 
communities i n strengthening the region's economy by creating 
family-wage jobs, offering new economic opportunities, and 
ensuring the region's long-term economic health. 

After receiving over 100,000 comments on the proposed plan, 
we are now working to refine i t further and expect to submit i t 
to the court by the end of March. I appreciate learning your 
views on t h i s very important issue. 

Again, thank you for sharing your thoughts with me. 

Sincarely, Sinear 

Icbinty Kathleen A. MciSlnty 
Director, White House Office on 
Environmental Policy 

KAM/avl 



Dear Environmental Policy Director' McGinty: 
Thank you for trying to protect the forests. However, your 

Option No. 9 needs much improvement: (1) Give permanent protection 
to the reserves created. A different Forest Service, Bureau of Land 
Management, or President could decide to cut the reserves later 
without needing any Congressional vote. (2) Stop thinning and salvage 
operations in the reserves. These have often been used as excuses to 
cut in protected areas. Thinning is an experimental technique that 
should not be used on our last remaining old growth forests. (3) Give 
more protection to salmon and oth^r rare species. Option 9 only gives 
a 65% probability of protecting the salmon and fish populations from 
extinction. (4) Protect the forests in Northern California and east of 
the Cascade Mountains. They are left out of protection in Option 9. 
(5) Ban raw log, chip and pulp exports. Over 50% of the trees cut are 
shipped abroad as cheap minimally processed logs. (6) Please oppose 
H.R. 2473, a bad Montana Wilderness bill. (7) piease support the 
following three bills: the Forest Biodiversity and Clearcutting 
Prohibition Act (H.R. 1164). the Northern Rockies Ecosystem 
Protection Act (H.R. 2638), and the Headwaters Fptest Act (H.R. 
2866). Sincerely, y^J / ) • . 



THE WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

March 10, 1994 

Ms. Page Demuth 
Rare Earth Images 
P.O. Box 1255 
Ketchum, ID 83340 

Dear Ms. Demuth: 

Thank you for contacting my o f f i c e regarding your thoughts 
about the U.S. Air Force's proposed bombing range i n Owyhee 
County, Idaho. I t was good to hear from you. 

As you know, the protection of our nation's valuable natural 
resources continues to be one of the Administration's highest 
p r i o r i t i e s . I appreciate learning your views about the potential 
environmental impacts of the proposed bombing range. I have 
taken the l i b e r t y of forwarding a copy of your l e t t e r to the 
Office of the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for Environmental 
Security for review of the s p e c i f i c issues that you r a i s e . I am 
sure that your concerns w i l l be given the appropriate 
consideration. 

Again, thank you for sharing your views with me. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. McGinty 
Director, White* House Office on 
Environmental Policy 

KAM/avl 



January 31,1994 
Kaflileen McGinty 
President Bill Clinton 
Dq>uty Assistant to the President 
Director of Office on Bivironmental Policy 
Washington, DC 20501 

Dear Ms. McGinty, 

In the following statem t̂ are reasons why I strongly oppose the Idaho Bombing Range: 

I. National need has never beoi established 
n. Very importantly, this range would disrupt and destroy the way of life for the Duck 

Valley Indian Reservation 
a. The DEIS icfcntifies 456 archaeological sites up to 5,000 years old. 
b. Native American religious sites must be protected. BLM is responsible for 

in'Otection of these cultural sites 
m. ^Iderness study areas cannot be impaired OT exchanged to an agoicy that will 

impair them 
IV. Wild and Scenic Rivers would lose their sditude due to low-leveled flights 
V. Animals, plants and habitat would be destroyed 
VL a. Antelope herds destsroyed 

b. Sage grouse destroyed due to loss of habitat completely 
c. Bighorn sheep disrupted along with bald eagles and hawks, etc. 

The bombing range would destroy wwld class boating, hunting, fishing and hiking. 
Please don't take away Idaho's best part, its beauty!! 

Page Demuth 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

March 8, 1994 

Dr. Volker Deecke 
3708 W-2nd Avenue 
Vancouver, B.C. 
V6R 1J9 
Canada 

Dear Dr. Deecke: 

Thank you f o r c o n t a c t i n g me regarding your thoughts about 
the p o t e n t i a l l y harmful e f f e c t s of high noise l e v e l s on f i s h and 
cetaceans. I t was good t o hear from you. 

