Case Number: 2016-0152-F

FOIA
MARKER

This is not a textual record. This 1s used as an
administrative marker by the Clinton Presidential

Library Staff.

Folder Title:
Chron File - June 1993 #1 [6]

Staff Office-Individual:
Defense Policy-Bell, Robert

Original OA/ID Number:
45

Row; Section: |Shelf:
31 3 2

1

Position:

Stack:




T UNCLASSIFIED RECORD ID: 9303577

NSC/RMO PROFILE RECEIVED: 19 MAY 93 11
TO: STARK, FORTNEY H
ET AL
FROM: PRESIDENT DOC DATE: 07 JUN 93
SOURCE REF:
KEYWORDS: NUCLEAR TESTING CTB
co
PERSONS:

SUBJECT: REPLY TO REP STARK ET AL RE NUCLEAR TESTING & CTB TREATY

ACTION: PRES SGD LTRS DUE DATE: 22 MAY 93 STATUS: C
STAFF OFFICER: ANDREASEN LOGREF: 9303741 9303891
FILES: WH NSCP: CODES :

DOCUMENT DISTRIBUTTION

FOR ACTION FOR_CONCURRENCE

ROSNER

COMMENTS:
/
/
DISPATCHED BY \J/r DATE BY HAND W/ATTCH
OPENED BY: NSMEM CLOSED BY: NSMEM DOC 4 OF 4

UNCLASSIFIED



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Pete:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and others in Congress have done
on this issue has been instrumental in
bringing us to the brink of a multilateral
negotiation to realize this long-standing
goal of U.S. arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

'//ﬁ\(m\

The Honorable Fortney H. Stark
House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

/ | \O\N\

The Honorable Donald W. Riegle, Jr.

Chairman, Committee on Banking,
Housing and Urban Affairs

United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Bob:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

The Honorable Bob Filner
House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
June 7, 1993

Dear Frank:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

The Honorable Frank Pallone, Jr.
House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Karen:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work Congress has done on this issue has
been instrumental in bringing us to the brink
of a multilateral negotiation to achieve this
long-standing goal of U.S. arms control
policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.
Sincerely,
-

/M

The Honorable Karen Shepherd
House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
June 7, 1993

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you have done on this issue has been
instrumental in bringing us to the brink of a
multilateral negotiation to achieve this
long-standing goal of U.S. arms control
policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

Ma

The Honorable Claiborne Pell
Chairman '

Committee on Foreign Relations
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Tom:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this i1ssue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

JAR

The Honorable Tom Harkin
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Paul:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

[ Yn

The Honorable Paul Simon
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
June 7, 1993

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagques have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

/v

The Honorable Paul S§. Sarbanes
Chairman

Joint Economic Committee
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

————



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Danny:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

The Honorable Daniel K. Akaka
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Paul:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

/ 3’\&\

THe Honorable Paul Wellstone
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Russ:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

:/

The Honorable Russell D. Feingold
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Ben:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehénsive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

The Honorable Ben Nighthorse Campbell
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
June 7, 1993

Dear Harris:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

The Honorable Harris Wofford
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Dianne:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB) .
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

K

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Patty:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

=

4

The Honorable Patty Murray
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Herb:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

e

The Honorable Herbert Kohl
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

[

The Honorable Jim Sasser
Chairman, Committee on the Budget
United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Frank:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

The Honorable Frank R. Lautenberg
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Dale:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

WA

The Honorable Dale Bumpers
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Carol:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

The Honorable Carol Moseley-Braun
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
June 7, 1993

Dear Barbara:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB) .
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

1 want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during

the review and will be foremost in my mind as
1 consider recommendations on this difficult
issye.

Aqain. thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

N

e Gomocseble Setdare A N
wited ftatee Seaele tkulsky
Saebisgton. DC )O0410




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

Dear Tom:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

T

The Honorable Thomas A. Daschle
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

e



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
June 7, 1993

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

AN

-

The Honorable Edward M. Kennedy

Chairman, Committee on Labor and
Human Resources

United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
June 7, 1993

Dear John:

Thank you for your letter on nuclear testing
and a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTB).
The work you and your colleagues have done on
this issue has been instrumental in bringing
us to the brink of a multilateral negotiation
to achieve this long-standing goal of U.S.
arms control policy.

As you know, my Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues
pertaining to the negotiation of a
multilateral nuclear test ban. I expect to
receive recommendations from the appropriate
Departments in the next few weeks on our CTB
negotiating strategy and the related question
of whether to conduct a final series of
phase-out tests consistent with Public Law
102-377.

I want to assure you that your views on this
matter are being taken into account during
the review and will be foremost in my mind as
I consider recommendations on this difficult
issue.

Again, thank you for advising me of your
views on this critical issue.

Sincerely,

The Honorable John F. Kerry
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510
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C G
WASHINGTON

June 7, 1993

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: ANTHONY LAMEQ//E
HOWARD PASTE ’b’

SUBJECT: Letters from Members of Congress on Nuclear
Testing
Purpose

To respond to letters from members of Congress on nuclear testing
and a comprehensive test ban.

Background

A number of members of Congress have written you to express their
strong opposition to any Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT)
that allowed for continued underground testing of any nuclear
weapons below one kiloton. Others have written to urge you to
extend the U.S. testing moratorium.

The response from you notes that the Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues pertaining to this
negotiation and assures them that their views on this matter are
being taken into account during the review.

RECOMMENDATION

That you sign the letters to the Members of Congress at Tab A.

Attachments
Tab A Letters to Members of Congress
Tab B Letters from Members of Congress

cc: Vice President
Chief of Staff
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506

June 4, 1993

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE

THROUGH:: ROBERT BELL W«//

FROM: STEVEN ANDREASEN éﬁé‘

SUBJECT: Letters from Members of Congress on Nuclear
Testing

A number of members of Congress have written to the President to
express strong opposition to any Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty
(CTBT) that allowed for continued underground testing of any
nuclear weapons after September 30, 1996. Others have written to
urge the President to extend the U.S. testing moratorium.

The response from the President does not specifically address
these concerns as we have not made a decision on these issues
within the USG. It does note that the Administration is in the
process of reviewing a number of issues pertaining to these
negotiations and assures the members of Congress that their views
on these matters are being taken into account during the review.

Concurrence: Jeremy Rosner S;M¢r1//

RECOMMENDATION

That you sign the memorandum for the President at Tab I.

