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The Honorable James P. Moran
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative Moran:

Thank you for your letter to the Vice President on climate change. The Vice President
asked that I respond to you directly.

As you stated, it is imperative that we unleash the full power of free markets and
technological innovations to meet the challenges of climate change. That is why the President
announced in October a package of tax cuts and research and development incentives aimed at
enhancing our economic productivity while reducing greenhouse gas emissions. That is also why
the United States insisted that the Kyoto Protocol adopt flexible market-based mechanisms for
achieving greenhouse gas reduction targets. These efforts will help companies, such as ArcTech,
develop innovative technologies that will allow us to cost-effectively reduce greenhouse gas
emissions.

Thank you for bringing the exciting work of ArcTech to our attention. I have forwarded
ArcTech’s brochure to Mr. Robert C. Porter, Director of Communications in the Department of
Energy’s Office of Fossil Energy. Mr. Porter can be reached at (202) 586-6503. We look
forward to continuing to work with you as we meet the challenge of combating global climate
change.

Sincerely,

Todd Stern
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March 31, 1998

“The Honorable Albert Gore

Vice President of the United States

The Old Executive Office Building, Room 269
' Washington, D.C. 20501

Dear Vice President Gore:

I want to thank you for your strong leadership on environmental issues, particularly global
climate change. The United States must demonstrate its commitment to reducing greenhouse gas -
emissions and combating global climate change. We must accept our responsibility for worldwide o
emissions and encourage other countries, both industrialized and developing, to join us in VT
1mplement1ng the Kyoto Accord so that meaningful reductrons in greenhouse gas emissions take place R

ere you, I believe that reducmg greenhouse gas emissions is an opportunity for economic
growth and development, not a recrpe for economic disaster. There are businesses across the country L AL
working on exciting and promising technologies with the potential to reduce drastically greenhousegas ="~
emissions. As you know, many of these technologies have been designed by small businesses that lack .
the capital necessary to move their products from the design stage to production. If the United States is -
going to show its leadership on global climate change and truly induce other countries to joininthe =~ .~
Kyoto Accord, we must begin investing in these types of technologies and encouraging their use. not o
only in the Umted States, but worldwide. . E

To this end, I would like to share with you information about an exciting new method of
drastically reducing carbon dioxide emissions from coal developed by a small, minority-owned -~ .
business in Northern Virginia, ArcTech. ArcTech has worked over the last decade to develop this
technology and has found a way to convert coal into two products, one is a carbon-rich fertilizer and
the other is a hydrogen-rich fuel product with drastically reducéd carbon emissions. Ibelieve that
ArcTech’s work with humic acid demonstrates that it is possible to find innovative approachesto =~
address global climate change that can create economic opportunity. I hope you will take a moment to
review the enclosed brochure prepared by ArcTech and work to support these types of i mnovatrve
technologres within the Admmlstratlon ' :

. Thank you for your commitment to our environment.

Yours truly,

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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May 4, 1998

The Honorable Pete Sessions (+ others)
United States House of Representatives
1318 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Sessions:

Thank you for your letter to the Vice President concerning the Kyoto Protocol. The Vice
President asked that I respond 1o you directly.

In terms of the Protocol’s economic impacts, Dr. Janet Yellen, Chair of the Council of
Economic Advisers has testified before Congress concerning the potential economic impact of
the Kyoto agreement. Her key conclusion is that we can take actions to address the risks
associated with climate change, while at the same time maintaining the strength of our economy.

To ensure that the costs of reductions are minimized, the U.S. pressed for and achieved
agreement on critical market-based flexibility provisions such as emissions trading, joint
implementation, and the clean development mechanism. Trading among developed countries has
the potential to reduce costs in the U.S. by half. Expanding trading to include al] nations, as
allowed under the clean development mechanism, would cut roughly 55 percent of the already
reduced compliance costs that result from trading among developed countries alone.

The President’s domestic policies, as announced in his October 22™ speech and his FY
1999 budget proposals, provide an effective path forward aimed at enhancing our economic
productivity while reducing emissions. Specifically, he called for a five year, $6.3 billion
package of tax cuts and research and development incentives; voluntary agreements with key
industrial sectors; steps to enhance the way the Federal government achieves energy efficiencies;
and policies as part of electricity restructuring which support actions to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions.

Based on a number of key assumptions (e.g. emissions trading, economic growth, energy
intensity, model structure), Dr. Yellen testified that the economic costs to the United States in
aggregate, and to typical households, of meeting the Kyoto targets would be modest, on the order
of about one-tenth of one percent of Gross Domestic Product in 2010. This works out to about a
3 - 5 percent increase in the energy prices for the average household, an increase of between $70
- $110in 2010. This is roughly the same order of magnitude that energy prices are expected to
decline due to electricity restructuring.



"ot Sessions-

0570498 MON 16:18 FAX 2024566474 CEQ

~
g

Congress of the Wnited States
House of Representatives
WHashington, DL 20515

November 21, 1997

The Honorable Al Gore

Vice President of the United States
Old Executive Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20501

Dear Mr. Vice President:

During your trip to Texas next week we strongly urge you to assurc Texans and the American people that you will
not sign a Global Climate Change Treaty that will put thousands of them out of work, raise taxes on energy for all
consumers and force the United States to pay for the pollution caused by foreign countries.

Anong the many studies on the Treaty, the Economic Policy Institute states Texas alone would lose over 125,000
jobs.! And according to the National Consumer Coalition, Texans can expect a 50-cent-per-gallon increase [n the
cost of gasoline.?

The International Energy Agency says as much as 85 percent of the projected increase in carbon dioxide emissions
will come from countries that are exempted from the proposed treaties, including China, India, South Korca and 131
other nations. By 2025, China alone is projected to emit more carbon dioxide than the current combined total of the
United States, Japan and Canada?

Again, we remind you that both the Senate and U S House of Representatives have passed resolutions which statc
the United States will not sign any protocol or agreement regarding global climate change that would result in
serious economic harm.

Mr. Vice President, before Air Force 2 lands in the Lone Star State, Texans deserve to know where you and the
Clinton administration stand on this faulty agreement.

@o2s

Sincerely,

! “Eavironmental Trcaty may cost many jobs,” The Charleston Gazeue, Septeruber 18, 1997.

2 5 . - - .
“ Brewer, Steve, “50 cent-a-gallon gas price jump feared with global warming pact,” Houston Chronicle, Scptember 18, 1997,

3 Burnette, H. Sterling, “Global Warming antidotes too costly. unfair,” The Dallas Moming News, December 6. 1996.
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May 5, 1998

The Honorable Bud Cramer (+ others)
United States House of Representatives
2416 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 205135

Dear Representative Cramer:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the Kyoto Protocol. The President
asked that I respond to your thoughtful letter.

We strongly agree with you that key developing nations must meaningfully participate in an
international effort to address this issue. As you know, this is the primary reason we consider the
Protocol a work in progress. I want to reiterate that the President does not yet feel that the Protocol
is ready for submission to the U.S. Senate for ratification.

T wanted to take this opportunity to respond to your concerns regarding the scientific basis
for international action on this issue. A wide array of evidence indicates that the climate is starting
to change outside the range of natural variability as a result of human activities. First and foremost,
the level of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere has increased from 280 parts per million by volume
(ppmv) prior to industrialization to over 360 ppmv at the present time. Human activities have also
increased the concentrations of other greenhouse gases, including methane (by 145%), nitrous oxide
(by 15%), and chlorofluorocarbons and their substitutes, which were once not present in the
atmosphere. If emissions continue to grow at current rates, the level of carbon dioxide will exceed
710 ppmv by 2100. This would be the highest level since SO million years ago.

Observations also indicate that the 1990s has been the warmest decade on record, and 1997
has been the hottest single year. The nine warmest years of this century have occurred in the past 11
years, and the mean global temperature for the 20th century is at least as warm as for any other
century since at least 1400 AD (which is as far back as global temperatures can be estimated with
reasonable accuracy). In addition, the observed rate of global warming is more rapid than any seen
since 1400.

There are also many additional pieces of evidence that are consistent with an enhanced
greenhouse effect: the risc in sca level, the melting of mountain glaciers, the retreat of Arctic sea
ice, the deterioration of ice shelves in the Antarctic, lengthening of growing seasons, and
widespread coral bleaching throughout the world. Careful studies are underway to determine to
what degree these events can be associated with the changes in primary variables attributable to the
enhanced greenhouse effect.
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Furthermore, it is clear that humans are causing the change in climate. In late 1995, the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) released its Second Assessment Report, which
contained the statement that “the balance of evidence suggests that there is 2 discemnible human
influence on global climate." The IPCC is a large international group of many of the very best
scientists from around the world. Their conclusion is based on evidence that the human-induced
climate change is becoming identifiable and distinguishable from the natural fluctuations.

In terms of the Protocol’s economic impacts, Dr. Janet Yellen, Chair of the Council of
Economic Advisers, testified before Congress conceming the potential economic impact of the
Kyoto agreement. Her key conclusion is that we can take actions to address the risks associated
with climate change, while at the same time maintaining the strength of our economy.

To ensure that the costs of reductions are minimized, the U.S. pressed for and achieved
agreement on critical market-based flexibility provisions such as emissions trading, joint
implementation, and the clean development mechanism. Trading among developed countries has
the potential to reduce costs in the U.S. by half. Expanding trading to include all nations, as
allowed under the clean development mechanism, would cut roughly 55 percent of the already
reduced compliance costs that result from trading among developed countrics alone.

The President’s domestic policies, as announced in his October 22* speech and his FY 1999
budget proposals, provides an effective path forward aimed at enhancing our economic productivity
while reducing emissions. Specificaily, he called for a five year, $6.3 billion package of tax cuts
and research and development incentives; voluntary agreements with key industnal sectors; steps to
enhance the way the Federal govemment achieves energy efficiencies; and policies as part of
electricity restructuring which support actions to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

Based on a number of key assumptions (e.g. emissions trading, economic growth, energy
intensity, model structure), Dr. Yellen testified that the economic costs to the United States in the
aggregate, and to typical households, of meeting the Kyoto targets would be modest, on the order of
about one-tenth of one percent of Gross Domestic Product in 2010. This works out to abouta 3 - 5
percent increase in the energy prices for the average household, an increase of between $70 - $110
in 2010. This is roughly the same order of magnitude that energy prices are expected to decline due
to electricity restructuring.

Again, thank you for writing. This is a very important and complex issue and I apologize for
the delay in responding. If you need any further information, please do not hesitate to contact me or
have your staff call the White House Climate Change Task Force at (202) 343-1060.

Sincerely,

Kathleen A. McGinty
Chairman

KAM/1tsk
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Congtess of the TUnited States
House of Repregentatives
Rashington, BE 20515

November 13, 1997

Mr. William J. Clinton C - U L TS
President of the United States C &

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

We write to express our concemn regarding the direction the Administration is taking in
the international negotiations regarding new legally binding commitments for the reduction of

- greenhouse gas emissions under the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change.

These negotiations which are occurring under a process known as the Berlin Mandate and are
due to conclude December of this year, have the potential to produce an outcome which would
have serious adverse impacts on the U.S. economy, employment, and our international
competitiveness. According to a recent study released last month, stabilizing emissions at 1990
levels by the year 2010 will cost at least 1.7 million American jobs. This would hit low-income
workers, senior citizens, retirees and those living on fixed incomes particularly hard. Moreover,
there would be huge increases in costs for energy and consumer goods, economic activity would
be suppressed, and the trade deficit would widen. '

All of this is unnecessary and avoidable. To begin with, the Berlin Mandate is a fatally
flawed process. By explicitly exempting developing countries -- whose emissions will exceed
those of the developed countries early in the next century -- from any new legally binding
commitment to reduce emissions, the Treaty will fail in reducing the overall growth in emissions.

Further, the avoidance of emissions reductions by European Union countries, shows that these
negotiations are really more about gaining economic advantage in global trade than achieving
environmental results.

Second, it is not valid or acceptable simply to proclaim that the debate on the science of
global climate is over and that global warming has begun. There remains vigorous debate within
the atmospheric science community, and empirical data based on satellite temperature records
show no warming trend. It is only the climate models which predict warming in the future. This
hardly seems a sound basis on which to make policies which could cost untold billions of dollars
and adversely affect the lives of all Americans.
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M. President, there should be no rush to judgment here. While your recent statement in
regard to the Administration’s negotiation stance in the final stages of the Framework Agreement
are somewhat encouraging, your position, nevertheless, is based upon the faulty premise that the
scientific evidence overwhelmingly points to a drastic warming trend. As we stated previously,
the scientific evidence by no means bare this out. There remains considerable disagreement
within the scientific community as to the validity of the evidence pointing to a warming trend.
Moreover, to exclude such countries as China, Mexico, Brazil, India, and others whose
participation is vital for success from any new legally binding commitments is ill-advised. In
this context, therefore, it would be far better to step back from these flawed negotiations and
allow time for cooler heads, and thoughts, to prevail.

Sincerely,

W
QT2
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May 4, 1998

The Honorable Rob Portman

United States House of Representatives
238 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Portman:

Thank you for your letter to Janet Murguia forwarding Ohio State Treasure J.Kenneth
Blackwell's letter and article regarding the Kyoto Protocol. Your views and concerns on this
issue are extremely important and I appreciate your sharing them with the Administration. Ms.
Murguia asked that I reply to you directly.