As you know. Vice President Gore and I are committed t o the 
p r o t e c t i o n of the diverse p l a n t and animal l i f e found on our 
pl a n e t . I c e r t a i n l y appreciate l e a r n i n g your concerns about the 
e f f e c t s of the operation of loudspeakers o f f the coast o f Hawaii 
on animal l i f e i n the v i c i n i t y . I have taken the l i b e r t y of 
forwarding a copy of your l e t t e r t o the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric A d m i n i s t r a t i o n f o r review and response t o the 
s p e c i f i c issues you r a i s e . 

Again, thank you f o r sharing your views w i t h me. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. McGii 
D i r e c t o r , White House O f f i c e on 
Environmental P o l i c y 

KAM/avl 



Volker Deecke 
3708 W-2nd Avenue 

Vancouver, B.C. 
V6R 1J9 
Canada 

Phone/Fax: 604 228-1654 
e-mail: deecke@unixg.ubc.ca 

Katy McGinty, 
Director of the White House Office of Environmental Policy ] . 
Old Executive Office Bldg., Rm 360 ^^^/jLA~y 
Washington, D.C 
20501 U.S.A 

Re: ATOC Project 

Vancouver, February 7th, 1994 

Dear Ms. McGinty, 

I recently learned about plans by the Acoustic Thermography of Global Ocean Climate 

(ATOC) Project to operate loudspeakers emitting 195 dB sounds off the coasts of Hawaii and 

Point Sur (California), and find this information most concerning. 

To my knowledge, there have been no prior studies to assess the effects these sound sources 

may have on animals, particularly fish and cetaceans in this region. We do have evidence, 

however, that the impact of such high noise levels might in fact be devastating: Grey Whales, 

considered relatively insensitive to sound, show strong avoidance reactions to sound levels of 

120 dB, 10 000 times lower than those to be used by ATOC, and Humpback Whales with broken 

ear bones have been found on the coast of Newfoundland, possibly as a result of off-shore 

drilling activity. The Hawaiian Islands are one of the three major breeding grounds for 

Humpbacks in the Pacific and Point Sur lies on the migratory route of the East Pacific Grey 



Whale population. The high sound levels may furthermore have detrimental effects on local fish 

stocks, as they are potentially lethal to tlsh by bursting their swim bladder. 

Although 1 do see the need for reliable data about global temperature trends, 1 feel that for the 

above reason the potential damage done by the ATOC project may greatly outweigh its 

scientific benefits and therefore urge you to press for a review of the decision to begin 

operation of the loudspeakers. 

Sincerely yours. 

(Volker Deecke) 



THE WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

March 11, 1994 

Ms. Melanie L. Dillon 
909 Milton Boulevard 
Newton F a l l s , OH 44444 

Dear Ms. Dillon: 

Thank you for your thoughtful l e t t e r on the e f f o r t s of some 
other countries to resume commercial whaling. 

Let me reassure you that the United States i s deeply opposed 
to commercial whaling. The U.S. does not engage i n commercial 
whaling, and we allow no imports of whale products. The United 
States also firmly supports creation of a whale sanctuary i n the 
oceans surrounding Antarctica. 

We have to recognize, however, that not every country agrees 
with us. Some countries believe that ce r t a i n stocks of whales 
are numerous enough to withstand the resumption of commercial 
whaling without the danger of extinction. We think i t i s 
important to make sure that t h i s guestion i s addressed with sound 
science, and by giving the whales, not whalers, the benefit of 
the doubt when there are serious s c i e n t i f i c uncertainties. That 
i s why we are working within the International Whaling Commission 
to assure that the methodology known as the "revised management 
procedure" embodies these principles. 

Some people fear that our work on t h i s s c i e n t i f i c 
methodology signals that we are changing our position and are 
preparing to support commercial whaling. Let me reassure you 
that t h i s i s not true. The United States has no intention to 
support commercial whaling. 

I share your concern for whales and the environment. With 
your support, we w i l l accomplish a great deal to protect the 
environment here i n t h i s country and around the world. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. Mc(3inty^ 
Director, White House Office on 
Environmental Policy 

KAM/avl 
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T H E WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

March 11, 1994 

Ms. Jennifer Datha 
2 Bernie Road 
Flemington, NJ 08822 

Dear Ms. Datha: 

Thank you for your thoughtful l e t t e r on the e f f o r t s of some 
other countries to resume commercial whaling. 

Let me reassure you that the United States i s deeply opposed 
to coitmiercial whaling. The U.S. does not engage i n commercial 
whaling, and we allow no imports of whale products. The United 
States also firmly supports creation of a whale sanctuary in the 
oceans surrounding Antarctica. 