Attachments o

Tab I Memorandum for the President
Tab A Letters to Members of Congress
Tab B Letter from Members of Congress
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DONALD W. RIEGLE, JR. MICHIGAN REGIONAL OFFICES
MICHIGAN CENTRAL WAYNE-MONROE
705 Washington Square Bidg. 1155 Brewery Park Blvd.
109 W. Michigan Ave. Suite 343
COMMITTEES: Lansing, MI 48933 Detroit, MI 48207
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Telecommunications CCPORTHERN-LOWER
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(517) 377-1899 - ®Trgverse City. MI 49685
e resi ent (816) 348-1300
. —
The White House p

Washington, D.C. 20500
Dear Mr. President:

I am writing to express my concern over reports that your
administration may endorse a plan to partially end the moratorium on
nuclear weapons testing. This proposal, which has been offered in the
interests of increasing the "safety" of nuclear weapons, reportedly calls for
resumed underground testing of these weapons at an explosive force of no
more than 1 kiloton, or 1,000 tons of TNT.

With the end of the Cold War, the main justification for this country’s
production of nuclear weapons has faded away. Along with it, the need for
further testing of nuclear weapons has also disappeared. In addition,
improvements in the safety of nuclear weapons do not represent a valid
rationale for continued testing. Indeed, it is my understanding that after
approximately 1,000 tests, the Department of Defense has concluded that
additional detonations would not add to the safety of America’s nuclear
arsenal. | '

I am also profoundly concerned by the impact of ending the current
testing moratorium on efforts to extend the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty.
By continualiy testing and refining these weapons, we send precisely the
wrong message to those nations with whom we are trying to reach a
nonproliferation agreement. Instead of demonstrating our commitment to
further nuclear reductions, we project the appearance that the U.S. will
continue to develop nuclear weapons. I firmly believe that promotion of the
Nonproliferation Treaty requires the rejection of any proposal to continue
nuclear testing.

Last year Congress passed an amendment, sponsored by Senators
Hatfield, Mitchell, and Exon, which required the Administration to submit a
report to Congress containing "a plan for achieving a multilateral,
comprehensive ban on the testing of nuclear weapons on or before September



The President
May 20, 1993
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30, 1996." Resurrection of the U.S. testing program would, in my opinion, not
only violate the intent and spirit of this law, but would set back efforts to
negotiate a comprehensive test ban.

Mr. President, during your campaign, you placed nuclear
nonproliferation among your top national priorities. Logical steps toward the
fulfillment of this commitment would be to reject any plans to conduct future
nuclear tests anu to support for a comprehensive nuclear weapons test ban.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincgrely,

Donald W. Riegle
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May 21, 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM ITOH
NSC Executive Secretariat

FROM: HOWARD G. PASTER rl\/
SUBJECT: Presidential Correspondence

Attached are copies of letters sent to the President from
various members of Congress.

Since these letters address national security issues, we
would appreciate your assistance in having drafts written.

Thank you very much for your assistance. If you have any
questions, please feel free to call LeeAnn Inadomi at x7500.

The following is a brief description of the letters:
1) Frank Pallone (D-NJ), concerning nuclear testing;
2) Karen Shepherd (D-UT), concerning nuclear testing;

3) Don Riegle (D-MI), concerning nuclear test ban treaty.

Attachments
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FORTNEY PETE STARK COMMITTEES:
THIRTEENTH DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA WAYS AND MEANS
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20515

May 5, 1993

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
President of the United States

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20500

gg s e 9 AVWEG

INSIDE MAIL
Dear Mr. President:

According to some reports, the Administration is considering a

comprehensive test ban agreement that would permit nuclear testing below a
one kiloton (KT) threshold.

I urge you to reject this option.

A CTB is the key linchpin to a successful extension of the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty in 1995. Developmg countries, whose votes are needed
for a lengthy extensmn, ill w allow

ntinue t t d ize it r arsenal.

The arguments on safety, reliability, and verification were thoroughly
considered last year by Congress. If the Administration proposes a 1 KT
threshold it would cripple US nonproliferation policy, violate the letter and
spirit of the law, and create another, very unnecessary battle with Congress. I
and other members of Congress would far rather work with you closely to
stop the further spread of nuclear weapons.

Thank you very much for your attention to these concerns.

et& étark

Member of Congress

@ Printed on Recycled Paper.
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BOB FILNER PUBLIC WORKS AND
SOTH DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
;0455::?((): Bg(l:uz)(l)r;fs VETERANS’ AFFAIRS
A TON,
TEL: (202) 225-8045 CEYMMITTEE
FAX: (202) 225-9073 (7%
133 F STREET. SUITE A CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES §
CHULA V . C.
e 4298 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES =
FAX: (619) 422.7290 May 20, 1993 2
>
The Honorable Bill Clinton ??
President of the United States o
The White House oo

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

As a co-sponsor of House Concurrent Resclution 37 which urges

. immediate multilateral comprehensive nuclear test ban talks, I
appreciate your Administration's efforts to complete a report to
Congress on nuclear testing policy.

It has come to my attention that the inter-agency group preparing
the report will recommend to you that the United States pursue a
one-kiloton threshold testing limit instead of a comprehensive ban
on all tests. Such a recommendation violates the letter and the
gpirit of the Hatfield-Mitchell-Exon legislation passed last October
that mandates negotiations for a comprehensive test ban.

The legislation states that the Administration must prepare a "plan
for achieving a multilateral comprehensive ban on the testing of
nuclear weapons on or before September 30, 1996," and that "no
underground test of nuclear weapons may be conducted by the United
States after September 30, 1996, unless a foreign state conducts a
nuclear test after this date..."

Only a comprehensive test ban will discourage other nations from
becoming nuclear powers. We cannot test nuclear weapons while
attempting to prevent nuclear proliferation; other nations will
consider this stance hypocritical. Only a comprehensive test ban
will halt the development of new nuclear arms by the U.S. and other
nations, end further environmental damage, and save hundreds of
millions of taxpayer dollars.

I respectfully urge you not to endorse the idea of substituting a
one-kiloton testing limit for a comprehensive ban. The original
intent of the nuclear testing ame ent should be respected and

supported.
Y.
ER
er of Congress
BF/gd
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 24, 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM ITOH
NSC Executive Secretariat

FROM: HOWARD G. Pas'rzn{
SUBJECT: Presidential Correspondence

Attached are copies of letters sent to the President from
various members of Congress.

Since these letters address national security issues, we
would appreciate your assistance in having drafts written.

Thank you very much for your assistance. If you have any
questions, please feel free to call LeeAnn Inadomi at x7500.

The following is a brief description of the letters:
v;), Dale Kildee (D-MI), concerning canadian tunnel;
2) Bob Filner (D-CA), concerning nuclear test ban policy;

3) Jim Saxton (R-NJ) and others, concerning the Canadian
tunnel permit; '

4) Claiborne Pell (D-RI), concerning delegate to the 1994

International Conference on Population and Development
in cairo.