In terms of the Protocol’s economic impacts, Dr. Janet Yellen, Chair of the Council of
Economic Advisers, testified before Congress concerning the potential economic impact of the
Kyoto agreement. Her key conclusion is that we can take actions to address the risks associated
with climate change, while at the same time maintaining the strength of our economy.

To ensure that the costs of reductions are minimized, the U.S. pressed for and achieved
agreement on critical market-based flexibility provisions such as emissions trading, joint
implementation, and the clean development mechanism. Trading among developed countries has
the potential to reduce costs in the U.S. by half. Expanding trading to include all nations, as
allowed under the clean development mechanism, would cut roughly 55 percent of the already
reduced compliance costs that result from trading among developed countries alone.

The President’s domestic policies, as announced in his October 22" speech and his FY
1999 budget proposals, provide an effective path forward aimed at enhancing our economic
productivity while reducing emissions. Specifically, he called for a five year, $6.3 billion
package of tax cuts and research and development incentives; voluntary agreements with key
industrial sectors; steps to enhance the way the Federal government achieves energy efficiencies;
and policies as part of electricity restructuring which support actions to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions.

Based on a number of key assumptions (€.g. emissions tading, economic growth, energy
intensity, model structure), Dr. Yellen testificd that the economic costs to the United States in
aggregate, and to typical households, of meeting the Kyoto targets would be modest, on the order
of about one-tenth of one percent of Gross Domestic Product in 2010 This works out to about a
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3 - 5 percent increase in the energy prices for the average household, an increase of between $70
-$110in 2010. This is roughly the same order of magnitude that energy prices are expected to

decline due to electricity restructuring.

Again, thank you for writing.

Sincerely,

Kathleen A. McGinty
Chairman

KAM/sk
cc: The Honorable J. Kenneth Blackwell

Ohio State Treasurer
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Congress of the United States
Bouse of Representatives
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WASHINGTON OFFICE:

238 CANNON OFFICE BUILDING
WASHINGTON, DC 20615
(202) 226-2184
portmail@hr.house.gov

KENWOOO OFFICE:
8044 MONTGOMERY ROAD
ROOM 540
CINCINNATY, OH 45234
(513) 781-0381

BATAVIA OFFICE:
178 EAST MAIN STREET
BATAVIA, OH 45103
(613) 732-2948

1-800-784-6368

The Honorable Janet Murgia

Deputy Assistant To The President For Legislative Affairs
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Janet:

Enclosed please find a letter and attached Columbus Dispatch
op-ed from J. Kenneth Blackwell, Treasurer of the State of Ohio,
concerning the probable effects of a legally-binding global
warming treaty.

As you can see, Mr. Blackwell points out the negative impact
that such a treaty will have on Ohio. I am sure that other
industrial states will face the same problems.

I would like to request that Mr. Blackwell’s remarks be
taken into consideration. I would also appreciate any comments
that the White House might have in response to Mr. Blackwell’s
concerns.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

incerely,
K.b
Rob Portman
Representative

RP/tm

Enclosures

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPLA
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J. Kenneth Blackwell

43rd Treasurer of State

November 14, 1997

The Honorable Rob Portman
U.S. House of Representatives
238 Cannon H.OB.
Washington, D.C. 20515-3502

Dear Rob:

Global Climate Change.

This. perhaps, is not a subject about which you would expect to be hearing from the state treasurer. It is
my belief, however, that all elected officials in and from Ohio and throughout the country will be hearing
from unhappy and overtaxed constituents in the future if the Clinton Administration is successful in
negotiating a legally binding agreement to reduce future greenhouse gas emissions -- an agreement
which may be based on faulty facts and bad science (see attached article).

If the Administration is successful, it is estimated that Ohio manufacturers would see natural gas prices
nearly double. Households would spend about $500 more a year for heating, cooling and appliances.
Gasoline would cost $300 more per vehicle. In addition, a recent economic study forecasts that nearly
34,000 manufacturing jobs in Ohio will be lost by 2010, according to the Ohio Manufacturers'
Association. The same study suggests that, in total, Ohio stands to lose as many as 86,000 jobs.

The United States is already the most energy efficient nation in the world, with the strictest and most
well enforced set of environmental regulations anywhere. We use the most advanced technology
available to make us more energy efficient than any other nation, based on carbon dioxide per unit of

GDP.
Despftc all of this, representatives from the United States and other nations will meet in Kyoto, Japan
(December st - 10th) where the Clinton Administration is expected to commit the United States in

principle to the "Kyoto Treaty.” It is crucial in the next two weeks that you send 2 strong message to the
President and Vice President urging them not to commit the United States to this legally binding treaty.

With best wishes...

Sincerely, -

1. Kenneth Blackwell|

9th Floor ¢ 30 East Broad Street « Columbus ¢ Ohio e 43266-0421 ¢ (614) 466-2057

Not printed ac taxpayer's expense.
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Many pitfalls await
those who run down
climate treaty path

At 3 rocial gathering
7 hundred yems ago, a
woman 8 said to have
approuched J. Pierpont
Motgan and asked, “My.
Morgan. what is the
stock market going to
do?”

Morgan reportedly
gave hor the full benefit

- of hix vears of moncy-  J KENNETH

accumuiating experi-

ence. “Madam," he aaid, BLACKWELL

“the stock market will
Nuctunte.”

If Morgan had been born a
hunched vears later and spectalized
in climate instead of money, and if he
were asked now what the world
climate is Fning to do, the same
answer woulrd be appropriate. “Mad-
am, the climate will fluctuate.”

[ am not suggesting that we can
'ﬁnore the possibility that this time
.Henny Penny muy be ight. The sky
may he warming. The seas may rise.
And it would be inesponsible to sit
idly hy doing nothing if there is a
treal chance that all the world's coas-
.t cities will go under water in the
next hundhed years.

Neither, however, is it responsi-
ble 0 rush to the binding Inter-
national greenhouse emissions
-amrecment the administration 5 pro-
josing to replace the voluntary ap-
Ioach we ugreed o in Rio de Jan-
eiro in 1992,

The administration’s propesal is
u fast anawer 0 incomnpietly formu-
lated jons bared on inadequate
data. lrclest thing we -can <ay
ahout this [ast answer is that iL i not
“fast at all. At best, it is half fast

For starters, we do not know
Whether plobal warming is taking
pace nowv. [t i true %}mt surface

lemperature realings have gope up -

.-bylbnulldegreeCcLﬂimoverthe
past century.

“Some evirlence

‘suggests that President Bush was right

over the past n [902 when he agreed to
voluntary, not mandatory, 1
‘global cooling carbon dioxide caps, and  ergy consumption, and imagine it
may have oc-  continued scientific odministered
cued: At i senuiny of the warming

decade, how-
cver, modest

“poin we gmply

‘do not know. phenamenon.
What we do
know is that the dinate treaty will
not anmver this question. Only time
and serious scientific study will tin-
chice gn pnswer.

DT T T g sdatatl

Tuesday

NOVEMBER 11, 1997

;. If global warming is taking
" place, we do tot know the extent to
which greenhouse gases may be re.

“*aponsible. Climatologists believed

for years that the eun's energy out-
-put was congtant, but some now
- believe the solar constant msy not be
congtant at all. Varistions in solar
activity may fully account for the
degree rise in global temperature
-recorded over the past 100 years,
. This 1 degree change may be an
entiely natural p ion  follow-
-~ ing the Little Ice that ended
about the time Morgan was sharing
his wisdom on the market and it
may well prove to be cyclical.

Even if we could properly con-
clude that capping carbon dioxide
emissions would remove the poten.
tial threat of global warming, the
administration's proposal will not
get that dome. Even ity supporters
- concede that emissions fram China
and India alone are likely to over-
whelm the proposed reduetions by
the United States and western Eu-
rope.

Although the proposed climate
treaty is not an answer to under-
standing global warming or capping
carbon-dioxile emissions, we can he
certain ft will accomplish several
other gbjectives.

First. if we want to hasten the
, day when the United Nutions will he

sociation of sovereign
states into a one-world
governing body, the di-
mate treaty wil work
Some international enti-
ty will be needed to en-
force emission man-
dates. Many Americans
tridled at the 55 mph
national apeed limit.
Imagine that fast an-
swer expanded to cover
all matters involving en-

out of Geneva "tfm
of Washington. That's the path we
are on i we accept binding inter-
national mandates.

" their household enargy bills will be

i
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ployment is projected to fall by
than 58,000 jobs, but %0 much

the perilous
workplace. And
many of these
fortunate

Ohicany will ex-
ercise raore, st
Jeast during the
- winter, because

$000t0 $1,100 higher, so they will
have to keep moving to gtay warm.

nations to help them meet their

growing energy needs by tranafer.
ringwimerlcan technolo };o banot

American living standards

J. Henneth Bfackwed 5 Ued-
surer of Onlo.
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May 5, 1998

" The Honorable Rob Grams
United States Senate
261 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Grams:

Thank you for your letter to the President regarding the Kyoto Protocol. Your views and
concerns on this issue are extremely important and 1 appreciate your sharing them with the
President. The President asked that I reply to you directly.

In terms of the Protocol’s economic impacts, Dr. Janet Yellen, Chair of the Council of
Economic Advisers, testified before Congress concerning the potential economic impact of the
Kyoto agreement. Her key conclusion is that we can take actions to address the risks associated
with climate change, while at the same time maintaining the strength of our economy.

To ensure that the costs of reductions are minimized, the U.S. pressed for and achieved
agreement on critical market-based flexibility provisions such as emissions trading, joint
implementation, and the clean development mechanism. Trading among developed countries has
the potential to reduce costs in the U.S. by half. Expanding trading to include all nations, as
allowed under the clean development mechanism, would cut roughly 55 percent of the already
reduced compliance costs that result from trading among developed countries alone.

The President’s domestic policies, as announced in his October 22" speech and his FY
1999 budget proposals, provide an effective path toward enhancing our economic productivity
while reducing emissions. Specifically, he called for a five year, $6.3 billion package of tax cuts
and research and development incentives; voluntary agreements with key industrial sectors; steps
to enhance the way the Federal government achieves energy efficiencies; and policies as part of
electricity restructuring which support actions to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

Based on a number of key assumptions (e.g. emissions trading, economic growth, energy
intensity, model structure), Dr. Yellen testified that the economic costs to the United States in
aggregate, and to typical households, of meeting the Kyoto targets would be modest, on the order
of about one-tenth of one percent of Gross Domestic Product in 2010. This works out to about a
3 - 5 percent increase in the energy prices for the average household, an increase of between $70
-$110 in 2010. This is roughly the same order of magnitude that energy prices are expected to
decline due to electricity restructuring.



05/05/98 TUE 14:00 FAX 2024566474 . CEQ @007

We must move forward by unleashing the full power of frec markets and technological
innovations to meet the challenge of climate change. The President’s climate change plan will
provide incentives and lift road blocks to help U.S. companies and citizens find new and creative
ways to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. We can meet the challenge of global warming and
grow the economy.

Again, thank you for writing.

Sincerely,

Kathleen A, McGinty
Chairman

KAM/sk
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December 3, 1997

President William J. Clinton SIIZalET
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

Let me begin by commending you on your commitment to pEesSer#dui our
environment for our children and grandchildren. As a conservationist,
I, too, believe striking a balance between our environmental needs and
our economic needs is essential to our quality of life. This is why I
am concerned over the potential implications on the United States - our
economy and the taxpayers - resulting from U.S. participation in the
Third Conference of Parties to the Framework Convention in Kyoto, Japan
in December.

Earlier this summer, I joined with my Senate colleagues to approve
the Byrd-Hagel resolution. By a unanimous vote of 95-0, the Senate
clearly expressed its concerns over the U.S. becoming a signatory to any
international agreement which sets imbalanced conditions for the U.S.
regarding greenhouse gas emissions. However, under your proposed
program to stabilize the U.S. production of carbon dioxide, its been
estimated that to achieve the goals you’'ve outlined, we’d be forced to
impoge a $50/ton carbon tax. That would be crippling to our economy and
taxpayers.

In a speech entitled "A New Nuclear Paradigm," Senator Pete
Domenici emphasized that the missing element to your plan is a
recognition that we need nuclear energy to meet your goals. But with
the Department of Energy’s (DOE) continued failure to accept its legal
responsibility for our nation’s spent fuel, you must recognize that the
emissions reduction challenge is further exacerbated by the potential
for premature shutdowns of nuclear plants. These are the same
facilities which have produced lower emissions of greenhouse gases by
nearly 25 percent than if they’d used fossil fuel.

I also share your belief that renewable energy is an essential
component of our national energy policy. However, I am concerned about
your announcement to increase spending on renewable technologies to aid
in compliance with the global climate plan. Asking the American public
to give more of their hard-earmed dollars to the DOE - a bloated
bureaucracy which spends more than 85 percent of its budget on programs
other than energy and deserves to be eliminated - is an affront.

Success cannot be achieved by merely throwing money at renewable
programs.

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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President William J. Clinton
November 26, 1997
Page Two

In the coming weeks, you will be focusing on the development of
your budget for fiscal 1999. With the climate conference wrapping up on
December 10th, it is imperative that you recognize the financial
ramifications of binding the U.S. to an imbalanced plan. I remain
opposed to increases within the DOE budget, particularly in the absence
of a balanced solution which includes nuclear energy. Our nation’s
taxpayers deserve better.