We have to recognize, however, that not every country agrees 
with us. Some countries believe that c e r t a i n stocks of whales 
are numerous enough to withstand the resumption of commercial 
whaling without the danger of extinction. We think i t i s 
important to make sure that t h i s question i s addressed with sound 
science, and by giving the whales, not whalers, the benefit of 
the doubt when there are serious s c i e n t i f i c uncertainties. That 
i s why we are working within the International Whaling Commission 
to assure that the methodology known as the "revised management 
procedure" embodies these p r i n c i p l e s . 

Some people fear that our work on t h i s s c i e n t i f i c 
methodology signals that we are changing our position and are 
preparing to support coimnercial whaling. Let me reassure you 
that t h i s i s not true. The United States has no intention to 
support commercial whaling. 

I share your concern for whales and the environment. With 
your support, we w i l l accomplish a great deal to protect the 
environment here i n t h i s country and around the world. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. McGii 
Director, White House Office on 
Environmental Policy 

KAM/avl 



Dear Ms. Kathleen McGinty, 

I recently heard that the Clinton Administration has declared that the 

U.S. is now pro-scientific commercial whaling. I am absolutely 

shocked! First of all, their is absolutely no reason what so ever to kill 

whales for scientific purposes. Biologists know everything that there is 

to know about the anatomy of whales; they can learn more from live, free 

whales than they can from carcasses. These are an extremely 

endangered species that we are talking about, and if we ever want to take 

them off the endangered species list, commercial whaling has got to stop. 

We used to be able to set an example for other countries to follow, but 

now they look at us and think, 'Well, if the U.S., who used to be anti-

whaling says that it's okay to whale, than I guess we could start again, 

too.' Before you know it, the whale will be nuinbered among the extinct 

species. I want to be a marine biologist when 1 grow up. It's up to you 

to make sure that there are still whales left for me to study. 

Sincerely, 



T H E WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

March 11, 1994 

Ms. Sharon Deger 
1530 Jenkins Drive 
Pittsburgh, PA 15241 

Dear Ms. Deger: 

Thank you for your thoughtful l e t t e r on the e f f o r t s of some 
other countries to resume commercial whaling. 

Let me reassure you that the United States i s deeply opposed 
to commercial whaling. The U.S. does not engage i n commercial 
whaling, and we allow no imports of whale products. The United 
States also firmly supports creation of a whale sanctuary in the 
oceans surrounding Antarctica. 

We have to recognize, however, that not every country agrees 
with us. Some countries believe that c e r t a i n stocks of whales 
are numerous enough to withstand the resumption of commercial 
whaling without the danger of extinction. We think i t i s 
important to make sure that t h i s question i s addressed with sound 
science, and by giving the whales, not whalers, the benefit of 
the doubt when there are serious s c i e n t i f i c uncertainties. That 
i s why we are working within the International Whaling Commission 
to assure that the methodology known as the "revised management 
procedure" embodies these principles. 

Some people fear that our work on t h i s s c i e n t i f i c 
methodology signals that we are changing our position and are 
preparing to support commercial whaling. Let me reassure you 
that t h i s i s not true. The United States has no intention to 
support commercial whaling. 

I share your concern for whales and the environment. With 
your support, we w i l l accomplish a great deal to protect the 
environment here i n t h i s country and around the world. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. Md 
Director, Whire Hoube-^ffice on 
Environmental Policy 

KAM/avl 
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T H E WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

March 11, 1994 

Ms. T i f f a n i DeWolf 
R.D. #2, Box 32 
Campbell, N.Y. 14821 

Dear Ms. DeWolf: 

Thank you for your thoughtful l e t t e r on the e f f o r t s of some 
other countries to resume commercial whaling. 

Let me reassure you that the United States i s deeply opposed 
to commercial whaling. The U.S. does not engage i n commercial 
whaling, and we allow no imports of whale products. The United 
States also firmly supports creation of a whale sanctuary i n the 
oceans surrounding Antarctica. 

We have to recognize, however, that not every country agrees 
with us. Some countries believe that certain stocks of whales 
are numerous enough to withstand the resumption of commercial 
whaling without the danger of extinction. We think i t i s 
important to make sure that t h i s question i s addressed with sound 
science, and by giving the whales, not whalers, the benefit of 
the doubt when there are serious s c i e n t i f i c uncertainties. That 
i s why we are working within the International Whaling Commission 
to assure that the methodology known as the "revised management 
procedure" embodies these p r i n c i p l e s . 