Attachments
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ENERGY AND COMMERCE FRANK PALLONE/ JR

6TH DISTRICT. NEW JERSEY [}

- N\
)/ G'oc o 3'77‘/
u — REPLY TO:
DisTRICT OFFICES:
MERCHANT MARINE 540 BROADWAY (SuITE 118)
AND FISHERIES LONG BRANCH, NJ 07740
(908)571-1140

Congress of the Wnited States S sres cumn st

KILMER SQUARE
WASHINGTON OFFICE:

0] 420 CANNON HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING iauusz Uf Rwrzsmtﬂtmzs ne ?:g;)sg';c;;BNeJ928901

WasHINGTON, DC 20515-3006

TELEPHONE; (202) 225-467 mﬂshmgtﬂn, Ea 205, 5_3000 a (Rl;’.;. ;;;F:,RGL:L:,Z?;E

@AZLET, NJ 07730-1701
Cs> (908) 264-9104

May 18, 1993 =

e
—a

The Honorable William J. Clinton ~
President of the United States

The White House )
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. . S
wWashington, D.C. 20500 -
('~
Dear Mr. President:

1t has come to my &ttention that you are considering a
number of options with respect to the nuclear testing
moratorium. I am writing to ask you to support the total
permanent ban on nuclear testing.

As you know, the present ban was approved by Congress last
October under the testing moratorium law. That law provides
that "no underground test of nuclear weapons may be conducted
by the United States after September 30, 1996, unless a foreign
state conducts a nuclear test after this date . . ."

Russia and France have ceased nuclear testing and I believe

that if the U.S. maintains its ban, other countries will follow
suit.

I understand that you have some concern about a perceived
need for low-yield testing for safety purposes. I must point
out however, that under the current law, if you approve
continuing the total ban, safety tests can be performed until
September 1996.

A total permanent ban is necessary to protect our global

environment and national security. Please do not make any
changes that could put our nation's future at risk.

Sincerely.

}rmﬁg/&t/%

FRANK PALLONE, JR.
FP/1le
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 21, 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM ITOH
NSC Executive Secretariat

FROM: HOWARD G. PASTER Hj
SUBJECT: Presidential Correspondence

Attached are copies of letters sent to the President from
various members of Congress.

Since these letters address national security issues, we
would appreciate your assistance in having drafts written.

Thank you very much for your assistance. If you have any
questions, please feel free to call LeeAnn Inadomi at x7500.

The following is a brief description of the 1e£ters:
1) Frank Pallone (D-NJ), concerning nuclear testing;
2) Karen Shepherd (D-UT), concerning nuclear testing;

3) Don Riegle (D-MI), concerning nuclear test ban treaty.

Attachments
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Karen Shepherd
Utah — Second District

Congress of the Unjted States
House of Represematlves

=

Public Works and Transportation May 12, 1993 E
Natural Resources —
o

William Jefferson Clinton £
President, United States of America e
The White House o

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005

Dear President Clinton:

I am deeply disturbed by recent reports that you are considering a resumption of nuclear testing.
I want to express my strong opposition to this proposal. Nuclear testing runs exactly counter
to our national interest. Testing fuels nuclear proliferation, contributes to international
instability, degrades the environment and creates high level nuclear waste, and squanders money
urgently needed to grow the economy, create jobs, and provide for our citizens.

Our national security would be enhanced much more significantly by a stable and effective
nonproliferation regime than it ever would be by the ability to create new generations of nuclear
weapons. The terrible destructive power of nuclear weapons make them useful only as a
deterrent, and it would be impossible to create a stable deterrence structure with ten or twenty
or thirty new nuclear states. Resuming testing would send exactly the wrong message to the
participants of the 1995 Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty Renewal Conference. Regardless of
our official message, our actions would tell them that a nuclear weapons program is not only
valuable but necessary in order to be taken seriously as a world power.

It is immoral to spend $880 million on nuclear weapons testing in the next two years when so
many of the children in this country still do not receive immunizations. While I support a strong
national defense, this is one program which is not only unnecessary but contrary to our national
interests. We have already borne the costs of one nuclear arms race. We cannot afford another.

I strongly urge you to continue the moratorium on nuclear testing. Further, I hope that you will
initiate negotiations for a Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, preferably to be completed before
the Renewal Conference in 1995. I believe it is one of the best investments in our national
security we can make.

Sincerely,

A2/
Karén Shepherd

KS/Ids
414 Cannon House Office Building, Washington, D.C. 20515 (202) 225-3011 Fax (202) 226-0354

2311 Bennett Federal Office Building, 125 South State, Salt Lake City, Utah 84138 (801) 524-4394 Fax (801) 524-5994
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 21, 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM ITOH
NSC Executive Secretariat

FROM: HOWARD G. PASTER H«/
SUBJECT: Presidential Correspondence

Attached are copies of letters sent to the President from
various members of Congress.

Since these letters address national security issues, we
would appreciate your assistance in having drafts written.

Thank you very much for your assistance. If you have any
questions, please feel free to call LeeAnn Inadomi at x7500.

The following is a brief description of the letters:
1) Frank Pallone (D-NJ), concerning nuclear testing;
2) Karen Shepherd (D-UT), concerning nuclear testing;

3) Don Riegle (D-MI), concerning nuclear test ban treaty.

Attachments
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CLAIBORNE PELL. RHODE ISLAND. CHAIRMAN

JOSEPH R. BIDEN. Jn.. DELAWARE JESSE HELMS. NORTH CAROLINA
PAUL S. SARBANES. MARYLAND RICHARD G. LUGAR. INDIANA
CHRISTOPHER J. DODD. CONNECTICUT NANCY L. KASSEBAUM, KANSAS
JOKN F, KERRY, MASSACHUSETTS LARRY PRESSLER. SOUTH DAKOTA
PAUL SIMON, ILLINOIS FRANK H. MURKOWSKI. ALASKA

DANIEL P. MOYNIHAN. NEW YORK HANK BROWN, COLORADO :
CHARLES 5. ROBB, VIAGINIA JAMES M. JEFFORDS. VERMONT nl K a [5 mg E
HARRIS WOFFORD. PENNSYLVANIA PAUL COVERDELL. GEORGIA
RUSSELL D. FEINGOLD, WISCONSIN

HARLAN MATHEWS. TENNESSEE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

GERYLD B. CHRISTIANSON. STAFF DIRECTOR —
JAMES W. NANCE. MINORITY STAFF DIRECTOR WASHINGTON, DC 20510-6225

May 18, 1993

Dear Mr. President:

Thirty years ago, President John F. Kennedy seized upon an
historic opportunity to conclude a Limited Test Ban Treaty. That
Treaty has served the national security interests of the United
States, as well as the interests of 115 other Parties ever since.
It has made the world safer with far fewer nuclear-related risks
to the environment.

When you came to office early this year, Congress had laid
the groundwork for a complete ban on testing after
September 30, 1996.

I would urge most strongly that you reject the advice of
those who would avoid or undercut a comprehensive nuclear test
ban, and seize upon an opportunity that may not occur again by
moving decisively and unequivocally toward a comprehensive test
ban.