Sincepegly,

Rod Grams
United States Senator

cc: Secretary of Energy Federico Pena
Senator Pete Domenici, Senate Budget Committee Chairman
Representative Todd Tiahrt
Energy Advisory Council
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May §, 1998

The Honorable Jim Gibbons

United States House of Representatives
1116 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Gibbons:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning details about the Kyoto Protocol.
The President asked that I reply to you directly.

With regard to your concerns about the science of climate change, a wide array of
evidence indicates that the climate is starting to change outside the range of natural variability as
a result of human activities. First and foremost, the level of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere
has increased from 280 parts per million by volume (ppmv) prior to industrialization to over 360
ppmv at the present time. Human activities have also increased the concentrations of other
greenhouse gases, including methane (by 145%), nitrous oxide (by 15%), and
chlorofluorocarbons and their substitutes, which were once not present in the atmosphere. If
emissions continue to grow at current rates, the level of carbon dioxide will exceed 710 ppmv
by 2100. This would be the highest level since 50 million years ago.

Observations also indicate that the decade of the 1990s was the warmest on record, and
1997 has been the hottest single year. The nine warmest years of this century have occurred in
the past 11 years, and the mean global temperature for the 20th century is at least as warm as for
any other century since at least 1400 AD (which is as far back as global temperatures can be
estimated with reasonable accuracy). In addition, the observed rate of global warming is more
rapid than any seen since 1400.

There are also many additional pieces of evidence that are consistent with an enhanced
greenhouse effect: the rise in sea level, the melting back of mountain glaciers, the retreat of
Arctic sea ice, the deterioration of ice shelves in the Antarctic, lengthening of growing seasons,
and widespread coral bleaching throughout the world. Careful studies are underway to
determine to what degree these events can be associated with the changes in primary variables
attributable to the enhanced greenhouse effect.

Furthermore, it is clear that humans are causing the change in climate. In late 1995, the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) relcased its Second Assessment Report,
which contained the statement that “the balance of evidence suggests that there is a discernible
human influcnce on global climate." The IPCC is a large international group of many of the very
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best scientists from around the world. Their conclusion is based on evidence that the human-
induced climate change is becoming identifiable and distinguishable from the natural
fluctuations.

With regard to your concern about the military, the Kyoto Protocol will not affect the
U.S. military’s ability to protect our national security. Domestic emissions from military training
are part of our 1990 baseline and would be counted in determining total national emissions
during a budget period. It is the policy of this Administration that measures intended to promote
reductions in emissions of greenhouse gases shall not impair or adversely affect military
operations and training (including tactical aircraft, ships, weapon systems, combat training, and
border security).

This agreement was concluded during the negotiations in Kyoto as a Decision of the
Partics. As such, it will be legally binding on the Parties when the Protocol enters into force.
The Kyoto Protocol does not cover emissions from international air or sea transport. Other
emissions from unilateral operations are covered by the Protocol.

The Department of Defense and Joint Chiefs of Staff fully support the Kyoto Protocol
and believe we can reduce greenhouse gas emissions pursuant to the Protocol while safeguarding
our national security. Representatives of the Department of Defense and Joint Chiefs of Staff
were members of the U.S. delegation at Kyoto.

We have referred to the Kyoto Protocol as a work in progress. Undersecretary of State
Stuart Eizenstat recently testified before Congress that the President will not seek to implement
the Kyoto Protocol without the advice and consent of the U.S. Senate. The President has made it
clear that the Protocol does not yet include the meaningful participation of key developing
countries. Until it does, he will not submit it for Senate approval.

Again, thank you for writing. This is a very important and complex issue and I apologize
for the delay in responding. If you need any further information, please do not hesitate to contact
me or have your staff call the White House Climate Change Task Force at (202) 343-1060.

Sincerely,

Kathleen A. McGinty
Chairman

KAM/rsk
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JIM GIBBONS

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE
2n0 DISTRICT. NEVADA

SUBCOMMITTEE ON TECHNICAL AND
TACTICAL INTELLIGENCE

REPUBLICAN POLICY COMMITTEE

GAMING CAUCUS
SUBCOMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND MINERAL AESOUNCES TOURISM CAUCUS
COMMITTEE ON NATIONAL SECURITY

SUBCOMMITTEE ON MILTARY AESEARCH @ﬂngregz Gf tbe mniteh &tateg SPORTSMEN'S CAUCUS

ANO DEVELOPMENT AIR POWER CAUCUS

SUGCOUMITTES oM MiLTTaRY SEaomess House of Representatives

December 16, 1997

COMMITTEE ON RESOURCES

SUBCOMMITTEE ON NATIONAL PaAkS
AND PUBLIC LANDS

President William J. Clinton

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Ave. BIe o
Washington, D.C 20500 -8 PHG 125

Dear Mr. President:

The subject of the Kyoto Treaty has generated a great deal of concern within numerous
constituents residing in the Second District of Nevada. Many Nevadans have contacted me to
express their support for open debate on the possible ramifications this treaty will have on our
economy and working families.

Currently, there exists an enormous lack of consensus in scientific evidence on the issue of global
warming. Major organizations, such as the American Meteorological Society and the American
Geophysical Union, have yet to be convinced that greenhouse gasses are overheating the planet.
The American public must be assured and confident that any treaty we engage in addresses a real
and existing dilemma that is based on scientific fact, rather than speculation, conjecture, or theory.

Further, Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on National Security and the
Subcommmee on Mxhtary Readiness, I am concerned with our military’s ability to ¢conduct
cvarcises that m&m&m aur prcparedness in addressing potential threats. With the U.S.

A uui] u\-bvuutv-a wuvunb it Ui |.n\. A.)au\; ui gA\,.luyuvu;. VITRO T by USC 101 Qul all[u,u ].U[(_,c\ LllL

uuuw nauuua Wikl GICIBIE WiIGiT aind now Ceriaii uum.:uy IMANEUVEES Canl DE carned OUI ana now
iucii Tugi can UE used. Maily IN¢vadans are aiso concemed that with major deveioping nations,
such as China, remaining exempt from this treaty, worldwide emissions will still not be
significantly reduced.

Therefore, I respectfully request that you allow this debate to be taken up immediately. Thank
you for your assistance in seeing that this will take place in a timely fachion.

.
Sincerely,
, M\‘/
.
ember of Congress
IG/ru
CONGREEBSIONAL OFFICES:
1116 LONGWORTH HOUSE OFFCE BUILOING 400 SoyT VinGina STREET, SurTe 502 850 Soutk DURANOO DAIVE. Suire 107 WESTEAN FoLkLee Cenren
WasumgTown, DC 20515 Reno, Nevaoa 89501 LAS VEGA3, NEvaDa 89128 801 RAILAOAD STRGE™, Suive 202
1202) 226-6156 (702) 888-57¢0 (7021 255-1651 €140, NEvaoa 89801

(702) 777-2920
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May 5, 1998

The Honorable Ilena Ros-Lehtinen
United States House of Representatives
2240 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Ros-Lehtinen:

Thank you for your letter to the President regarding your constituent’s climate change
proposal. Your views and concerns on this issue are extremely important and I appreciate your
sharing them with the President. The President asked that I reply to you directly.

The U.S. is currently working with the small island states which have a large stake in the
global warming issue. Your constituent’s proposal is an aggressive one, and while we are
grateful that the small island nations advocate quick and comprehensive responses to the problem
of climate change, the U.S. must temper its policy in a way that will maintain the strength of our
economy.

Your copstituent also raises the issue of alternative energy sources. The President’s
domestic policies, as announced in his October 22" speech and his FY 1999 budget request,
provide an effective path toward enhancing our economic productivity while reducing emissions.
Specifically, he called for a five year, $6.3 billion package of tax cuts and research and
development incentives; voluntary agreements with key industrial sectors; steps to enhance the
way the Federal government achieves energy efficiencies; and policies as part of electricity
restructuring which support actions to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

Again, thank you for writing. [ hope we can work with you to advance these proposals.

Sincerely,

Kathleen A. McGinty
Chairman

KAM/rsk
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GOVERNMENT REFORM 1262) 225-3931
FAX [202) 225-5820
Cram:
SUBCOMMITTEE ON ,
INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC @Ungfﬁgg of tbﬁ Anited States D'f;‘gm OF;'CE:
POLICY AND TRADE , g 9210 SuNsET Daivg
House of Representatives Surre 100
Vice CHAIR; Miami, FL 33173
SUBCOMMITTEE ON ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN (305) 2751800

WESTERN HEMISPHERE

18TH DISTRICY, FLORIDA

December 1,

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear President Clinton:

1997

Fax {305) 2751801

Various constituents from my Congressional district have
contacted my office requesting that the United States be prepared
to make strong commitments when it goes to debate the Climate
Change Treaty in Kyoto this month.

They would like you to support
Small Island States for the indust

the proposal of the Alliance of
rialized countries which would

reduce emissions of greenhouse gases by 20% below 1990 levels by

the year 2005,

They feel that this is the

the prevention of significant climate change.

They also advocate for the
sources which they state will not

promote a new technological market.

first step necessary for

promotion of alternative energy
only benefit the planet but will

na Ros-Lehtinen
Member of Congress

IRL:cac:jcl

PANTED ON AECYCLED #APER
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May 5, 1998

The Honorable Pat Roberts
United States Senate

302 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Roberts:

Thank you for your letter to the President regarding your concermn about comments made
by the Vice President in Kyoto, Japan. The President asked that I respond to you directly.

Undersecretary of State, Stuart Eizenstat recently testified before Congress that the
President will not seek to implement the Kyoto Protocol without the advice and consent of the
U.S. Senate. The President has made it clear that the Protocol does not yet include the
meaningful participation of key developing countries. Until it does, he will not submit it for
Senate approval.

In terms of the Protocol’s economic impacts, Dr. Janet Yellen, Chair of the Council of
Economic Advisers has testified before Congress concerning the potential economic impact of
the Kyoto agreement. Her key conclusion is that we can take actions to address the risks
associated with climate change, while at the same time maintaining the strength of our economy.

To ensure that the costs of reductions are minimized, the U.S. pressed for and achieved
agreement on critical market-based flexibility provisions such as emissions trading, joint
implementation, and the clean development mechanism. Trading among developed countries has
the potential to reduce costs in the U.S. by half. Expanding trading to include all natiops, as
allowed under the clean development mechanism, would cut roughly 55 percent of the already
reduced compliance costs that result from trading among developed countries alone.

The President’s domestic policies, as announced in his October 22™ speech, provides an
effective path toward enhancing our economic productivity while reducing emissions.
Specifically, he called for a five year, $6.3 billion package of tax cuts and research and
development incentives; voluntary agreements with key industrial sectors; steps to enhance the
way the Federal government achieves energy efficiencies; and policies as part of electricity
restructuring which support actions to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

Based on a number of key assumptions (e.g. emissions trading, cconomic growth, energy
intensity, model structure), Dr. Yellen testified that the economic costs to the United States in
aggregate, and to typical households, of meeting the Kyoto targets would be modest, on the order
of about one-tenth of one percent of Gross Domestic Product in 2010. This works out to about a
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3 - 5 percent increase in the energy prices for the average household, an increase of between $70
-$110in 2010. This is roughly the same order of magnitude that energy prices are expected to
decline due to electricity restructuring.

In addition, the Administration is working with energy intensive industries and other key
sectors of our economy, including the agricultural community, through a consultation process to
identify areas of special economic concern and domestic approaches to greenhouse gas
reductions that could be undertaken on a purely voluntary basis. In the process, we hope to
identify low cost opportunities for removing barriers to greenhouse gas reduction, and effective
strategies for development and deployment of new energy efficient technologies. It is our hope
that the U.S. can make a down payment on its greenhouse gas reductions through voluntary
efforts and technology.

Again, thank you for writing.

Sincerely,

Kathleen A. McGinty
Chairman

KAM/rsk
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Wnited States Senate -

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-1605

202-22a4M2

December 10, 1997

The Honorable William J. Clinton

President

The White House o
Washington, D.C. 20502 AT H

Dear Mr. President:

I am concemned about statements made in Kyoto by Vice President Gore that the U. S.
Senate would accept without question whatever climate change treaty the Administration submits
for ratification.

The Vice President’s misleading statement regarding U.S. sentiment on the climate
change negotiations damages the U, S. credibility. Unfortunately, it leaves the impression with
the international community that the Administration is negotiating to achieve its own goal
despite the Senate’s unanimous adoption of Senate Resolution 98 in July that provides two
directives for U. S. negotiations in Kyoto. They are: 1) the United States must not agree to
legally binding mandates to limit greenhouse gas emissions unless all nations join in the
international treaty; and 2) any United Nations-sponsored agreement reached in Kyoto cannot
result in serious harm to the economy of the United States.

Mr. President, the results from Kyoto fail this two-part test approved by the Senate bya
vote of 95-0. Therefore, if it is your intention to submit to the Senate any global climate change
treaty based on a recent draft, it is likely to fail. Meaningful participation by developing nations
through voluntary commitments is not enough for the Senate, especially when the United States
is forced by developing nations to unilaterally reduce its greenhouse gas emissions by 5 percent
below 1990 levels. This is what a majority of U.S. Senators have been saying for some time: “It
is not global and it will not work.”