Some people fear that our work on t h i s s c i e n t i f i c 
methodology signals that we are changing our position and are 
preparing to support commercial whaling. Let me reassure you 
that t h i s i s not true. The United States has no intention to 
support commercial whaling. 

I share your concern for whales and the environment. With 
your support, we w i l l accomplish a great deal to protect the 
environment here i n t h i s country and around the world. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. NfcGintj 
Director, White House Office on 
Environmental Policy 

KAM/avl 
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T H E WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

March 11, 1994 

Ms. Coruiie Duersch 
732 Beeler Blvd. 
Hamilton, Ohio 45013 

Dear Ms. Duersch: 

Thank you for your thoughtful l e t t e r on the e f f o r t s of some 
other countries to resume commercial whaling. 

Let me reassure you that the United States i s deeply opposed 
to commercial whaling. The U.S. does not engage i n commercial 
whaling, and we allow no imports of whale products. The United 
States also firmly supports creation of a whale sanctuary i n the 
oceans surrounding Antarctica. 

We have to recognize, however, that not every country agrees 
with us. Some countries believe that c e r t a i n stocks of whales 
are numerous enough to withstand the resumption of commercial 
whaling without the danger of extinction. We think i t i s 
important to make sure that t h i s question i s addressed with sound 
science, and by giving the whales, not whalers, the benefit of 
the doubt when there are serious s c i e n t i f i c uncertainties. That 
i s why we are working within the International Whaling Conmiission 
to assure that the methodology known as the "revised management 
procedure" embodies these p r i n c i p l e s . 

Some people fear that our work on t h i s s c i e n t i f i c 
methodology signals that we are changing our position and are 
preparing to support commercial whaling. Let me reassure you 
that t h i s i s not true. The United States has no intention to 
support commercial whaling. 

I share your concern for whales and the environment. With 
your support, we w i l l accomplish a great deal to protect the 
environment here i n t h i s country and around the world. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. 
Director, Whirte House Office on 
Environmental Policy 

KAM/avl 



TO' 

Ks.-Kc^+h ken U^^iy^-hj 

M) Pmoka .hdd'&m&H As&du lis ^ 

iwssc (̂7, /i)^^!!^!^:! (Un^i^rtc^ -
OmiC SMldiOIAS d^jdinSf lO^rt^dO (?) ĉ ^̂ y 
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T H E WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

March 11, 1994 

Ms. Kathleen Davis 
1711 Jaynes Street 
Berkeley, CA 94703 

Dear Ms. Davis: 

Thank you for your thoughtful l e t t e r on the e f f o r t s of some 
other countries to resume commercial whaling. 

Let me reassure you that the United States i s deeply opposed 
to commercial whaling. The U.S. does not engage i n commercial 
whaling, and we allow no imports of whale products. The United 
States also firmly supports creation of a whale sanctuary i n the 
oceans surrounding Antarctica. 

We have to recognize, however, that not every country agrees 
with us. Some countries believe that certain stocks of whales 
are numerous enough to withstand the resumption of commercial 
whaling without the danger of extinction. We think i t i s 
important to make sure that t h i s question i s addressed with sound 
science, and by giving the whales, not whalers, the benefit of 
the doubt when there are serious s c i e n t i f i c uncertainties. That 
i s why we are working within the International Whaling Commission 
to assure that the methodology known as the "revised management 
procedure" embodies these p r i n c i p l e s . 

Some people fear that our work on t h i s s c i e n t i f i c 
methodology signals that we are changing our position and are 
preparing to support commercial whaling. Let me reassure you 
that t h i s i s not true. The United States has no intention to 
support coitmiercial whaling. 

I share your concern for whales and the environment. With 
your support, we w i l l accomplish a great deal to protect the 
environment here i n t h i s country and around the world. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. McGinty' 
Director, White House Office on 
Environmental Policy 

KAM/avl 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

March 11, 1994 

Ms. Rebecca A. Drenner 
109 Fairford Road 
Castle Hayne, N.C. 28429 

Dear Ms. Drenner: 

Thank you for your thoughtful l e t t e r on the e f f o r t s of some 
other countries to resume commercial whaling. 

Let me reassure you that the United States i s deeply opposed 
to commercial whaling. The U.S. does not engage i n commercial 
whaling, and we allow no imports of whale products. The United 
States also firmly supports creation of a whale sanctuary i n the 
oceans surrounding Antarctica. 