I would urge you to undertake two concrete steps in this
regard. First, you should consider extending the current
moratorium indefinitely, so long as other nuclear-weapon states
Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty do not test. Second, I
would hope that you would support a comprehensive test regime
that flatly banned nuclear detonations of any size.

These two decisions would serve to reinforce and strengthen
the Non-Proliferation Treaty regime and serve to help ensure the
extension of the Non-Prcliferation Treaty at the treaty review
conference in 1995.

With very real regard and respect, I am,

Ever sincerely,

s

Claiborne Pell
Chairman

The President
The White House



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 20, 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM ITOH
NSC Executive Secretariat

FROM: HOWARD G. PASTER hff
SUBJECT: Presidential Correspondence

Attached are copies of letters sent to the President from
various members of Congress.

Since these letters address national security issues, we
would appreciate your assistance in having drafts written.

Thank you very much for your assistance. If you have any
questions, please feel free to call LeeAnn Inadomi at x7500.

The following is a brief description of the letters:
1) Elton Gallegly (R-CA), concerning Bosnia;

2) Claiborne Pell (D~RI), concerning Bosnia;
Ve

Claiborne Pell (D-RI), concerning nuclear test ban
treaty;

4) John Conyers (D-MI), concerning security
classification;

5) Norm Dicks (D-WA) and others, concerning MFN for China;
6) Slade Gorton (R-WA), concerning MFN for China;
7) Ben Nighthorse Campbell (D-CO), concerning ACDA;

8) Ted Kennedy (D-MA) and others, concerning Syrian exit
permits for Syrian Jews.

Attachments
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MANAGEMENT. ES(::/\f\jDJEE[:)



04

AVlnifed Diates Denafe

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

May 12, 1993
The President
-The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. President:

As you know, Public Law 102-377 suspended nuclear weapon
testing for nine months, and required the end to all tests by
September 30, 1996, provided that no other nation tested. This
commitment to negotiate a comprehensive test ban treaty (CTBT)
should be the backbone of your nuclear non-proliferation regime.

Now we understand that some members of your administration
are recommending that the U.S. continue nuclear testing at levels
below one kiloton after 1996. Mr. President, this proposal would
not only be inconsistent with the law, but would significantly
undermine your ability to stem the proliferation of nuclear
weapons to other nations. The nuclear "have-nots" would conclude
that the U.S. is conducting business-as-usual. Despite your call
for change, they would understand that the United States wants to
continue developing new nuclear weapons, and is not serious about
stemming proliferation. Without a CTBT, the extension of the
Non-Proliferation Treaty in 1995 would be jeopardized.

We therefore strongly urge you to reject any proposal for
continued nuclear testing, no matter how low the threshold. It
is time for the world to stop all nuclear weapon tests.

We also urge you to announce that the United States will not
be the first to break the current testing moratorium. There is
no need for the 15 safety tests allowed by law, since the
military has announced that it will not incorporate the safety
features verified by testing into our nuclear arsenal.

We can think of no better way to celebrate the 30th
anniversary of President Kennedy'’s Limited Test Ban Treaty than
to complete JFK'’s work, converting his limited ban into a global,
comprehensive nuclear test ban. We look forward to your
leadership on this critically important issue on the world stage.

Tom Harkin Paul Simon Paul S. Sarbanes

ol TAele Ll SIBIT Mo T
aniel K. ka Paul Wellstone Russell D. eingold
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cc: The Honorable Les Aspin
The Honorable Warren Christopher
The Honorable Thomas Graham
The Honorable Anthony Lake
The Honorable Hazel O'Leary




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 25, 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM ITOH
NSC Executive Secretariat

FROM: HOWARD G. PASTER-HF
SUBJECT: Presidential Correspondence

Attached are copies of letters sent to the President from
various members of Congress.

Since these letters address national security issues, we
would appreciate your assistance in having drafts written.

Thank you very much for your assistance. If you have any
questions, please feel free to call LeeAnn Inadomi at x7500.

U/;pz’fgllowing is a brief description of the letters:
1) Tom Harkin (D-IA) and others, concerning nuclear test
ban policy;

2) Pat Leahy (D-VT) and Bill Bradley (D-NJ), concerning
Russian aid package;

3) Jim Traficant (D-OH) and others, concerning Croatia;

4) Bob Krueger (D-TX), concerning Efrain Bamca Velasquez
being held in Guatemala;

5) Dan Inouye (D-HI), concerning UN Convention Concerning
Indigenous and Tribal Peoples in Independent Countries;

6) Nancy Pelosi (D-CA), concerning MFN for China.
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

June 9, 1993

MR. PRES

Secretary christopher is seeking your
go ahead to consult with NATO allies to
announce this week that you will hold a

NATO Summit jater this year. The
recommendation on page 2 is somewhat

inartfully stated.

Secretary christopher would like your
concurrence this evening if possible,
to prepare for the NATO foreign
ministers meeting which gets underway
tomorrov.

Tony, George and Marcia all concur.

ohn Podesta




THE WHITE HOUSE HLENT HAS Seen

WASHINGTON

3048 Pd

June 9, 1993

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: ANTHONY LAKB-/.\P
SUBJECT: NATO Summit
Purpose

To agree to a NATO Summit by the end of this year.

Background

Secretary Christopher is recommending that you commit to a NATO
Summit, suggesting that it be tacked on to the front end of a
fall trip to Moscow. Christopher would like Woerner to announce
the summit at the NATO Foreign Ministers meeting later this week
in Athens. (Woerner is on record as favoring a summit.)

We see merit in committing to a fall NATO Summit for several
reasons:

-- We need to counter the perception that our security policy
toward Europe is seen exclusively through the prism of
Bosnia. To that end, Secretary Christopher will be
outlining this week at the NATO Athens meetings an agenda
for NATO that transcends Bosnia: developing peacekeeping,
deepening our links to Europe and expanding our outreach
program to the new democracies in the East. A NATO Summit
could demonstrate our continued leadership on European
security issues and could play a vital role in galvanizing
our allies into action on the critical issues both Secretary
Christopher and Secretary Aspin have outlined in their
spring round of NATO ministerials.

-- At Vancouver, you agreed to travel to Moscow this year for
another summit with President Yeltsin. Were you to have two
Russian summits and a G-7 summit without yet meeting with
your European allies, you will be touching off another round
of Allied neuralgia about America disengaging from Europe.
(The last NATO Summit was November 1991.)

DECLASSIFIED
E.O. 13526
White House (;uidelines, September 11, 2006

By_\LNARA, Date O[3/ 7810
2ol -0\SL-¢

—CONFTDENEIAL _.EB.N_H_BEN:H_AL cc: Vice President
Declassify on: OADR Chief of Staff




<

—CONHBENTHAL

“CORFIDENT T A~ 2

RECOMMENDATION

That you authorize Secretary Christopher to consult with
Secretary Woerner and our key allies in order to announce a NATO
Summit by the end of this year. (George Stephanopoulos and
Marcia Hale concur.)