Unfortunately, the Administration’s sudden decision to permit “increased negotiating
flexibility” in Kyoto emboldened developing nations to dictate mandatory reductions of
greenhouse gas emissions on the United States. This will be devastating to America’s food and
fiber machine as well as to job creation across the economy. It has been estimated that this treaty
wil] result in a 25 to 50 percent reduction in net farm income because of higher costs for fuel,
energy, fertilizer and chemicals. The same economic damages are likely to be replicated in other
key U.S. industries, putting thousands of jobs at risk. This treaty jeopardizes America’s
continuing economic well-being.
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December 10, 1997
Page 2

-

Although the Senate rightfully set forth parameters for treaty pegotiations, why are they
ignored in Kyoto? Instead of using the Senate directives, a treaty is being devised that will
initiate a radical agenda designed by the United Nations to create an international environmental
regulatory body. Your emissions trading plan is part of this agenda. No one from your
administration has told the American public of the specifics of how this will work. Will this
agenda lead to the United Nations requining the United States to implement mandatory
greenhouse gas emission strategies developed by the UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change including phase out of diesel fuel and imposition of carbon taxes? We do not know, but
the possibility certainly exists.

I respectfully urge that the Administration follow directives set by the Senate as the
negotiations process comes 0 a close.

Since:

Pat Roberts
United State Senate
PR/



July 20, 1998
To:Roger Ballentine

I thought you would be interested in this information from Congress on the Climate
Amendment.

Sincerely,

Wesley Warren



July 17,1998

' The Honorable Jerry Lewis
2112 Raybum House Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20515-0540 -

" Dear Representative Lewis: .

On July 15, 1998 you and Congressmen Knollenberg and Cramer circulated a letter
. asserting that the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) had “entered into a consent
decree” with Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC), to “undertake an analysis of
- carbon dioxide (CO2) with a view toward reclassifying it as a pollutant.” S

You have been greatly misinformed about the agrccment we reached with EPA. Under
the agreement EPA would examine cmission reduction scenarios for the four major
pollutants released by coal-fired power plants, to assist the agency in making a decision
whether to regulate one of those four pollutants: the toxic metal mercury. The agreement
~ does not call on EPA toreclassify CO2 as a pollutant under the Cléan Air Act or to in any -
" manner consider any change in the status of CO2 under the Act. . )

CO3 is one of the four listed pollutants in the proposed study (the others are sulfur

dioxide, nitrogen oxides, and mercury) for the simple reason that CO?2 is one-of the major

compounds emitted by electric utility coal combustion. The Clean Air Act requires EPA
‘to consider alternative control strategies as part of its decision whcthe_r to regulate '
" mercury from power plants. In the past EPA has been criticized for having a “tunnel

vision” approach to regulatory decision-making—going after one pollutant froman

" industry without full consideration of the effects of different approaches on other
pollutants from the same industry. ’ |

We believe you should welcome EPA’s effort to carry out its regulatory duties regarding
mercury-in an integrated manner.. By looking at all the major pollutants-that accompany
_mercury when coal is burned, EPA can identify whether there are win-win approaches

that could achieve reductions in several pollutants in an integrated fashion. '

1200 New York Ave N.W. < 71 Stevenson Street ’ 6310 Sdn Vicente Boulevard _ 40 \West 20th Street

- Suite400 - - ' - -7+ Suite 1825 ' . Suite 250 - . New York, NY 10011
Washington, DC.20005 - ' - SanFrancisco,CA 94105 L Los Angeles. CA 90048 212727-2700
'202289-6868 _ 415 777-0220 - ' ' 213934-6900 . Fax212727-1773

'Fax 202 289-1060 N ' Fax413495-59% - _ Fax 213934-1210
www.nrdc.org ' o C
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“There is nothing “back-door” about this study: EPA already has published preliminary
analyses of strategies affecting the four major power plant pollutants in its 1996 “Clean
Air Power Initiative” Report. Se¢ www.epa. gov/capi/capifnl.zip. The analyses EPA has
agreed to do as part of its decision whether to regulate mercury ar¢ a continuation of the
agency's efforts to find better and smarter ways of cleaning up power plant pollution.

Sincgrely, : .

@ futoSs
Bhvid G. Hawkins |
Senior Attorney

cc: The Honorable Bud Cramer
The Honorable Joe Knollenberg



v Congress of the United States
Washington, DC 20515

GREENWOOD “MISINTERPRETS” OWN
KYOTO AMENDMENT

July 17, 1998

Dear Colleague: —
The House VA-HUD FY ’'99 appropriations bill includes a provision that would prohibit the use of
funds “to develop. propose, or issue rules. regulations, decrces. or orders for the purpose of
implémentation, or in contemplation of implementation, of the Kyoto Protocol.” Rep. Greenwood
may propose an amendment to qualify this important provision by adding an exception staring ‘‘that
this provision does not apply to any action authorized by law.” In a letter distributed to colleagues
yesterday. Congressman Greenwood stated he agrees the EPA “should not make any effort to
implement the Kyoto Protocol until they have express authority from Congress through Senate
rarification.” However, he argued that the amendment is necessary Lo ensure that the language not be
construed 1o limit EPA’s existing duties as expressly authorized by Congress.

The problem with the proposed Greenwood amendment is that it does not address the reason the
funding restriction is needed in the first place, namely, apparent attempts by EPA to implement the
Kyoto Protacol through new and broader interpretations of existing laws and regulations. As we
explained in our letter of July 16, EPA appears to have already begun to cxpand its authority under
existing laws and regulations to regulate the emission of carbon dioxide. Actions such as EPA’s new
interpretation of the Clean Air Act, and its recent proposed modification of a four year old settlement
agreement to include new cobligations to study controls for carbon dioxide. seem entirely inconsistent

with Administration assurances that it will not attempt to implement the Kyoto Protocol through the
regulatory backdoor.

The Byrd-Hagel Resolution. passed by the Senate in July 1997 by a vote of 95-0. specifically requires
that the Administration submit, along with the Protccel, a detailed explanation of any legislative or
regulatory actions that may be required to implement it. The Resolution language makes clear that the
Senate wishes to review all regculatory actions neccssary (o implement the Protocol commitments

before any action is taken.

The critical purpose of the VA-HUD restriction is to ensure that existing regulatory authaority is
not misused to implement, or to serve as the basis for the future implementation of, the Kyoto
Protocol in advance of its consideration and approval by the Senate. Mr. Greenwoad’s
amendment, while perhaps well intended. would create a loophole that would allow EPA to do the
very thing Congress intends to preclude. We again ask for your support of the current VA-HUD
Janguage on JSyoto, and that you join us in opposing the Greenwood and Waxman amcndments.

z Sincerely,

F. JAMES SENSENBRENNER, FR. /JOHN D. DINGELL
Member of Congress Member of Congress

IR

OE KNOLLENBERG
Member of Congress




Qongress of the Wnited States

Whashington, ME 20515
JULLY 15, 1998

.yoto

No “Back Door” Implementation

Dear Colleaguec:

This week, the 1Touse is scheduled 10 consider [1.R. 4194, the VA-11UD
Appropriations 3ill, that provides funds for Fiscal Year |

999 for a number of agencies,
including the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).
. The bill includes a

provision regarding the Kyoto Protoco!l on
emissions.

Specifically, this provision prohibits funds from being used “...1o develop,
propose, or issue rules, regulations, decrees, or orders...” that are designed to implement
the Kyoto Protocol befare the ratification process has been completed.

greenhouse gas

L

ast year, the Senale passed the Byrd-lIlagel resolution by a 95 to 0 vote.
relevant

part, this resolution stressed thie importance that developing countries, whase
greenhouse gas emissions are expected to surpass those of the developed world in the
next century, participate meaningfully in the Kyoto ’rotocol. Byrd-lIlagel sent a clear
signal to the Administration that such meaningful participation would be required before
the Senate would provide its advice and consent, a necessary step in the ratification
process. When the Administration signed the Protacol last December, il recopnized the
treaty was incomplete duc to this lack of meaningfu! participation by developing
countries. Further, Under Secretary of State Stuart Eizenstat has since made Airm
commitments to several Congressionul committees that the Administration would not
atternpt implementation of the Pratocol until the ratification process had been completed.

In

Despite these Administration assurances, we are concerned that EPA may in fact
be trying to implement the Kyoto Protocol. The purpose of the VA-I[UD provisien is to
ensure-that EPA and the Administration fulfill promises made to Congress, and follow
the treaty ratification process as detailed in the U.S. Constitution. We think this action is
appropriate and timcly, and totally in accord with the Administration’s commitments ta
Congress. It applies only to the development, proposal, and issuance of rules,
regulations, decress, and orders that are designed to implement the unratified Kyoto
Protocel. This limitation is not intecnided to affect any other EPA actions or
programs, including ongeoing climate change activities.

We urge bipartisan su
call Amanda Barnctt or Davi

pport for this language. If
d Cherington at 5-5802.

- ' Alan MolW
Member of Congress Member of Congress

Y

Ron KlinK =~ 7/
Member of Congress

you have any questions, please




Congress of the Enited States
MMaghington, ML 20515

July 16, 1998

STOP BACKDOOR IMPLEMENTATION OF THE KYOTO PROTOCOL
OPPOSE THE GREENWOOD AND WAXMAN AMENDMENTS

Dear Colleague:

We are writing to urge you to stop EPA’s backdoor implementation of the Kyoto Protocol and to
oppose the Greenwood and Waxman amendments that would weaken the narrowly constructed,
bipartisan funding limitation in the FY 1999 VA-HUD Approprations bill, H.R. 4194,

We headed the House delegation to Kyoto, Japan, and witnessed those negotiations that led to
the Protocol's adoption. We believe that the Kyoto Protacol is seriously flawed—so flawed, in
fact, that it cannot be salvaged. The Kyoto treaty is based on immature science, costs too much,
leaves too many procedural questions unanswered, is grossly unfair because developing countries
are not required to participate, and will do nothing to solve the speculative problem it is intended
to solve.

In recogniticn of the Protocol’s deficiencies, the President—according to the Administration’s
chief negotiator Under Secretary of State Stuart Eizenstat—has wisely promised the House and
Senate that it will not be submitted to the “Senate for ratification until there is meaningful
participation by key developing countries.” During his several Congressional appearances on the
Protocol this year, Under Secretary Eizenstat has repeatedly said that the Administration would
not try to implement it prior to Senate ratification,

EPA. however, has initiated and taken regulatory and other actions that are inconsistent with Mr.
Eizenstat's assurances, including: (1) proposed rules to limit the usc of ozone-fnendly
refrigerants on the grounds that they might result in “‘unacceptable” greenhouse gas emissions, (2)
an April 10, 1998 opinion by EPA’'s General Counsel that EPA has the authority to regulate
carbon dioxide as an air pollutant under the Clean Air. and (3) a proposed settlement agreement
requiring EPA to do an analysis of controlling carbon dioxide emissions from electric utilitics.

The Appropriations Commitree’s limitation is consistent with the President’s and Under Secretary
Eizenstat's-assurances to Congress that Senate ratification rust precede actions to implement the
Kyoto Protacol. Given the ocbvious problems with this unfunded, unsigned, and unratified
Protocol and given EPA’s actions to date, such a limitation is essential and timely.

We urge your support for this important limitation and to oppose the Greenwood and Waxman
amendments. A NO YOTE ON THE GREENWOOD AND WAXMAN AMENDMENTS IS
A NO VOTE ON THE KYOTO TREATY UNTIL IT IS RATIFIED BY THE SENATE.

Sincerely,

. JAMES SENSENBRENNER, JR. JOHN D. DINGELL ;
ember of Congress Member of Congress



Congress of the Anited States
@Wiashington, I|E 20515

July 15, 1998

Kyoto

No “Back Door” Implementation
Until Senate Ratification

Dear Colleague:

This week, the House is scheduled to consider H.R. 4194, the VA-HUD Appropriations bill,

that provxdes funds for fiscal year 1999 for a number of agencies, including the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA).

The bill includes a provision regarding the Kyoto Protocol on greenhouse gas cmissions.
Specifically, the bill prohibits any tunds from being used to develop, propose, or issue rules,
_ regulations, decrees, or orders designed to implement the Kyoto Protoco! until it has been presented to
the Senate for its advice and consent to ratification, pursuant to the U.S. Constitution.

Why Do We Need This Limitation?

The Kyoto Protocol would have a devastating impact on our ¢conomy. It would kill millions of
jobs, result in higher prices, and significantly lower the standard of living in America. As a result,
there is strong opposition to this agreement in Congress and the president doesn’t have the votes to win
ratification in the Senate. Faced with this dilemma, the Clinton Administration is attempting to

circumvent the will of Congress by implementing the Kyoto treaty through a series of regulatory
actions.

What the Provision Does

The funding limitation in the VA-HUD bill prohibits only certain categories of regulatory
aciivities that have the purpose of implementing the Kyoto Protocol without Senate ratification. It
applies only to the development, proposal, and finalization of rules, regulations, orders, and decrees
that implement the unratified Protocol or that arc designed for such implementatien.