We have to recognize, however, that not every country agrees 
with us. Some countries believe that ce r t a i n stocks of whales 
are numerous enough to withstand the resumption of commercial 
whaling without the danger of extinction. We think i t i s 
important to make sure that t h i s question i s addressed with sound 
science, and by giving the whales, not whalers, the benefit of 
the doubt when there are serious s c i e n t i f i c uncertainties. That 
i s why we are working within the International Whaling Commission 
to assure that the methodology known as the "revised management 
procedure" embodies these principles. 

Some people fear that our work on t h i s s c i e n t i f i c 
methodology signals that we are changing our position and are 
preparing to support commercial whaling. Let me reassure you 
that t h i s i s not true. The United States has no intention to 
support commercial whaling. 

I share your concern for whales and the environment. With 
your support, we w i l l accomplish a great deal to protect the 
environment here i n t h i s country and around the world. 

Sincerely, 

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

KAM/avl 



REBECCA A. DRENNER 
109 F a i r f o r d Road 

Castle Hayne, NC 28429 

Febcuary 23, 1994 

Kathleen McGinty, Deputy Assistant 
to the President f o r Environmental Policy 

17th St. & Pennsylvania Ave. N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Ms. McGinty: 

I am w r i t i n g t h i s l e t t e r t o you to st r o n g l y p r o t e s t the C l i n t o n 

Administration's p o s i t i o n f o r the resumption of commercial whaling. 

To destroy the l i f e of these magnificent creatures i s unthinkable. 

I have two granddaughters and t o t h i n k t h a t even they i n t h e i r 

adulthood w i l l remember whales as a t h i n g of the past i s not 

even bearable t o th i n k about. To place the k i l l i n g of these 

wonderful creatures below economically sanctioning Norway i s j u s t 

p l a i n a s i n i n e . 

Sincerely, 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHI NGTON 

March 11, 1994 

Ms. Patty L. Day 
430 Third Street, NW 
New Philadelphia, OH 44663 

Dear Ms. Day: 

Thank you for your thoughtful l e t t e r on the e f f o r t s of some 
other countries to resume commercial whaling. 

Let me reassure you that the United States i s deeply opposed 
to commercial whaling. The U.S. does not engage i n commercial 
whaling, and we allow no imports of whale products. The United 
States also firmly supports creation of a whale sanctuary i n the 
oceans surrounding Antarctica. 

We have to recognize, however, that not every country agrees 
with us. Some countries believe that c e r t a i n stocks of whales 
are numerous enough to withstand the resumption of commercial 
whaling without the danger of extinction. We think i t i s 
important to make sure that t h i s question i s addressed with sound 
science, and by giving the whales, not whalers, the benefit of 
the doubt when there are serious s c i e n t i f i c uncertainties. That 
i s why we are working within the International Whaling Commission 
to assure that the methodology known as the "revised management 
procedure" embodies these principles. 

Some people fear that our work on t h i s s c i e n t i f i c 
methodology signals that we are changing our position and are 
preparing to support commercial whaling. Let me reassure you 
that t h i s i s not true. The United States has no intention to 
support commercial whaling. 

I share your concern for whales and the environment. With 
your support, we w i l l accomplish a great deal to protect the 
environment here i n t h i s country and around the world. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. McQiint;y| 
Director, White Hous'feHDffice on 
Environmental Policy 

KAM/avl 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

March 11, 1994 

Ms. Vera L. Duehr 
Rural Route 6, Box 6780 
Hayward, WI 54843 

Dear Ms. Duehr: 

Thank you for your thoughtful l e t t e r on the e f f o r t s of some 
other countries to resume commercial whaling. 

Let me reassure you that the United States i s deeply opposed 
to commercial whaling. The U.S. does not engage i n commercial 
whaling, and we allow no imports of whale products. The United 
States also firmly supports creation of a whale sanctuary i n the 
oceans surrounding Antarctica. 

We have to recognize, however, that not every country agrees 
with us. Some countries believe that c e r t a i n stocks of whales 
are numerous enough to withstand the resumption of commercial 
whaling without the danger of extinction. We think i t i s 
important to make sure that t h i s question i s addressed with sound 
science, and by giving the whales, not whalers, the benefit of 
the doubt when there are serious s c i e n t i f i c uncertainties. That 
i s why we are working within the International Whaling Commission 
to assure that the methodology known as the "revised management 
procedure" embodies these p r i n c i p l e s . 