Approve ),I Disapprove

Attachment
Tab A Christopher Incoming



THE SECRETARY OF STATE

WASHINGTON
CONT IDERTIAL [([tFCD
DECL: OADR June 7, 1993
MEMORANDUM FOR: THE PRESIDENT
FROM: Warren Christopherﬂﬁ’
SUBJECT: NATO Summit

In preparing for my first regular NATO meeting on June 10,
my thoughts have turned to Secretary General Woerner's
suggestion for an early NATO Summit. Such a Summit would be an
important opportunity to put your stamp on trans-Atlantic

relations. I believe the most effective and efficient way to
approach this idea -- both in terms of managing the Summit
agenda and of safeqguarding your own travel time -- would be to

hold a NATO Summit on the front end of the trip to Moscow which
was agreed at Vancouver.

Simply announcing your intent to have a NATO Summit would
make clear that the U.S. is not downgrading Europe (especially
since you will have one and perhaps two Asian summits this
year). The prospect of a NATO Summit would provide a remarkable
steadying influence on our Allies, and generate maximum pressure
for Allies to fall in behind U.S. leadership. This would be
most useful with respect to the Alliance agenda that I will be
outlining this week in Athens.

Previous Presidents have stopped at NATO en route to or
from Moscow; you would thus be demonstrating the continuity of
America's commitment to consult with its allies to develop
common policies towards Russia.

At the Summit itself, you would be able to set the tone for
extensive press coverage, which would play throughout Europe, as
well as in this country.

. If you agree, I will consult with Secretary General Woerner
and the Allies with a view to an announcement during our Athens
meeting this week.

L
Department of State G&iﬂ n’“

By YL NARA, Date 0] ¥/ D 1|
Lolv-oigz-F



COMELDENTIAL | 4196
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

WASHINGTON. D.C 20506

June 8, 1993

ACTION
MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE

FROM: BARRY F. LOWENKRONW/

SUBJECT: NATO Summit

Secretary Christopher sent the President a memo recommending that
he commit to a NATO Summit for this fall. (Christopher suggests

a summit at the front end of a Presidential trip to Moscow.) We

see a number of compelling reasons to support the request:

-- We need to demonstrate that our policy toward Europe is not
being viewed exclusively through the prism of Bosnia.
Toward that end, Secretary Christopher will be using his NAC
and NACC interventions in Athens later this week to lay out
the Alliance’s future work: peacekeeping, partnership with
Western Europe, and outreach to the East. However, we are
concerned that these efforts will atrophy (much as Secretary
Aspin’s strong statements at the DPC on NATO and NACC roles
in peacekeeping will evaporate) unless we exert our
leadership, and keep pressure on our allies to take the
necessary steps to continue NATO’s transformation along the
lines of Christopher’s intervention; a transformation which
would be the centerpiece of a summit.

-- If we do not hold a summit this fall, then by the end of the
year the President will have had two summits with Yeltsin,
and a G-7 summit. (He is committed to a CSCE Summit late in
1994 in Budapest.) European uneasiness about where they fit
into our overall foreign policy, coupled with their
traditional neuralgia about a disengaging America, would
rise accordingly.

We are agnostic as to whether Secretary Christopher should use
the occasion of this week’s NAC to push for a NATO Summit, since
our principal allies believe that a summit is not in the cards.
That said, if Christopher can gain the support of our main allies
(Woerner would agree readily) then we recommend the NAC endorse
the idea of a summit for later in the year.

At Tab I is a memo from you to the President recommending that he
agree to commit to a fall NATO Summit.

Concurrence by: Bob Bell ?&&7
DECLASSIFIED
E.0. 13526
White House Guidelines, September 11, 2006
—CONT I DENT TR

Declassify on: OADR —BB.N-F‘-B-EH}.A.E By VLo NARA, D’“Mk
Lovo 0157 -F
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RECOMMENDATION

That you sign the memo to the President at Tab I.
Attachments

Tab I Memo to the President
Tab A Christopher Memo
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506

June 7, 1993

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM H. ITOH

THROUGH : ROBERT G. BELL (%
FROM: RICHARD HOOKER R)ld
SUBJECT: Proposed Testimony on Cargo Preference

Representatives from the Departments of Agriculture and
Transportation are scheduled to testify tomorrow, June 8, on the
subject of cargo preference laws and their relation to food aid
for Russia. We recommend that you approve the proposed
testimony.

The Merchant Marine Act of 1936 and the Food Security Act of 1985
require that 75% of all food aid be shipped on U.S. flagged
carriers. This significantly increases the cost of transporting
food aid in general, and will particularly affect the aid package
for Russia. Additionally, very few U.S. flagged carriers service
the Great Lakes and West Coast, which impacts on the ability of
agricultural producers in these regions to compete. Senator
Carol Mosely-Braun recently wrote the President on this subject.
This testimony raises these concerns while affirming the
Administration’s intent to abide by existing cargo preference

laws. ,

in ola fd in aft
Concurrences by: Steve Jones and Jeremy Rosner
RECOMMENDATION

That you sign the concurrence at Tab I.

Attachments
Tab I Memo of Concurrence
Tab II Incoming Correspondence
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C 20506

MEMORANDUM FOR JAMES J. JUKES
FROM: WILLIAM H. ITOH

SUBJECT: Proposed Testimony on Cargo Preference

The National Security Council staff has reviewed and concurs in
the proposed testimony on cargo preference.
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BXRCUTIVS OFFICE Of THN PRESIDENT
OPFICE OF MAMAGENENT AND BUDGET
Washington, DiC. 20503

June 4, 9o93§

LEGISLATIVE REFERRAL KEMORANDUM
| LRN #X-352

g

Leyislative Liaison officer é

AGRICULTURE - Marvin shapir¢ - (202)720-1516 - 312
COMMERCE - Michael A. Levitt - (202) 482-3086 - 324
DEFENSE - Samuel T. Brick, Jr. - (703)697-1305 = 328
JUSTICE - Faith Burton - (202) 514-2141 ~ 217
LABOR - Robert A. Shapiro - (202)219-8201 - 330
TRANSPORTATION - Tom Herlihy - (202)366-4687 - 226
TREASURY - Richard 8. carro - (202)622-1146 - 228
CEA - Francine Obermiller - (202)395-5036 - 242
NEC - Sonia Mathews - (202)456-6722 - 429

NSC - William H. Itoh - (202)395-3723 - 249

USTR - Fred Montgomery < (202) 395-3475 - 223

AID - Robert M. Lester - (102)647-8371 - 202

FROM: JAMES J. JUKES (toé) —
Agsistant Director fo Legislative Reference

OMB CONTACT: Jim BROWN (395-3473)
gecretary’s line (for simnple responses)t 395-3454

S?BJECT: Proposed Testimonyﬁon Cargo Preference
DEADLINE: 2100 p.M. Nonday. June 7, 1953

cbuxxnwd: restimony from the Departments of Agriculture and
Transportation are attached. This deadline is firm. Testimony
is for delivery on Tuesday. :

dMB requests the views of Xourgagency on the above subject before
advising on {ts relationship to the progran of the President, in
jocordance with OMB Circular A+19.

ileaao advise us if this item will affect airect spending or

;ocoipta for purposes of the the "pay-As-You-Go" provisions of
:1t10 XIII of the omnibus Budq?t Reconciliation Act of 31990.