What the Provision Does Not Do

Contrary to some claims, it is important to note that this language does not affect
existing programs and ongoing activitics to carry out the United States’ voluntary commitments under
the 1992 Climate Change Convention. It does not hinder legitimate ¢limate science research activities
or studies, or existing funding for research and development. All other EPA actions and programs

funded by this bill for environmental and other purposes, including climate change, are not
affected by this limitation.

We think this action is appropriate and timely, and totally in accordance with the
Administration’s commitments to the Congress. We urge bipartisan support for this language. If you
have any questions, please call Amanda Barnett or David Cherington at 5-5802.

Sincerely,
Bap _Q_@nﬁz_-—_
Congressman Bud 'Cramcr
Member of Congress
‘ongressman Joe Knollenberg &=

Mcmber of Congress
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DON’T BE FOOLED BY DOUBLE-SPEAK:
SUPPORT THE GREENWOOD AMENDMENT

Voting for Greenwood does not mean you support the Kyoto Protocol

Dear Collcague:

Herea’s the climarte change issue before us in the VA-HUD Appropriation: What should yvou do if
you don’t support the Kyoto Protocol in its current form, but believe that we ought at least to be thinking
about how to attack climate change? After all, most scientists tell us that the threat of climate change is
real and that we need to start thinking about how to reduce emissions now if we are ever to have any
impact -- because of how long carbon dioxide persists in the atmosphere.

The Knollenberg language could prevent any planning relating to climate change or any
plans to encourage voluntary reductions in carbon dioxide. That goes far beyond blocking “back
door implementation of Kyoto™ -- a prohibition wec support. The Knollenberg language is a gag

arder.

The backers of the Knollenberg amendment have alternated between claiming that their language
would do no such thing, and explaining precisely how it blocks EPA activities. They can't have it both
ways. If the backers of the Knollenberg language did not actually intend to interfere with legitimate EPA
actuvities, they would be supporting the Greenwood amendment. Instead, they are attacking the
armendment and touting that their amendiment would block an EPA agreement that simply involves
measuring carbon diexide emissions.

The Knollenberg language is a gag order, pure and simple. It says that EPA cannot even plan or
“contemplate” anything related to greenhouse gas emissions. The Knollenberg language could, tor
example, block planning for credits for early reduction of greenhouse gases -- something industry wants.
And that’s just one example. The report language shows the real intent -- it blocks EPA from even
putting infoermation out about Kyoto-related matters.

Let’s not stick our heads in the hand and pretend that climate change is not a potential threat. The

Kyoto Protocol has plenty of problems and sho

d not be implemented before ratification. But that

doesn’t mean we shouldn’t even be talking ot thigking about ways to attack climate change.

Sherwood R
Member of Congress

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED FIBERS
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Congress of the Wnited States
THashington, WE 20515

The Kyoto Protocol Should Not Be Implemented Through The Back Door

We urge you to support the bipartisan limitation included by the Committee on
Appropriations in the VA-HUD appropriation bill for the purpose of halting efforts by the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to write rules, regulations, decrees, and orders aimed at
implementing the Kyoto Protocol before it is both ratified, as provided by the U.S. Constitution,
and enters into force pursuant to Article 25 of the Protocol.

Last December, we and other House members attended the rathar chaotic international
negotiations in Kyoto, Japan that in the wee hours of the momning of December 11, 1997,
culminated in the adoption by the Parties to the 1992 Framework Convention on Climate Change
of an international agreement called the “Kyoto Protocol.” That Protocol, if ratified by the
requisite number of Convention Parties, including the United States, would require the United
States to reduce carbon dioxide (CO,) and other greenhouse gas emissions by 30% or more from
1990 levels by 2012. Our countrv would have to start that reducticn as early as 2008,

While other industrialized nations, such as the European countries, Canada and Japan, also
have binding reduction targets siarting in 2008, some of the most prodigious greenhouse gas
emnitters with growing economies, like Brazil, China, Mexico, and India, have no such obligations
under the Protccol. That is clearly unfair and not sound from an environmental standpoint,
particularly since developing country emissions will surpass these from industrialized countries
around 2015, according to the Energy Information Agency's latest report,

To his credit, President Clinton has reorganized this inequity and the adverse
cnvironmental impact of such non-participation in the Protocol’s legally binding reduction
commitments. He directed his chief negotiator in Kyoto, Under Secretary of State Stuart
Eizenstat, to assure Congress, in testimony and in answers to written questions, that the
Administration will not submit the Protocol to the Senate for advice and consent to ratification,”
pursuant to the Constitution, until “meaningful participation from key pleyers in the developing
world” has been achieved. The Under Secretary said that: “Requiring s.:ch participation by
developing countries was the intention of Senate Resolution 98 - an intention the Administration
shares.”

The Under Secretary also assured Congress that the Administration would not atteinpt to
implement the Protocol before the President submits it to the Senate for advice and censent to
ratification. He stresscd that, as of April 1998, “no agency or interagency body has been given
responsibility to develop potential proposals for legislation or regulation that would be intended to
comply with the Kyoto Protccol if it were to become binding in the U.S.”

Unfortunately, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) apparently has not paid
attention to these assurances. EPA is acting as if it has been directed to implement the Kyoto
Protccol and has taken actions that, at least, give the appearance of doing just that. For this
reason, we think the Appropriations Committee’s action in limiting EPA’s use of fiscal year 1999
funds so as to preclude EPA from engaging in efforts to regulate and control CO, emissions
before ratification is not only appropriate, but necessary. Most importantly, it is consistent with,
and in furtherance of, the President’s and Mr. Eizenstat’s assurances that there will be no
ratification or implementation without meaningful participation of key developing countrics. I is
also focused, in that it only applies to the EPA and not to the other agencies and departments
engaged in climate change actions under the 1992 Convention which, unlike that Kyoto Protocol,
has been ratified. Even as to EPA, it only imposes limits on its command and control activities.
Other efforts, such as its Climate Change Technology Initiative, are not souched by the limnitation.

We urge that the House support the Appropriations Committee, the President, and Under
Secretary Eizenstat, by voting for this limitation. Such a vote also gives support to the Senate
prerogatives under the Constitution in regard to the Protocol. Lastly, it is consistent with S .Res.
98 which was adopted last year by the Senate by a vote of 95-0.

Sincerely,

VAN




Tuly 16, 1998

TO MEMBERS OF THE U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES:

The U.S. House of Representatives will soon begin consideration of H.R. 4194, the
fiscal year 1999 VA-HUD and Independent Agencies appropriaticns bill. The bill and its
Committes r=pert contain important provisions barring the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) and the U.S. Council for Environmental Quality (CEQ) from spending
taxpayers' meney to implement the Kycto Protocel Climate Change Treaty until it is
ratified by the Senats as required by the Constituticn of the United States. The bill also bars
EPA and CEQ from holding so-called ‘educational seminars’ on alleged giobal warming
since these agencies — under the guise of ‘educational” outreach and grants to the states —
have been antempting to take actions to implement the treaty.

The U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the world’s largest business organization
representing a federation membership of mere than three million businesses of every size,
sector and region, strongly urges your support of this language anc vour cppesition to any
attempt to delete or weaken it.

On prior occasions, the Chamber has called your artention to several post-Kyoto
ccenomic analyses that conclude that the protceci would ceedlessly cost U.S. consumers
billicns of dellars and miliicns of iobs and threaten our nation's sovereignty. But the
provisicns included in the VA-HUD Appropriaticns bili address an even larger issue: the
sanctity of the .S, Constituticn and the roie of the Senate in ratitying treaties that will have
the force of law. The United States Senate as required under Article IT of the United States
Constitution has rot ratified the Kycto Protccol. The Protocol has not even been signed or
submitted by President Clinton to the Senate for ratification, probably because the Protocol
utterly fails to meet the conditions unanimously approved by the Senate last year. The
Congress simply cannot permit implementation of the Kyoto Protocol prior to its
ratification by the Senate.

The appropriations provisions will not prevent the use of funds for voluntary energy
conservation programs, research and data collection to improve climate science, or .
programs to comply with the 1992 Climate Treaty, which was duly ratified. Rather, it will
deny funding of rules, regulations, guidance documents and other attempts to implement the
Protecol prior to its ratification.

Accordingly, we urge your opposition to any effort to eliminate these important
provisions included in H.R. 4194. Please be aware that we will use the vote in connection
with these provisions for inclusion in our annual How They Voted vote guide for 1998.

Sincerely,

R. Bruce Josten
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JOHN E. PETERSON

STH DISTRICT, PENNSYLVANIA
(202) 225-5121

COMMITTEES: g

EOUCATION AND THE WORKFORCE

Congress of the Enited States
House of Repregentatives
Wiashington, BE 20515-3805

Dear Colleague: July 16, 1998

The Gore-Waxman Official Weather

. Forecast Legend
\ (prepared by NOAA -paid scientists)

Hot = global warming Windy = global warming

Cool = global warming Calm = global warming

Rainy = global warming Humid = global warming

Dry = global warming Less Humid = global warming
Clear = global warming No Humidity = global warming
Cloudy = global warming Snow = global warming

Sleet = global warming Hail = global warming

El Nino = global warming Low Crop Yields = global warming
La Nina =global warming High Crop Yields = global warming
La Bamba = global warming Earthquake = global warming
Traffic jam = global warming Volcanic eruption = global warming
Tornado = global warming Seinfeld Canceled = global warming
Sunrise = global warming High Tide = global warming

Sunset = global warming Low Tide = global warming
Lightning = global warming Low SAT Scores = global warming

France Wins World Cup = global warming

Warmly,

HN E. PETERSON
ember of Congress
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tJUHN k. FEIERSON
STM DISTAICT, PENNSYLVANIA
(202} 225-5121

Congress of the Enited States
House of Repregentatives
TWashington, DL 20515-3805

“THERE YOU GO, AGAIN" 4%} = =
(Part IT) \ i

Dear Colleague: July 16, 1998

Editorial From today’s Washington Times.

Al Gore warms up

s there any misfortune, disaster or otherwise
unwelcome phenomenon out there that Vice Pres-
ident Al Gore can't blame on alleged global warm-
ing? Last time it was the forest fires in Florida. Next
time he may hold it responsible for the heartbreak
of psoriasis. For the time being, however, it’s the heat
wave in the South. .
“The evidence of global warming keeps piling up,
month after month, week after week,” he said at a
White House news conference. “How long is it going

to take before these people in the Congress get the .

message? People are sweltering out here.”

Mr. Gore acknowledged that he couldn't
prove global warming was to blame for the heat wave,
which is rather the point after all. What he did do was
release a global temperature analysis which pur-
ported to show that this was the hottest June on
record. The mean temperature for the month was
about one degree hotter than the monthly average
and about 0.4 degrees above the previous lngh for
June in 1994.

Before anyone starts house hunting in Iceland, its
worth noting that about the same time Mr. Gore was
issuing his apocalyptic warnings, a scientist in Alaba-
ma was issuing a press release of his own, playing
down the heat wave. The problem, said Dr. John
Christy of the University of Alabama’s Earth System
Science Laboratory in Huntsvﬂle is that reports of
record high temperatures in the United States may
be based on incomplete records from the National
Weather Service. Those records, he said, often don't
gobackasfarasrecordskeptatthelo&llevel,which
can date back a century or more.

Mr. Christy makes no reference to Mr. Gore's
remarks. His ﬁndmgs are still notable. Although June

1998 was indeed a warm one in Huntsville, it was by
no means the warmest. Mr. Christy said 1914, 1921,
1936, 1943, 1952 and 1953 were all hotter. -
“We realize the timely nature of media services
and the temptation to report a particular event as the
hottest, coldest, most, least, wettest, driest, etc.” he
said. “We will begin soon to digitize all of Alabama’s

weather records so we can offer a more expedmous ;

and representative picture of today’s ‘extremes’ lg
terms of over 100 years of Alabama’s climate. In th

mean time, when old timers say, ‘aw shucks, it was |

worse back in ’52, ’S3 and 'S4, believe them.” _
Hot as it isn’t, Mr. Gore is still sweating the poli-

tics of the matter. The Kyoto climate protocols, the .

vice president’s obsession, are in serious trouble. The

accord seeks to limit possibly climate-changing.

greenhouse emissions, except of course in 132 coun-

" tries including China, India, Brazil and Mexico. But -

a follow-up meeting in Bonn, Germany, last month
failed to resolve disagreements over theplan. -

Meanwhile US. lawmakers, who think the plaii '

would put the country at a competitive disadvantage |

given all the exemptions for other countries, have
declined to finance the administration’s $6.3 billion
initiative to limit emissions by promoting research
on energy-efficient technology. And they are threat-
ening to pass legislation that would block the admin-

istration from taking steps to implement the proto-~ -‘

cols before they are ratified by the Senate.

Hence Mr. Gore’s highly publicized campaign to
fend off such legislation by claiming that there are
links between climate change and heat waves, for-

est fires, tornadoes and anything he can find athand. -
When will lawmakers get the message? Thebadnews

for Mr. Gore is that it appears they already have.
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“THERE YOU GO AGAIN!” “

Dear Colleague: JULY 16, 1998

Mr. Waxman makes several false and misleading statements in his July 14
edition of Climate Change "Facts,"which he circulated on Capitol Hill.
Worse, his over-reliance on the latest (1995) report from the UN
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) puts him three years
out-of-date on global warming research.