Some people fear that our work on t h i s s c i e n t i f i c 
methodology signals that we are changing our position and are 
preparing to support commercial whaling. Let me reassure you 
that t h i s i s not true. The United States has no intention to 
support commercial whaling. 

I share your concern for whales and the environment. With 
your support, we w i l l accomplish a great deal to protect the 
environment here i n t h i s country and around the world. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. MdGintj 
Director, White House Office on 
Environmental Policy 

KAM/avl 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WAS HIN GTO N 

March 10, 1994 

Ms. Christine Dolkiewicz 
E l f Atochem North America, Inc. 
Basic Chemicals 
2000 Market Street, 22nd Floor 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-3222 

Dear Ms. Dolkiewicz: 

Thank you for your recent l e t t e r regarding your thoughts 
about chlorine study and the Clean Water Act reauthorization. I t 
was good to hear from you. 

Rest assured that neither EPA nor t h i s Administration has 
made any decision i n the reauthorization of the Clean Water Act 
that would r e s t r i c t or ban the use of chlorine or chlorinated 
compounds. Because of the continuing rigorous public debate on 
t h i s matter, EPA has proposed a thorough and careful review of 
the issues. I assure you that the proposed EPA study w i l l be 
conducted i n a f a i r , objective and balanced fashion, using the 
best available information and with the participation of a l l 
interested parties. 

Again, thank you for sharing your concerns with me. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. 
Director, White House Office on 
Environmental Policy 

KAM/avl 



Q l f d t O C l l G m Atochem North Amer ica , Inc. 
Basic Chemicals 

/ - y r - — N 2000 Market Street - 22nd Floor 
/ A V l n o } Philadelphia, PA 19103-3222 
' — ^ ^ ^ ^ Phone: 1-800-874-1770 

February 18, 1994 

Office Environmental Policy 
Deputy Assistant to the President, Kathleen McGinty 
Old Executive, Office Bldg. Rm. 360 
17th Street & Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20501 

SUBJECT: U.S. EPA Proposal to Phaseout Chlorine 

Dear Deputy Assistant McGinty: 

As Product Specialist of Elf Atochem North America's corporate off ice, I am writ ing to express to you 
my opposition to U.S Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Administrator Browner's recent proposal 
for development of a plan to "prohibit, reduce or substitute (for) the use of chlorine" over the next 3 
years as part of the Agency's proposals to reauthorize the Clean Water Act . 
What is especially disturbing about the Administrator Browner's announcement is that it reflects a 
continuing pattern that has excluded industry's input into the Agency's public policy-making process. 
In the case of chlorine, the Administrator has sought to prejudice the public policy debate in advance 
of sound scientific assessment and in the absence of input by all stakeholders. 

Specifically, I am asking that, upon due consideration of the matter, you communicate to the White 
House and EPA your opposition to the subject proposal and your concern over Administrator Browner's 
judgement in issuing such a proposal without an understanding of the social, economic and health 
implications of her action -- an understanding that might have been obtained had her office opened up 
the process to all stakeholders. 

By way of background, Elf Atochem North America is a diversified process chemical manufacturer 
employing more than 5,200 people nationwide with 33 manufacturing facilities in 1 7 U.S. states. The 
Company is headquartered in Philadelphia, PA and reports annual sales of just under $2 billion. Major 
product/market segments include: commodity organic and inorganic chemicals and chemical 
intermediates; specialty chemicals; agricultural chemicals, and 
polymers. 

Chlorine and chlorinated compounds are essential to society 

The EPA proposal makes no sense. The proposed ban represents an unscientific approach to regulating 
chemicals because it proposes prohibiting or reducing the use of chlorine and chlorinated 
compounds without regard to whether such a significant burden on society is warranted. 

Chlorine and chlorinated compounds are used to meet some of the most essential and vital needs of 
modern society, including: protecting our public water supply, and in 8 5 % of all medicines, 9 6 % of 
all crop protection chemicals, all vinyl plastics and thousands of other products (manufactured in the 
US and marketed globally) that are the basis of modern life. 
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Approximately 1.3 million US jobs depend on the chlorine industry. Wages and salaries total more than 
$30 billion a year. Further, almost 40 % of all US jobs and income depend in some way on chlorine 
and products of the chlorine industry. Two hundred and twelve industries use chlorine and related 
compounds, generating 45 million jobs and $1.6 trillion in economic activity - including a $3 billion 
net trade surplus. 