éC:

Roger Adkins
ichael Deich Phil Dusault
artha Foley John; Burnim
rish Walsh Mark: Weatherly
ris Edley :John; McClelland
hordon Adanms ‘Meg piBari
[Rodney Bent 'Bob Damus

URGENT
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| | LRM #u-352
RESPONSE TO LEGISLATIVE REFERRAL KENORANDUN

If your response to this roquoﬂt for views is simple (e.g.,
cpncur/no comment) we prafer that you respond by faxing us this

rpsponse sheet. If the response is simple and you prafer to
call, please call the branch-wide line shown below (NOT the
ahalyst’s line) to leave a message with a secretary.

] é .
Ybu may also respond by (1) calling the analyst/attorney’s direct

1
a
o)

ne (you will be connected to voice majl if the analyst does not
swer); (2) sending us a memo or létter; or (3) if you are an
SIS user in the Executive Office of the President, sending an

E-mail message. Please inolude the LRM number shown above, and
the subject shown below.

H8 Jim BROWN (395-3473) |

Office of Management and Budget

Pax Number: (202) 395-3109

Analyst/Attorney’s Direct Number: (202) 395-3473
Branch-Wide Line (to reach secretary): (202) 395-3454

FROM: | . (Date)

(Name)

(Agency)

(Telephone)

SUBJECT: Proposed Testimony on: Cargo Preference

The following is the response of our agency to your request for
views on the above-captioned subject:

Concur

No objection ?

No ¢omment |

See proposed e&its?on pages
|

Other:

FAX RETURN of | . pages, attached to this
response I$Cﬂt§
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Statement by Christopher Goldtimait
Acting General Sales Nanager
U.§. Departmant of Agriculture
Defore the Houss Cosmittes on Merchant Marine and Fisheries
Subcommittes on Merchant Marine
June 8, 1993:

Mr. Chatrman, members of the Subéoumltteo, I am pleased to have this
opportunity to appear before you todéy as Actinq General Sales Nanager
of the U.S. Department of Agricu\turf to discuss cargo preferonce and

_how 1t applies to programs aduinistered by the U.S. Department of

Agriculture. _

The 0ffice of the General Sales ﬁanlger oversees the U.S. Department
of Agriculture’s cxpori. food aid lné foreign direct techaical
assistance programs, It 1s the food?aid portion of our programs that
are affected by cargo preference thaé I will be discussing today.

Briefly put, cargo preference re&uires-that most of the agricultura)
commodities exported under the U.S. food ald programs be carried on U.S,
flag ships. Because shipping rates for U.5. flag vessels are almost
a1vays higher than the rates charqmdgby foreign flag vessels, cargo
preference increases the cost of pro;idinggfood to people overseas.

We are working closely with the nartiiuc Aﬁuinistratton (MARAD) of the
Department of Transportation to 1doniify and solve those probleas
relating to cargo preference that unfcan Jointly resolve. Because of
the particular concerr surrounding o;r rec@nt assistance efforts for
Russia we have even more closely ln{ made @onsiderable progress on

several issues. We hope to continué this%cooperation.
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U.S. food aid programs include P.é. 480, the Food for Progress
program, and d6n|t1ons of commoditlosgownedfby USDA’s Commodity Credit
Corporation (CCC) under the authority %f Section 416(b) of the
Agricultural Act of 1949, These proq%ans are subject to V.S, cargo
preference requirements in accordance ;1th provisions of Lhe Merchant
Narine Act, 1936. :

As originally implemented, cargo éreferincu raquired that 50 percent
of a1l food atd shipped under these pr;grani be shipped on U.S. flag
vessels. The Food Security Act of 198% increased this cargo preference
roquiraﬁont from 50 percent up to the ;urrsni Tevel of 75 percent on
food aid shipments under the P.L. (80.?50ct1§n 416(b), and Food for
Progress programs. Thi'lses Act spocl?ica]1; tdentified the export
activities that would be subject to ca?go preference requirements and
clarified that certain others would no;. This Tegislation was of major
importance to U.S. Agriculture. It |s§urid that USDA’s commercial
export programs would not be subject ti carg§ preferaence requiremants,

The 1985 Act also provided that thé costs associated with the
additional 28 percent of the volume of%connoa1t1|l shipped on U.S. flag
vessels would be pafd by MARAD. This is accbmp1ished through an
arvangement under which the ¢CC bi1lls MARAD for 1ts share of the ocean
freight differentia) costs -- the costé resulting from the difference
between U.S. and foreign flag shipping;ratos. MARAD then rajlmburses CCC
for 1ts sharv of these costs. Provlsiéns of the 1985 Act allow MARAD to

3¢11 obliy«tions to the Treasury to raise funds needed to reimburse CCG.
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Cargo preference 1s tha law, and JSDA c&mplies with cargo preference
requirements. Thase requiresments are, howsver, costly,

First, there are the direct costs of cargo preference. A study
prepared Tast year by the Congressional Rnsfarch Service examined cargo

preference sxpenditures during fiscal years 1988, 1989, and 1990. The
study found that about $150 millton in additional shipping costs were

incurred in each of these three yaars to shib P.L. 480 and Sectfion
416(b) commoditias in U.S. bottoms bec;usa of cargo preference. During
fiscal 1992, the ocean freight d1ffero;t1|1 gost for all U.S. foreign
fuood assistance programs 1s estimated &y USDA to be approximately $180
wil11on, but fiscal 1993 freight diffa}entiaﬁ costs are expected to be
wuch higher, in part because the diffe}entlai batween U.S. frefght rates
and foraign flag freight rates has 1nc?easod and in part because more
assistance cargoes are being moved.

In additfon to the djrect 1ncre|se§1n coﬁts attributable to cargo
preference, cargo préferunce costs u.s? agriculture 1n other ways as
well, Cargo preference often prevontsgfbod §1d shipments from following
normal commercial practices. Many U.S, flng;vdssels, such as tankers,
are not designed to 1oad bulk grain anHl are ;1ou¢r to load and discharye
than conventiona) bulk carriers, lddiﬂL add1§1onal costs.