A rate of warming over the last century greater than anything seen in 10,000
years? Warmer temperatures than at any time in the last 600 years? The
first point is disputed by numerous studies. The second is purely a factor

of his starting date.

Studies of tree rings, ice cores, and ocean sediment cores show that 1000,
3000, and 6000 years ago it was significantly warmer than it is today.

This is widely known and accepted. (For example, see the graph
accompanying "The Little Ice Age: When Global Cooling Gripped the World,"
Washington Post, Horizons Section, August 13, 1997). Civilizations not only
survived during these warmer periods-—and with far fewer resources than
today--they thrived.

A study published in 1996 in the prestigious journal Science (L.D. Keigwin,
"The Little Ice Age and the Medieval Warm Period in the:Sargasso Sea, vol.
274, pp. 1504-1508) show rates of climate change over the past 3000 years
that are larger and more rapid than any currently forecast.

Finally, the year 1400 marked the onset of a 450-year period of much colder
temperatures called The Little Ice Age, which the Earth did not begin to
recover from until around 1850. In short, saying the last century was the
warmest in 600 years is like claiming "global warming" by starting your
temperature measurements in January and ending in July. It's a phony.

RECENT TRENDS IN TEMPERATURE AND PRECIPITATION:



Two rainy El Nino-induced months in 1998 do not a global warming make.
Dramatic news coverage of deluged towns might suggest that floods in the
United States have become larger and more frequent over the past few years.
But that perception is all wet. Most flood experts see no abnormal climatic
patterns emerging. Detailed records from river gauges support that view,
according to hydrologist Harry Lins and mathematician James Slack of the
U.S. Geological Survey. In a study they presented on December 9, 1997, at
the annual meeting of the American Geophysical Union, they showed that since
1914 there had been no increasing trend in flooding in the United States.

I would also point out that Lins and Slack based their conclusions on actual
observations, not IPCC computer "models."

EXTREME WEATHER:

Weather happens. The IPCC report cites FEWER and less intense hurricanes
over the last 50 years. As for severe storms, tornadoes, brush fires, etc,, .
as reporter Ed Walsh notes in the Washington Post ("The Weather Report: Big
Storms, Bigger News," July 2, 1998), much of the increase in the number of
those being reported is simply a factor of better detection and improved
communication. Today everyone has a cell phone. Says Walsh, "The weather
itself has not changed as dramatically as the intensive reporting and

attention might suggest.”

The day Mr. Waxman issued his "facts,” Dr. John Christy of the Earth System
Science Laboratory in Huntsville, Alabama, issued a statement of his own
questioning NOAA's National Weather Service local temperature data, which
public affairs was feeding to the news media. After hearing news reports

that June 1998 was the hottest ever in Huntsville, Dr. Christy researched

the local records at the Alabama State Office of Climatology. He found that
there were six years --1914, 1921, 1936, 1943, 1952, and 1953--that had
warmer Junes that 1998. What's going on here?

Dr. Christy speculated that the National Weather Service was relying on
computerized data banks that were incomplete. When the Birmingham office of
the NWS was contacted, they admitted their records only went back to 1958.
Indeed, we noticed that the July 14 Associated Press coverage of the Dallas
heatwave included this qualifier—that Dallas was experiencing the warmest
temperatures "since 1980." -

EL NINO:

More and warmer El Ninos in the last twenty years? In the journal Nature,
(May 28, 1998, page 319: "Global Warming Intensifying El Nino?") Richard H.
Grove of the Institute of Advanced Studies, Australian National University,



Canberra, Australia, points to several El Nino events occurring before 1880
that "had effects at least as intense and wide-ranging as those associated
with the current event," including the years 1685-88, 1789-93, and 1877-79.

Bad weather does, on occasion, have very unusual consequences. The summer
of 1816 was chilly and rainy all over Europe. (Some places it actually
snowed.) As a result, the poet Lord Byron, and Percy and Mary Shelley, who
were vacationing in Switzerland, were forced to stay indoors most of the

time, where they amused themselves by relating ghost stories and, finally,
writing their own. One result was Mary Shelley's "Frankenstein."

Now, because of a warm spring, unsubstantiated speculation, and out-of-date
science, Mr. Waxman would have us collaborate on another "Frankenstein."
This one is called the Kyoto Protocol, and this time the nightmares would be

only too real.
Warmly, -
NS 154

TALENT OHN E. PETERSON
Member of Congress Member of Congress
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Congress of the Enited States A honsehon
House of Wepregentatives nsrueuu:iﬂzk FORCE ON
FRIVATIZATION

Wilashington, BE 205154902
April 30, 1998
Dear Colleague:

As you probably know, states are being asked to develop strategies to help reduce the
amonnt of greenhouse gascs that are emitted into the atmosphere. Wisconsin, like many
other states, has played an active role in researching, developing and implementing
mitigation strategies to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Most of the research has focused
on the direct costs and benefits of implementing these strategies, with little information for
decision makers regarding how these strategies might affect the regional economy.

A team of individuals, including representatives from the Wisconsin Department of
Natural Resources, the University of Wisconsin, the Consortium for Integrated Resource
Planning, and the Leonardo Academy, under the auspices of the Department of Energy's
Energy Filness Program, collaborated in a study to determine regional effects. The study
also identified low cost strategies for reducing greenhousc gas emissions in Wisconsin. Tt is
intended to serve as the foundation for 2 Wisconsin Climate Change Action Plan.

Among other findings, the study concluded that:
* Low cost measure arc available to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

* Implementing emission reduction measures that are cost effective would reduce
greenhouse gas emissions in 2010 by 24%, with net savings.

* Tmplementing emission reduction measures costing up to $30 per ton and
would reduce greenhouse gas emissions in 2010 to approximately 1990 levels and
could have an overall net cost of about zero.

I encourage you to take a look at the report, a copy of which can be obtained by
calling Katherine Hahn in my office. 1f you have any questions or would like to discuss the

results of the study, please contact Michael Amy, director of the Leonardo Academy at (608)
255-0988.

Sincerely,

. Klu

FLEASE RESPOND TO:
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20503

THE DIRECTOR April 28, 1998 \

The Honorable Vic Fazio
U S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative Fazo:

Thank you for your letter to the President regarding the Administration’s request for
increased investment in energy efficiency and renewables in the FY 1953 budget. The President
has asked me to respond to your letter. We appreciate your longstanding leadership on these
jmportant issues and share your concems about the criticisms that some have directed at these
important proposals.

~ This package of tax in tives and investment in research and development is ane of our
top budget priorities. If cnacted, it will improve energy efficiency, spux the development of
renewable energy Sources and enhance America’s leadership in clean energy expeorts while, at the
same time, reducing greephouse gases —2a goal we agreed to pursue under the 1992 Framework
Convention on Clirnate Change, pegotiated in Rio de Iamiero and approved by the Senate ona bi-
partisan basis. Thus, this package would be good for American business and good for the
American people.

Retter efficiency and greater use of renewables make sense in their own right. They will
decrease energy costs for our families and businesses, increase ecopomic competitiveness, lower
our dependence on foreign oil, and protect owr environment through improved air quality and
reduced emissions of greenbouse gases.

In addition, the effort to promote ¢neIgy efficiency and renewable energy bas been a long
standing priority of this and previous administrations, and has enjoyed bipartisan support in
Conggess. The Energy Star, Climate Wise, Climate Challenge and Green Lights programs are
highly saccessful public-private partnerships that foster development of low-emission, .
high-efficiency technologies. For example, in 1996, Energy Star products saved CONSUINETS an
businesses over $400 million on their energy bills and reduced emissions by an amount
equivalent to the emissions generated by 900,000 cars. Our current budget request is fully
consistent with these existing efforts to irnprove €nergy technology.

Again, as noted above, the goal of limiting our emissions of greenhouse gases wWas
formally endorsed by the Senate in October 1992, when it ratified the Framework Convention on
Climate Change, which the Push Administration bad agreed to several months earlier in Rio.

It is clearly in our interest to move forward on pro-environment, pro-business,
Pro-CoRSUICT MEAsures o promote energy efficiency and renewables. Indeed, it is worth noting
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that the Senate Chairmen of the Budget. Agriculture, and Environment and Public Works
Committees, during debate on the Senate budget resolution, Very cogently made this point. They
underscored that, confrary to the criticism of some, these measures cannot be fairly labeled as
efforts to implement the Kyoto Protocol on climate change because they independently represent
“prudent investments” that will strengthen our economy and ephance our energy independence.
It is our hope that we ¢an dispense with wpfounded criticisms of these budget proposals and
evaluate themn op their %1 merits.

Thank you again for your letter and for your support of these issues that are 50 important
to the American people. We look forward to continuing to work with you on this and other
jssues of mutual concern. _
Sincerely,’

Frapklin D. Raines.
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Congress of the ®™nited States
Wiashington, BE 20515

March 27, 1958
Dear Chairman Livingston and Ranking Member Obey:

The Administration’s FY99 proposed budget request includes $1.292 billion to promote the research and
development of energy efficient, renewable energy and clean energy technologies. We respectfully ask
that you consider supporting this request with full funding.

The request secks $1.06 billion for the Department of Energy, $205 million for the Environmental
Protection Agency, $10 million for the Department of Housing and Urban Development, $7 million for
the Department of Commerce, and $10 million for the Department of Agriculture. We believe that
funding these programs is a wise investment in America’s energy future that will benefit our economy,
public health, the environment, and national security.

Funding the development and expanded use of energy efficient and renewable energy technologies is a
proven investment that will pay immediate dividends for all Americans. Since 1973, energy sav ings have
reduced the national emergy bill by nearly $200 billion each year. Despite these savings, the U.S.
continues to waste over $300 billion in energy every year, an amount that exceeds the entire military
budget. Analysis indicates that further efficiency gains could save U.S. industry as much as $183 billion
per year by 2010.

Funding for renewable energy sources also is critical to America’s energy independence. Nearly half of
U.S. oil was imported in 1996. Continued development of efficient and renewable energy sources will
protect against future ol price shocks and free up capital for increased dometic investment that will spur
economic growth.

Moreover, our nation needs continued funding for innovative research to maintain our leadership role in
the expanding global market for clean, cost-effective, efficient technologies. Two recent studies estimate
job growth related to energy efficiency and technology innovation will exceed 800,000 jobs in the next
15 years. Funding also is inctuded for technologies to make our current primary sources of enetgy as safe
and competitive as possible, through the development of cleaner coal combustion technologies.

Significantly, many of these programs epitomize the kinds of public-private parmerships that have been
praised as the model for environmental protection and economic development. Such voluntary initiatives

bring together innovative thinkers from our universities, corporations, and national laboratories to tackle
tough technological challenges.

Attached is a list of the sectors that the programs would support, and their major goals and achievements.
We hope the Committee will give these requests the utmost consideration. We thank you for your

continued assistance and look forward to working with you as this process moves forward.

Sincerely,

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAFER
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March 27, 1998

Benjamin Gildfan

Patsy Mink

& ' Dowe L414

Lynn@oolsey Diana DeGette

Donald Payne 5 .

cc: Chairman Rogers, Commerce, Justice, State and Judiciary Subcommitiee;
Ranking Member Mollchan, Commerce, Justice, State and Judiciary Subcommittee;
Chairman Skeen, Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Administration, and Related
Agencies Subcommuittee;
Ranking Member Kaptur, Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Administration, and
Related Agencies Subcommittee;
Chairman Lewis, VA, HUD, and Independent Agencies Subcommittee;
Ranking Member Stokes, VA, HUD, and Independent Agencies Subcommittee
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AFPRADPRILLNGNS COMMTTTEE
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CERTY oD e TS BEHELOPRENT m-::
A rims ' Caﬂgttﬂﬁ af ﬂ)! Gm!zh Stateg O DLt Enger o
SN 5 WYouse of R . :--r.a-.am
Wlaghington, BE 20515-0593
April 22, 199%
The Prodext
The Whie Hoaoe .
Waskingren, DC 20500

Dear My, Presudeen:

Ymmarmmh&uaﬂgﬁuhw&m @cestives and spending miniatives for
clcan energy technalogies desigred to incregse cfficicacy and mduce greenbouse g2y emissions,

_ Abbough the Hoo: of Represcmatives bus ot yot finalized 2 budge: agreermess, there bas been a
Qur o of rhetaric that the propasud insTease is pramanane pravided Uz the Kyeto Protocef ks yet 1o
e subpdtied of razificd by the Scoxte. | was diappointed dhat the Scps Budges Comeminer put furth &
WmummﬂsMMMMmmhm
cficicocy and rezcwible wchnology programs for FY 99, [ am derply cobcerand that de House will
drcide m follow the saroe rogs.

. Mahwdmt’m&mnbhwpm.hnuh:mmbmwhw
mhnbuwmaﬂtpu&lgkmw. Regewablc cncrgy rescauch bas becn
derally funded for years, loog before the Decumber macting in Kyeta, Japan. The rowards from
mmm&mmamw,ammmum,m
cﬁanmym In the advent of clecrricay rotnucniring, resewable eoergy technalagics will
become even more vital o our ccrmamy and cavironmese, particnisrly in piaces ke my own st of

Renewnbls techrniagics have and will anatinus W gedcrar a high s of rcum an aur isvesrcal,
and putting Sure mvauncas at the mercy of the Ky Protcol ls nos caly an imacaaate reprecstatios
of racwable cricrgy. but 3 detrinental s1ep towards srricusly uadcrmining the sconomic end envircamental
fumure of cuir naxion. .