Process for Evaluating & Minimizing Risk is Alreadv Underway 

Scientific experts have concluded that chlorinated compounds span a wide range and should not be 
considered as a single group for purposes of risk assessment. The EPA proposal would short-circuit 
such initiatives based on scientific risk assessment, including current projects relating to a 
reassessment of dioxin and chlorine's use in the pulp and paper industry. 

With the exception of a few persistent, bioccumulative chlorinated organic chemicals (e.g. DDT) in 
localized areas resulting from historical uses, current concentrations of chlorine and chlorinated 
compounds have not been shown to cause adverse effects on humans or the environment. Continuing 
technological improvements are expect to lower the already low risks of adverse effects related to 
chlorine in the environment. 

I hope that in your comments to the White House that you will stress the need to adopt a policy based 
on (1) credible science that weighs all the evidence in an even-handed manner, including an evaluation 
of potential alternatives; (2) a fair and balanced process that involves all stakeholders; and (3) weighs 
social and economic factors. 

Thank you for your consideration of this vitally important issue and for your support. 

Respectfully yours. 

a, Christine Dolkiewicz 

cc: Mr. Charles A. Kitchen 
Director Government & Community Relations 
ELF ATOCHEM NORTH AMERICA, INC. 
1200 N. Nash Street 
Arl ington, VA 22209 
Tel. (703) 527-2099 Fax. (703) 527-2092 



T H E WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

March 10, 1994 

Mr. John E. D i e t l e i n 
1716 N i g h t i n g a l e Drive 
Elizabethtown, KY 42701 

Dear Mr. D i e t l e i n : 

Thank you f o r your recent l e t t e r regarding your thoughts 
about c h l o r i n e study and the Clean Water Act r e a u t h o r i z a t i o n . I t 
was good t o hear from you. 

Rest assured t h a t n e i t h e r EPA nor t h i s A d m i n i s t r a t i o n has 
made any d e c i s i o n i n the r e a u t h o r i z a t i o n of the Clean Water Act 
t h a t would r e s t r i c t or ban the use of c h l o r i n e or c h l o r i n a t e d 
compounds. Because of the c o n t i n u i n g rigorous p u b l i c debate on 
t h i s matter, EPA has proposed a thorough and c a r e f u l review of 
the issues. I assure you t h a t the proposed EPA study w i l l be 
conducted i n a f a i r , o b j e c t i v e and balanced fashion, using the 
best a v a i l a b l e i n f o r m a t i o n and w i t h the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l 
i n t e r e s t e d p a r t i e s . 

Again, thank you f o r sharing your concerns w i t h me. 

Sincerely, Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. McGintyV 
D i r e c t o r , White House O f f i c e on 
Environmental P o l i c y 

KAM/avl 



1716 Nightingale Drive 
Elizabethtown, KY 42701 
February 18, 1994 

Ms. Kathleen McGinty 
Deputy Assistant to the President and Director 
Office of Evironmental Policy 
Old Executive Office Building, Room 360 
Washington, DC 20501 

Dear Ms. McGinty: 

I am writing to you regarding the Environmental Protection Agency 
request for Congressional authorization to conduct a study to 
develop a strategy to "prohibit, reduce or substitute the use of 
chlorine." 

My understanding i s that the EPA has not yet disclosed i t s intent 
r e l a t i v e to the chlorine question. I would l i k e to encourage you 
to ask Ms. Browner to a r t i c u l a t e and make public the EPA position 
and ask that the position be based on s c i e n t i f i c evidence and in 
the best int e r e s t of the public at large. 

Chlorine i s used as a key building block in many synthetic 
processes. Most of the l i f e sustaining pharmaceuticals upon which 
we have come to depend, are based on synthetic steps that include 
the use of chlorine, as are synthetic fibers, p l a s t i c s and food 
preservatives. Chlorine i s also used to purify and make potable 
our drinking water. 

Chlorine compounds span a wide range and should not be considered 
a single c l a s s of chemicals for the purpose of environmental r i s k 
assessment. No doubt, there are chlorine compounds that are 
extremely toxic and should be banned. However, most chlorine 
containing compounds can be safely handled in a manner that 
protects the environment and the quality of l i f e . 

I t i s my plea, that the position of the EPA and of t h i s 
Administration be based on sound science that weighs a l l of the 
evidence with the goal of reducing the r i s k of exposure to s p e c i f i c 
chlorinated compounds. 