U.S. flag vessels are seldom avatlhble 05 the West Coast and are

ATmost never available in the @reat Lakes.

@oo3
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Our market development afforts algo suffer as a result of cargo
preference. Therse is often pressure f-!or U.S. fay tankars to carry
corn. But the structure of tankers cuuscs lure breakage to occur during
losding and discharge than occurs whcq bulk carriers are used, This
makes the corn less desirable to end q:ors and more susceptible to
insects and mold. For this reason, lé 4 noﬁml1 commarcial transaction,
most exporters refuss to ship corn on %nnkcﬁs.

The end result 1s that Agriculturé’s abflity to portray the United
States as a Tow cosl provider of high au111ty products suffers.
Consequently, American farwers may |1sn bear part of the costs of cargo
praference through Tower exports and lnwer prices rocaived for their
products.

Finally, there are the bureaucratié costs of administering cargo
preference requirements, Thera are pe}sonnei. paperwork, and time costs
associated with administering these rlauirembnts. both for the U,S§.
government and for the governments of ihn reéipiant nations,

These custs notwithstanding, USDA undertakes graat efforts to comply
with the cargo preferance requirnnnnts, Dur!ng fiscal year 1993,
approximately 11 miVlion tons of U.S. pgricu!tura1 commodities will move
under the various food aid programs, wost of which will move on U.S.
flag vessels. This s an fncrease over the 8 million tons of food aid

programmed 1n fiscal 1992.
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Gargo Praference Roquirgments and Food Atd Programs for Russia

Mr. Chairman, cargo preference nt? a major obstacle in our efforts
to work out details with the Russian éido before signing tha forwal
governncnt-to—govornmenf agreemants té fulfill President Clinton’s
$700 m11140n food atd inftiative. The Russian s1de could not understand
the nead to devote such a large portiofn of the $700 million to freight
when a less expansive altermative iasglvailablo. Nor could they
understand the need to make spocific émitnents Lo allay the fears of
U.S. shippers about delays fn cargo dischurgo.

Indeed, many have advanced these éollys:ls & major reason for
increases in U.S. freight bids, but 1& our view this is a small factor.
Foreign flag vessels chirtered by con%erc1a1 sxporters allow $2-3 per
ton because of this risk. Foreign f1ig bids under food aid programs
have increased a Yittle more because 6f this. Some charge as wall that
Russian port officials discriminate léaiqst U.S. flag vessels. Our
agreament with the Russians contains %pec1fic guarantees against thts,
and an examination of dischargs experfence for Russian food aid to date
shows no sfgnificant delays. ! .

Another {ssue concerns our donltiinlI food aid for the former Soviet
Union (FSU). Increased ocean fre19ht5costs reduce the amount of
commodities which can be shipped with{n oxisting budgetary resources.

In the particular case of Food for Prdgress programming, CCC funds used
to meet the non~commodity costs of thof programuing (including ocean
freight) are 1imited to $30 milldon eich year, These budgetary problems
have been compounded recently by rap1d fncreases in U.S. flag freight
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rates. U.S. flag freight rate 1ncro|€os hava required USDA twice in
recent months to increase its nst1latés of the shipping costs for food
sssistance for Russfa. As U.S. flag ﬁates increaged, the $30 million
' 1{mftation was resched more quickly tﬁan orfginnlly anticipated.

U.S. flag freight rttos for grain shipucnts to Eastern Eyrope and
the former Soviet Union in the last § abnthc of 1992 rangad from $50 to
$79 par metric ton. In 1993, rates fqr vossels actually used have
fncreased to $60 to $98 per metric to{. Rates offered by other U.S.
flag vessels have basn even higher, éor oxjmplo. in mid-April, u.S.
flag freight offers to ship wheat to @ussiafwero over $100 per metric
ton. | /

Let me refterats that USDA will cdntinue to comply with caryu
preference requirements on this aid puckuqe We have agreed, however,
that Russia will be given the opportuqity tq exclude tankers from
carrying corn and soybedn meal due to %once#n: about the quality of
praducts once they have been shipped 1n tankers. We will continue to
work closaly with MARAD to manage all shtpmants to Russia to ensure that
fair and reasonable rates are chlrgad;for the transportation of this
food ad to Russta. And we will continue to work with MARAD to assure
that fair and reasonable ratas can be maintained. We are certainly open
to suggestions about how to minimize éosts within current law, as well

as more fundamental ways to reduce ctﬁgo prefarence costs.

i
- o = " =
i
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_ STATEMENT OF JOAN B. YIM
ACTING MARITIME ADMINISTRATOR

.- .
RE THE SUBCOMMITYEE ON MERCHANT MARINE
COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES
U.8. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

BEF

L DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OF THE

JUNE B, 1993

Mr, Chalmian, members of the Squcon{mlttee. my name Is Joan Yim

and | am the Acting Maritime Aduﬁlnlstrhtor for the Department of
Tranapo n. | am pleased to b& here today to comment on cargo
preference lssues pertaining to Russlan nld, the $10 billon loan
guarantos .mognm to Israel and ME‘ARAI?J’: uniform Charter Party, |
' lappreciate the oppo'rtﬁnhy to addréu tﬁose programs which support
our nﬂlon'r domestic and htomatlfonal ioconomlc policles,

By way of huokground. it may be tfmful to note that U.8. cargo

preference programs have been stitutorily prescribed since 1904,

These hwﬁ require that govommwit owhed cargoes or foreign

| : i
ksslstarice cargoes which are efthef donated or government financed
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at oom«#oml terms be shipped :wholly or partly on U.5-flag

The underiying coacépt for these r_:bqulrbmonu Is twofold. First,

taxpayers’ monies wﬁlch undorwﬂfto donated ald should retum @
portion of its value to the U.8. oeonomy through shipment on U.S.
vessels. Spcondly, supporting thoggvltalliy of the U.8. merchant
manne helps to assure the avallablény of U.8.-flag vessels and crews
s of national emergancyf and the development of our

comimerce in peacetiime.

-1 will now touch upoh the cargo prbferenco programs as they relate

to aress of Congressional concem Ald to Russia, the Israell Loan
Progrem qu the Uniform Charter hny

i

IAID TO MusSIA

|
M ton’s new ald progr-m to the Commonwaealth of
!ndomdo?t States (CIS) consists ot Iow cost concessional

' |
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; aémm credits uudov the Food for Prourou program. Sincoltis e
| u's feod gasistance’ ‘program, it is oub]oct to preference. U.8,
chrlm arﬂ thus entl'&led to move 75 peroant of thls traffic.

A number of problmis in the Ruulaﬁ tradb have put upward pressure

oh U.8.-flap rates. m a few cases U s.-ﬂaq offers were very high.