T would gretly apprecias your commens oa the gnportance of the requesed increaes for
ww“m&nﬁﬂm’smkmn&ﬁ&hwh

Sixcerly,

Ty~

Manber of Cangress

T 72 STAIREY caTis On FAPEL age, O GECVCLAD SIS
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The Presideunt
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Washingtan, D.C- 20500

Dear M. Presidents

Y Wgamquﬂﬁmﬁsmlym'lmskedfotansw‘l million increase for tax
w -

g inifiarives designed I increase cnergy eOIALISY cc groenhouse gas
and sp <o jnitiatives dest ed i and redu -
emissions- '

i this point
SﬁuBE&&W’sz@ﬁ:ﬂnﬂ?ﬁﬁf@mﬂz
sm‘;gwﬁtisﬁ\esmofcwmﬂﬁuﬂs- » . mdedm&e
hquuuummb‘hc L mmonm ith Administration
cﬂbc_t of the Byrd-Hagel Rosolution and cans Wi
WtoCongtus.'

cleaneT

7/8



APR-28-98 @07:28 FROM:OMB ADMINISTRATION ID: PAGE B/8
2472078y Fuss av-~- o %

. -

The Presidext
April 20, 1998
Pege Two

would appreciate learoin gwhatyonrvieWismﬂ:nmpummc‘ . ofthé:eqneﬁﬂl_
imrms'lesﬁw efficicacy and renswables and on whether thesc increases ave, in fact,
nmdcdanlyifﬂ:zltyumrmmlismiﬁd.

Renling Democrat
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20503

THE DIRECTOR April 28, 1998

The Honorable Dale Bumnpets
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Bumpers:

Thank you for your letter to the President regarding the Administration’s request for
increased investment 1n energy efficiency and renewables in the EY 1999 budget. The President
has asked me to respond to your letter. We appreciate your longstanding leadership on these
important issues and share your concerns about the criticisms that some have directed at these
important proposals.

This package of tax incentjves and investment in research and development is one of our
top budget priorities. If gnacted, it will irprove cnergy efficiency, spur the development of
renewable energy sources and enhance America’s leadership in clean energy exports while, at the
same time, reducing greephouse gases -~ a goal we agreed to pursue under the 1992 Framework
Convention on Climate Change, negotiated in Rio de Janiero and approved by the Senate on a bi-
partisan basis. Thus, this package would be gaod for American business and good for the
American people.

Better efficiency and greater use of repewebles make sense in their own right. They will
decrease energy costs for our families and businesses, mcrease economic competitiveness, lower
our dependence on foreign oil, and protect our envirenment through improved air quality and
reduced emissions of greenhouse gases.

In addition, the effort to promote energy efficiency and renewable energy bas been along
standing priority of this and previous adrm ;etrations, and has enjoyed bipartisan support in
Congress. The Energy Star, Climate Wise, Climate Challenge and Green Lights programs are
highly successful public-private partmerships that foster development of low-emission,
high-efficiency technologies. For example, in 1996, Energy Star products saved copsumers and
buginesses over $400 million on their energy bills and reduced emissions by an amount
equjvalent to the emnissions generated by 900,000 cars. Our current budget request is fully
consistent with these existing efforts to irnprove eneIgy technology.

Again, as noted above, the goal of limiting our emissions of greenhouse gases was
formally endorsed by the Senate in October 1992, when it ratified the Framework Convention on
Climate Change, which the Bush Administration had agreed to several months eatlier in Rio.

It is clearly in our best interest to move forward on pro-environment, pro-business,
pro-consumer measures to promote energy efficiency and renewables. Indeed, in an exchange on
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the Senate floor on Aprl 2, 1998, during debate on the Senate budget resolution, Senators
Chafee, Lugar and Domenici very cogently made this point. They anderscored that, contrary 10
the criticism of some, these measures cannot be fairly labeled as efforts to implement the Kyoto
Protocol on climate chapge because they indgpendently represent “prudent investments” that will
strengthen our economy and ephance our energy independence. It is our hope that we can
dispense with unfounded criticisms of these budget proposals and evaluate them on thelr own
merits.

Thank you again for your Jetter and for your sapport of these issues that are sO important
to the American people. We laok forward to continuing to work with you on this and othet
jssues of mutual concem-

Sincerely,

./—ﬁh‘

Franklin D. Raines
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510

March 3, 1998

The Honoratte “'fi.lliam Jefferson Clinton

The White House
Washington, DC 20500 .

Dear Mr. President:

On February 11, 1998, the United States Senate Committee on Foreign Relations

received the testimony of Undersecretary of State Stuart Eizenstat on the implications of the
Kyoto Protocol on Climate Change. We would like to bring to your attention one portion of
Secretary Eizenstat’s testimony:

~ Senator Hagel:

Secretury Eizenstat:

i We ‘Were pleased to hear Ambassador Eizenstat assure the Committee and the Senate that
1s Administration will take no steps to implement this treaty by executive authority or other

“May 1 also ask: That means the administration will
not go forward in trying to implement any dynamic of
this Kyoto Treaty through regulation, budget fiat,
executive order, until, as you suggest, it is brought
before the United States Senate?”

“Yes, sir. We have no intention through the back
door or anything else, without Senate confirmation, of
trying to impose or take any steps to impose what
would be binding restrictions on our companies, on
our industry, on our business, on our agriculture, on
our commerce, or on our country until and unless the
Senate of the United States says so.”

bﬂCkl-d.oor methods of circumventing the United States Senate.

Mr. President, as numerous committees throughout the Congress begin to plan their

oversight agendas for the coming year, and as we begin to look more closely at your budget

Tequest, we seek your personal assurance that Secretary Eizenstat accurately portrayed the




The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
March 3, 1998
Page 2

of the U.S. economy that would have the effect of implementing terms of the Kyoto Protocol
wnthout it first bemg consented to by the United States Senate.

Thank you. ' _ |

Sincerely,

Lodae Netuo,

f TRENT LOTT ﬁssa HELMS CHUCK HAGEL
Majority Leader Chairman - Chairman
' Committee on Foreign Relations U.S. Senate Climate
o Change Observer
B Group

Administration’s policy that you will not seek to impose any binding restrictions on any elexiie;xts' .
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Thank you for your recent letter expressing your concerns
about my Administration's policy on global climate change. T
strongly believe that global climate change presents one of the
greatest threats to our health, our environment and our economic
well-being, and I am firmly committed to taking the necessary
steps to address this threat. I fully support the agreement
reached by the nations of the world last December in Kyoto. I
also recognlze that the United States cannot become bound to the (}1/(N{73

V“/

g -

Dear Senators:

2 I have no intention of circumventing
the Unlted States Senate and implementing the Kyoto agreement by

executive authority. “0\/{!76@/\ (/{d m d’\b‘ y*\vbl' Can%V)\/C"’U

However, wholly Apart from the Kyoto agreement, there are a
number of things we do in the United States to promote energy
efficiency and renewable energy that make sense for our economy,
security and environment in their own right and which also reduce
our emissions of greenhouse gases. Arl £9cx,[the effort to
promote energy efficiency and renewable ener has been a long
standing priority of this and previous admlnlstratlons, supported
in Congress on a bi-partisan basis. That is why I have proposed a
package of tax incentives and research and development spepnding
as one of my top budget priorities. AtA i &;;is
package will improve energy efficiency, spur the developmEnt of
renewable energy resources and enhance America's leadership in

clean energy exports. 4 will protect our environment, decrease
energy costs for congumers\ and businesses, increase economic
COmpetlt veness, and/ lower r dependence on foreign oil.
o dd B /V€5<—Jﬂndfs+1%cmf3
-8 * a8 -5 - O Do S 25 hai QN - &1
voser cat—pf-global warmiA ;hat these measures will

also reduce greenfiouse gas emissions makes them all the more
compelling, partifularly in helping America meet its commitment
under the existijpg Framework Convention on Climate Change. As
you will recall,/ that Convention, signed by the Bush
Administration And formally ratified by the Senate in October
1992, established an aim for developed countries to reduce their
greenhouse gas/emissions [to 1990 levels by 2000].

During ygur consideration of the budget, I hope that you
will see thesp proposals for what they are - prudent incentives
that will stgengthen our economy and enhance our energy
independence [~ and that you will evaluate them op-—tReir own

merits. /ﬂfﬂ _gé 7{
(o g [he >€vt]e

'ﬂﬁamz{ b@f}/ovf /wp?z [/
g 15¢
e aed Clafee

/ w A
i e L - Doweai ¢ |
ﬂou/ MW‘NCU SCM%/S oA @m?éf ’(/ﬂ/uJ(mf/ﬁ\/(ﬂLm(
7 ed Tt b ¥hese i o hoes JC/ ! 726 Wk
\’Sﬁoﬁ;i‘;fwf ate W'PMML (957 fo e 07@4 apon ¢ ),

g CO



04/20/98 MON 16:50 FAX 20222498026 ENERGY#A dooz

PETE ¥V, DOMENICL, Now Mavico DALE
DON NICKLES. Olashams WENQELL H. FORD, Koty :
LARRY E. CRAIG, ldaho JEFF SINGAMAN. Now Menxn .
BEN NIGHTHORSE CAMPRELL, Colofado DANIEL K. Axaxa. Mowsl)
CRAIG THOMAS. Wyaming BYRON L DORGAN, Norih Ouicta .
JON KYL Avtzona BOB GRAHAM, Floridy
ROOC GRAMS, Mneyola RGN WYDEN, Oregon nl[ tﬂ m mgtz
GORDON H, 5SMITH. Oregan T JOKNSON. South Dakesta
SLADE GORTON. Washingion MARY L. LANDRIEL), Loukslana
CONRAD BURNS, Montana COMMITTEE ON
ANDREW D. LUNDXOLIST, STAFF OIRECTOR ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES

GAR G. ELL SwoRTH, CHP coungEL
HOMAS 8. WiLLIAME, ICTOR FOR THE MINOR
T . FOWLER, CHIEF COUNERL PR THE ORIy WASHINGTON, DC 20510-6160

WWW.SENATE.GOV/-ENERGY

April 20, 1998

The President
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

Your budget request for fiscal year 1999 asked for an $894 million increase for tax
and spending initiatives designed to increase energy efficiency and reduce greenhouse gas
emissions.

The Senate Budget Committee rejected your proposed increase on the grounds
that since you have “not submitted a treaty or a plan to implement the reductions called
for in the [Kyoto climate change] agreement, providing additional funding for these
technology programs in the 1999 budget is premature. As a result, the [budget] resolution
assumes last year’s levels ... for these technology programs and does not provide the
increases requested by the President.”

Section 315 of the Senate’s concurrent resolution on the budget affirms this point
by stating that “It is the sense of Congress that funds should not be provided to put in
effect the Kyoto Protocol prior to the Senate ratification in compliance with the
requirements of the Byrd-Hagel Resolution and consistent with Administration
assurances to Congress.”

Rejecting the proposed increases makes no sense to me. It was my understanding
that the proposed increases were justified without regard to the Kyoto Protocol. I
thought it was irrefutable that the dollars invested in energy efficiency programs come
back to the taxpayers in the form of lower energy prices, a stronger economy, and a
cleaner environment.
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The President
April 20, 1998
Page Two

I would appreciate leaming what your view is on the importance of the requested
increases for efficiency and renewables and on whether these increases are, in fact,
needed only if the Kyoto Protocol is ratified.

Sincerely,

Dale Bumpers
Ranking Democrat
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THE CONGRESSIONAL TASK FORCE ON MANUFACTUIRING

March 30, 1998 -

Dear Colleague:

We urge you to join us m gigning the enclosed lefter to Chairman Ralph Regula askil}g for
| $158 million in funding for the industrial energy efficiency programs of the Of_ﬁce of Tndustrial
Technologies (OIT) and $70.5 million for the Energy Information Administraiion (EI1A).

The rising public concern over gr_ee'nhouse gas emissions vnl] e\.fenmallly'reqlﬂt;re e
manufacturers to employ new energy-saving gystems and devjces- Fmdmg so! phonsd omem )
technology can support and imprave the nation’s mangﬁactunng competitiveness ;:IllT,rep
praferred strategy to deal with the challenges of lowering the rate of emissions. 0 5 sgmgamsthe
create partnerships with industries to mprove energy efficiency andlprodl.fcuvn-y. By sharing
cast of research and development and encouTaging competition for mvenu?ns_ and innovations,
the federal government leverages imvestment m.tech_nologtas that m'_ll sustain its W'd
base in the future. At the same time, OIT provides impaortant technical support to and mid-
sized manufacturers who want to improve efficiency now.

i j i [l ibilities for the
EIA needs a modest increase jn funding to meet additional responsibil
collection of greenhouse gas emissions. Please join us in supporting the funding needed for these
unportant programs.

Please contact Tim Daniels at 5-5361 by Friday, April 3.