Sincerely, 

John E. Dietlein 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH I NGTON 

March 10, 1994 

Mr. Charles Duvall 
3870 Cherry S t r e e t 
Zachary, LA 70791 

Dear Mr. Duvall: 

Thank you f o r your recent l e t t e r regarding your thoughts 
about c h l o r i n e study and the Clean Water Act r e a u t h o r i z a t i o n . I t 
was good t o hear from you. 

Rest assured t h a t n e i t h e r EPA nor t h i s A d m i n i s t r a t i o n has 
made any dec i s i o n i n the r e a u t h o r i z a t i o n of the Clean Water Act 
t h a t would r e s t r i c t or ban the use of c h l o r i n e or c h l o r i n a t e d 
compounds. Because of the c o n t i n u i n g r i g o r o u s p u b l i c debate on 
t h i s matter, EPA has proposed a thorough and c a r e f u l review of 
the issues. I assure you t h a t the proposed EPA study w i l l be 
conducted i n a f a i r , o b j e c t i v e and balanced fashion, using the 
best a v a i l a b l e i n f o r m a t i o n and w i t h the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l 
i n t e r e s t e d p a r t i e s . 

Again, thank you f o r sharing your concerns w i t h me. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. M̂  
D i r e c t o r , White House O f f i c e on 
Environmental P o l i c y 

KAM/avl 
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T H E WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H 1 N G T O N 

March 10, 1994 

Mr. Charles D i f f e y 
1340 Court S t r e e t 
Port A l l e n , LA 70767 

Dear Mr. D i f f e y : 

Thank you f o r your recent l e t t e r regarding your thoughts 
about c h l o r i n e study and the Clean Water Act r e a u t h o r i z a t i o n . I t 
was good t o hear from you. 

Rest assured t h a t n e i t h e r EPA nor t h i s A d m i n i s t r a t i o n has 
made any de c i s i o n i n the r e a u t h o r i z a t i o n of the Clean Water Act 
t h a t would r e s t r i c t or ban the use of c h l o r i n e or c h l o r i n a t e d 
compounds. Because of the c o n t i n u i n g r i g o r o u s p u b l i c debate on 
t h i s matter, EPA has proposed a thorough and c a r e f u l review of 
the issues. I assure you t h a t the proposed EPA study w i l l be 
conducted i n a f a i r , o b j e c t i v e and balanced fashion, using the 
best a v a i l a b l e i n f o r m a t i o n and w i t h the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l 
i n t e r e s t e d p a r t i e s . 

Again, thank you f o r sharing your concerns w i t h me. 

Sincerely, Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. McGinty 
D i r e c t o r , White House O f f i c e on 
Environmental P o l i c y 

KAM/avl 



February 14, 1994 

Deputy Asst. to the Pres. and Dir. 
Kathleen McGinty 

Office of Envirorunental Policy 
Old Executive Office Building 
Room 360 
17th St. & Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20501 

Dear Ms. McGinty: 

I am a working parent and I use BLEACH every day to wash softball 
uniforms. 

I encourage you to not prohibit, reduce or substitute the use of 
chlorine. 

Sincere ly , 

)3f0 Coocr 'it-



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WAS H I N GTO N 

March 10, 1994 

Mr. W i l l i a m H. Doherty 
19144 Pinnaele Avenue 
Baton Rouge, LA 70810 

Dear Mr. Doherty: 

Thank you f o r your recent l e t t e r regarding your thoughts 
about c h l o r i n e study and the Clean Water Act r e a u t h o r i z a t i o n . I t 
was good t o hear from you. 

Rest assured t h a t n e i t h e r EPA nor t h i s A d m i n i s t r a t i o n has 
made any dec i s i o n i n the r e a u t h o r i z a t i o n of the Clean Water Act 
t h a t would r e s t r i c t or ban the use o f c h l o r i n e or c h l o r i n a t e d 
compounds. Because of the c o n t i n u i n g rigorous p u b l i c debate on 
t h i s matter, EPA has proposed a thorough and c a r e f u l review of 
the issues. I assure you t h a t the proposed EPA study w i l l be 
conducted i n a f a i r , o b j e c t i v e and balanced fashion, using the 
best a v a i l a b l e i n f o r m a t i o n and w i t h the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of a l l 
i n t e r e s t e d p a r t i e s . 

Again, thank you f o r sharing your concerns w i t h me. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen A. M o G i n t y ( ^ 
D i r e c t o r , White House O f f i c e on 
Environmental P o l i c y 

KAM/avl 
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