\{sm

coneornod that high fatas would cause them to run

ot of frelght monles. MARAD apprbached USDA to estabilsh a

vévom group to doal with the probloms - Our goatl was to assure

ﬂ'm the President’s donmﬂtmont of $700 miflion In agriculturel ald

r?aohn R
receive th
Hossible,

he yroup

qunlna

slaing tlmoly fashion, and at the same time U.S. carriers

falr share of cargoes a( the most economical cost

I
1

met numerous times ove# several weeks and identified

number of important aroas In doing so, an overriding

eonoom wh to dmll’tgulsh fact from oplnion so as to concentrate on

m. which could oddrou the probloml The Issues Included:

yll
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1or's accoum) function as ah lncontlvo to the recelver to

100 qulcldy. A fast dhchargu pams the recelver

at Rusllan ports, was lmportant to lower U.8, flag
retes. USDA acrood 10 preas for these In thelr negotlations
with Russla, They followed thgrough: on this.

Paympnt Tomd

Commercial voVagu are pald llpon leavlng the load port

wiereas prefmme voyages aro not paid untll after arrivel st

the discharge pon. There are froquent payment delays. USDA

has cpncarns about modifying -‘thesa terms because of
porco ved past problemt with bamers However, MARAD heas

ultod and USDA has agreed, to pursue this lssue as part of our

bnol &mn dloduaslono.

Yic )
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‘Thesq posts and delays are nodmlly tho charterer's

respo ndet proftmncc thoy are the vessal owner's
riek,

We

the

SDA dnd MARAD agm& to pursuo a dual rate system.
anlJ to lmplamont lt in tho short time avalilable with
cymrent Rhsblan ald package, but future tenders will include

::M ffes.

4) Veasq) Discrimination |
Exclu of lnTul types, oueﬂ as tankora or barges, lassens

ition, UbDA has lasued a po!lcy that tankers not cany

1983 cdm However, thgy are performing thelr own
ansly$is and |
' ahon#. they'hdve indicated that this poficy would bé changed.

examine the data. If the facts support a

| o sure \?%A \\Lll fiscuss the dotjaﬂs of thelr agdculturﬁ

, but | would?llko to raport on the outcome of

' The United Smfes was unable to obtain prority

. While this w_fao clearly disappointing, | am
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we' c&\ still meet our bver-archlng goal of cargo for

at misahabh rates. lea aqrood to establish a joint
worldnd group which Will monltor Russian port

an ohnLlng basis. The group will be avallable to
uesﬂonk U.S. carriers have as they develop thelr bids.
sh!pmt;nts move, thm will be a "walt and see" period
essels’ prodenoes in dnloadlng thelr cargoes are

is Infoertlon will be made avallable to the other
prtplLro bids. In othbr words, U.8, vessel owmn

any ffotht savings wlll be nvanablo to them ‘or more

eomumltlrn of thelr ‘choostng. | ﬂ\!nk we made very slgn'ﬂcmt

*ofon | legve d\liﬂ*ﬁbct, | want to polrit out that MARAb and AID
sont a tearn|to scmtil\lzo port condftlons in Russla durlng 1o days in

have m:t.:d oonoestlon problems in Novorosslyek and

there is a potantlal shortage of rall cars

1

, i
' i
t
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when the hajvest begins in July It there are not Lnough ral
c+n and ng Btorage faciiities, ships wlll have difflculty unloadlng

. Thib an area we wm be monltorlng very carofuly

‘thyes wooks, pfovldlng us with up-to-tho minute

n cond#dom

1 ;hovc dl'lou#ud our ‘Lntor-agoncy offfons to solve problemb in our
preference|drograms| This s not » cj)ne—sf\ot thing. MARAD is

committed|to an on-going effort. U§SDA and AID will join us in
I6oking at the problsms faced by both shippers and carrlers. Some
of the luuL we will try to solve | havo already mentioned. We wil
sl werk toward & bmfmneo prognih\ that works for both the
Wm dustry *nd the marltlmfb industry.

¥lo
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IBRABLI LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM
Now | would Hke to thm to the lsmoi t1d billion loan guarantee
ptogram.. wintef, we oontamd the lsraell embassy to request

that they l‘i‘y Luure carriage | bf ¢argon generated by the
ptogrem for U.8. Jar]!m The enautnq dlalogue resuited In a meeting
at the embassy (uq ested by MARAD) where the Israeli Minister of
Eponemic #Wn LIJfod repreumatives of U.8. carrers and
maritme lq:or as L as the Depam‘nents of 8tate and Cammerce.
There warq  ala members from this sub-committee in
attendencd, | | waJ ere also. The Mlnlster advised us that he
ow th#t murlh f any freight movlng will be high value, low
Johm oo+rmodhlLl Imat will probably bo alr frelghted. Howovor. he

olio
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Wo are dovelqu%g language whlch we will pass to the

pf Btako lm inclusion In lsmu bank loan documents to
W the df Jommodlﬂu and trunsportntlon services
py’arohmd p the anltod States. Wo wlll continue to discuss tho

u#. of U.8 goods'and sorvices, Incmdlnq shlpplng. with the Israel

WM ond p*uL for U.S, shippmg conslderatlons We are

hM thft U.8. ‘IaJ vasseis will rot:elvo a meaningful amount of

e‘f'o thet lhoero would have oluhed thom.

dm GHARTLR; PARTY

]th lllkc to touch upbn the Notice of Proposed

NPRM) Jor the pubncauim of @ Uniform Charter Party
D dohlbpad The rogulation attempts to harmonize all
te cﬂnrtor parties in uso in the various agricultural
ronra*nlhto one oomldtent, orderly. falr and

]ucﬂha charter party It deals with ths same
litobbm I|tpiked 3 ut In relation to the Ruulan program. Wa are
n'ow trying o moﬁv issues ralsed by USDA and AID as to whether
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MARAD's ‘uthomlf ynder Section 801 (bl(2) extends to the issuance
} +bulauoh | am hopeful that wo will be able to do that in

" e

DODWMMWM Assnsmncéj

lhm [ ues'to balleve that atlf humjanltarlan assistance,

whether v}:tod dr provided at oon;éesslénal terms, should be

subject to forenice, | am prepamf! to answer any questions you
they have ¢4 this ihste. : |

' .
CONCLUSIIN

Finelly, it shpukd bb'nLotod that SQc&tnrnyeﬂa and Secretary Espy
have set an direction for their efforts to address cargo
preforence . Our respective agoncles are taking steps to deal

with cargo rofmth Issues for tho benefit of agricuitural produoers,
phlppon oarrqu Wae at MARAD plan to move forward and not
fose WMm 8$ vio begin d!scussnons on longer term Issues. That
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conclisdes L‘IY mefld statement, “r. Chalrman I will ba happy to
rezpond to any quutlons you or Cornmlttoo members may have.
| ‘|
! é
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