Smcerely, | )
Franks, Co-Chair . Moarth T:Meehan, Co-Chair —

Congressional Manufacturing Task Force . Congressional Manufacturing Task Force

—_————
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Mnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510
April 2, 1998

Dear Chairman Domenici

As you develop the FYSS Energy and Water Appropriations bill, we ask that you
consider supporting increases in funding for renewable energy — solar, wind, biomass,
hydragen, geothermal, hydropower -- research and development programs. The
Administration has proposed increasing obligations for renewables by 31% from $297 million
to $389 millian. . .

investment in these renewable programs is important for several reasons. First,
renewable energy research and development programs enhance fuel and technolagy
diversity, thereby providing the United States with insulation from future oil price shocks and
an oil supply dominated by the Middle East. Our national security is currently threatened by
a heavy reliance on oil from abroad. Nearly haif of U.S. oil was imported in 1996. Such
imports accounted for $62 billion of the U.S. foreign trade deficit in 1996. Moreover, DOE
estimates oil-import bills reaching between $102 billion and $158 killion per year by 2020, at
which time this country will be importing nearly SO percent more oil than in 1S96.

Second, investments in renewable energy increase the U.S. market share of domestic
and international markets for energy-supply products and permits the expansicn of high
technology jobs within the U.S, economy. It is estimated that the world market for energy
supply equipment and construction over the next 30 years is in the range of several hundred
billion dollars per year. America currently leads the world technologically in developing
advanced renewable instruments and products. Research and devslopment assisiancs has
resulted in dramatic cost and performance improvements In wind turbines, helped to maintain
America's dominance in solar technology development, and made it cheaper to produce
ethanol from agriculture, forests and municipal waste, We should net surrender our lead to
foreign eampetitors, who clearly recognize the patential market for clean and inexpensive
renewable energy technologies,

Renewable energy investments are critical to reduce our dependence on foreign
sources of oil, expand U.S. markets, and create jobs. These are vital programs 1o maintain
our nation’s interests. Thank you for taking into account these high priority matters.
Sincerely,
- E -= —]
mwm

SeAatol Jarhes I Yeffords Senator William V. Rath, Jr.
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JEFFORDS/ROTH RENEWARBLES BUDGET LETTER

FOR ENERGY AND WATER APPROPRIATIONS

James M. Jeffords
Richard G. Lugar
Arlen Specter
‘John H. Chafee
Susan M. Collins
Tim Johnson

John F. Kerry
Barbara Boxer
Dianne Feinstein
Jeff Bingaman
Dale Bumpers

Carl Levin

Carol Moseley-Braun
Joseph |. Lieberman
Jack Reed

Olympia J. Snowe
Paul S. Sarbanes
Ron Wyden
Russell D. Feingold
Charies S. Robb
Kent Conrad

42 Signatories

COPY ATTACHED

William V. Roth, Jr.
Tom Daschle
Patrick J. Leahy
Edward M. Kennedy
Tom Harkin

Paul Wellstone

Mary L. Landrieu
Daniel Patrick Moynihan
J. Robert Kerrey
Joseph R. Biden, Jr.
Max Cleland

Patty Murray

Frank R. Lautenberg
Richard J. Durbin
Slade Gorton
Christopher J. Dodd
Herb Kohl

John Glenn

Richard H. Bryan
Charles E. Grasslay
Bob Graham
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Senator Ti ohnson . Senator Paul Wellstone
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Congress of the WUnited Sisteg
Bouss of Repregentatipes
Washinmion, BE 20515

Nasch 15, 1998

THE RYOTO ARCHITECT
BECOMES THE KYOTQ AND UN. DEMOLITION MAN

Dear Colleague:

- We ®anc o baing 10 your JTRNIIN the armeded srdzle, UN. ongy siw; U5, [amyrésr o

vaarciag brealy, which anpeared in Ihe Waskineton Tirrgr on Tuesagy, March 17*. Uaser thay
Meamnbecs of Congress daed rg titcze the Kyox tretry, the s proclamed "architecy” ef the

U.N. ¢lmare treaty, Ragl Esmada~Opucls, the Asgentine Arobassadar to China, beesrne rhe
Kretwo demoliden man

On his way to the UN. héadquartes n New Yod: o tign the ey on behalf of Argentng, M.
®2da pur on an unpracedented display of wwogance and self.impertance thar increassd the
probubility the Tey will never be eufied by de US. Smax. Mr. Egazds praclumed

— o

“Congress is aesag 3 though s rest of the world docsa't edst, Aot only an this matter but on

othes Pehaps they need to ger in tench with the rese of che wordd, ~* he cansinuad,

Mr- Estmdd’s tomarks make it clear that e Adminiidon ghould rejees ¢
T wnd st mncw. The Ty is senowly fawed—so flzwed, i Ficr €AY it caar b
M I & Dused oAb *TANCE, <OIT 0@ much, leates tho many procedurn
QUesHORs unalswered I grotsly unfir because developing covawmar are pec required 1o
partcipare, and Wl do nothing ta saive the speculatve problem it is intended ra calve.

We shauld do what is ngh fas genenscay of Amevicans, 0T jUiC [racY to MiternoNonal
pesxste. The hismry of the UN, proceedings thar led 1 the Kyor w2y does nat Inspise
sonfidence that the US. will be wextng Hitly onse powes over our future is waneferved. We are
here ™ Mpeaant the e of auf constaients and the Unjted Smases - nor the intwesm of
the UN. by B or oher nanen;.

. { §incerely,
@:\m SENSENBRENNER, JR. JORN DINGEILL

cmber of Congress Member of Coagren:

this iyerms !




ID# 252396
THE WHITE HOUSE

CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING WORKSHEET
INCOMING
DATE RECEIVED: FEBRUARY 10, 1998
NAME OF CORRESPONDENT: THE HONORABLE BENJAMIN A. GILMAN

SUBJECT: EXPRESSES CONCERN REGARDING THE CLIMATE
CHANGE CONFERENCE IN KYOTO, JAPAN

ACTION DISPOSITION
ROUTE TO: ACT DATE TYPE C COMPLETED
OFFICE/AGENCY (STAFF NAME) CODE YY/MM/DD RESP D YY/MM/DD
JOHN HILLEY ORG 98/01/16 SB A 98/01/16
REFERRAL NOTE: '
. COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY RAR~ 98/01/16 7/
REFERRAL NOTE: R
- _ ___/_
T REFERRAL NOTE:
-t ___I__
REFERRAL NOTE: T
) ___/__

REFERRAL NOTE:

COMMENTS: ADDITIONAL SIGNEES AND SUSAN BROPHY RESPONSES
ATTACHED ALL DATED JAN 16 98

ADDITIONAL CORRESPONDENTS: 11 MEDIA:L INDIVIDUAL CODES: 1240

__ MAIL USER CODES: (A)R NY (B) (C)

P Y Y3 2 2 22X XXX22X322F23222 3332222222222 2222222222222 2222222222222 2]
*ACTION CODES: *DISPOSITION *OUTGOING *
* * *CORRESPONDENCE : *
*A-APPROPRIATE ACTION *A-ANSWERED *TYPE RESP=INITIALS *
*C-COMMENT /RECOM #*B-NON-SPEC-REFERRAL * OF SIGNER *
*D-DRAFT RESPONSE *C~-COMPLETED * CODE = A *
*F-FURNISH FACT SHEET #*S-SUSPENDED *COMPLETED = DATE OF *
*I-INFO COPY/NO ACT NEC* * OUTGOING *
*R-DIRECT REPLY W/COPY * * *
*S-FOR-SIGNATURE * * *
*X-INTERIM REPLY * * *
P e e Y L R X 2 S X222 2222 X223 X222 2222222222222 222222 22222222 2]

REFER QUESTIONS AND ROUTING UPDATES TO CENTRAL REFERENCE
(ROOM 75,0EOB) EXT-2590

KEEP THIS WORKSHEET ATTACHED TO THE ORIGINAL INCOMING
LETTER AT ALL TIMES AND SEND COMPLETED RECORD TO RECORDS
MANAGEMENT.

e



Congress of the United States P B 9, / <

TWHashington, VL 20313

January 9, 1998

The President
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President: - -

We are writing to express our concerns about the commitments made by the United
States in the Kyoto Climate Change Protocol.

As you know, all of the decisions made in Kyoto were by consensus. Therefore, the -
United States delegation either agreed or failed to object to each part of the Kyoto Protocol.
By failing to object, the United States agreed to several key provisions of the Protocol that
included decisions by the conference:

. Agreeing to delete provisions of the draft protocol that would allow developing
countries to voluntarily join the binding targets and timetables of the treaty. Under the
draft as approved by the U.S. delegation, developing countries are prohibited from
joining in the effort to limit greenhouse gas emissions necessary to prevent global
warming.

. Accepting the European Union’s "Bubble” grouping all nations together that will ease
the burden of the protocol on each member state. Our chief negotiator, Under
Secretary of State Stuart Eizenstat, admitted to congressional observers of the
negotiation that this bubble puts Americans at a disadvantage against their European
competitors.

. Delaying consideration of emissions trading and joint implementation projects critical to
reducing the cost of Americans to comply with the Protocol. These critical issues will
not be considered until a conference scheduled for late 1998 when China and the G-77
group of developing nations are likely to deny consensus, seeking to undermine these
critical provisions.

e Allowing new binding commitments to be placed on the U.S. by the G-77 group of
developing nations who can command the 3/4 vote necessary to amend the Protocol.
Under the Kyoto Protocol, U.S. industry and labor’s future plans can be disrupted by
new burdens imposed by a simple vote in future climate change conferences.
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. Including the emissions generated by the critical domestic training and operations of
U.S. armed forces necessary to maintain peace around the world. While multilateral
operations were exempted from the emission limits of the Protocol. the vast bulk of our
military’'s domestic training and operations will fall under the Protocol’s limits. This
will generate pressure from the U.N. to curtail the training and operations that have
made our armed forces second to none.

In addition. we understand that under the emissions limits and trading provisions
negotiated, the U.S. will purchase rights to emit 800 million metric tons of carbon from
Russia. Using the State Department estimated cost of $50 per metric ton. that will amount to
over $40 billion sent to Russia during the Protocol’s first phase. This transfer of wealth
represents a hidden tax on American consumers to provide a vast increase in foreign assistance
to Russia. Under the terms of the Protocol. Russia would not have to abide by the current
restrictions in our Foreign Assistance Act relating to human rights. terrorism. narcotics control
and non-proliferation. '

We also understand that the Protocol fails to exclude countries under U.N. sanctions,
such as Iraq. or terrorist countries, such as Iran or Libya, from benefitting under the Protocol.
If we are to continue our policy of turning rogue nations into pariah states, the Protocol must
specifically exclude these nations from any benefits.

Since you have already agreed that the Protocol cannot be ratified and therefore will not
be submitted to the Senate, we believe the U.S. should announce its intention to correct some
of the decisions outlined above before moving forward on this issue. Given these concerns, we
urge you not to sign the Protocol when it is opened for signature next March.

Sincerely,
; - \ . ‘\ —_~
O * —
BENJAMIN A. GILMAN PAT DANNER
HRISTOPHER H. SMITH . C. WATTS

) QA T~

. TRAFICANT DAN BURTON
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Representative Watts:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.

Sincerely,

furs

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable J.C. Watts, Jr.
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.

Sincerely,
N

%—TL \ ’kﬂ’/\-«- /\,1 ’>/L/LO

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Benjamin A. Gilman

Chairman

Committee on International Relations
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Representative Burr:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.

Sincerely,

LMW\}\) [)}(,L}

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Richard Burr
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact
my office.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,

ZV//M»O\,W ; jﬁ' j

i

Stéan Brophy

Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Dan Burton

Chairman

Committee on Government Reform and Oversight
House of Representatives

Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Representative Danner:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.

Sincerely,

%L LItL V\PW Re L -y

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Pat Danner
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 2051S



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Representative Inglis:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.

Sincerely,

ﬁ L2 L’.Lw}}'\/‘fﬂ 17

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Bob Inglis
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Representative Kim:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.,

Sincerely,

SllLand) T,

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Jay Kim
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Representative Scarborough:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.

Sincerely,

Si LL¢ive f)-) % ,L;C/L //

Susan Brophy :
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Joe Scarborough
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Representative Smith:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact
my office.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,

gLL e M 1%417

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Christopher H. Smith
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Representative Traficant:

‘Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.

Sincerely,

Jgu/? L ) ) )—Wﬂ )

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable James A. Traficant, Jr.
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Representative Upton:

Thank you for your letter to the President concernlng the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. 1In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.

Slncerely,

ﬂb)/t/w/ )—)/l /)4/%

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Fred Upton
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Representative Wamp:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact:

my office.
Best wishes.

Sincerely,

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Zach Wamp
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

MEMORANDUM FOR KATIE McGINTY

FROM: SUSAN BROPHY
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter that was sent to the
President from Rep. Benjamin A. Gilman (R-NY)_and others.

I do not believe this letter requires the President's response at
this time. Please review the attached letter, and respond
directly to the member(s) of Congress, forwarding a copy to the
Office of Legislative Affairs, attention Chris Walker.

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. If you
have any questions, please feel free to call Chris at 456-7500.

Enclosure
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REFER QUESTIONS AND ROUTING UPDATES TO CENTRAL REFERENCE
(ROOM 75,0EOB) EXT-2590

KEEP THIS WORKSHEET ATTACHED TO THE ORIGINAL INCOMING
LETTER AT ALL TIMES AND SEND COMPLETED RECORD TO RECORDS
MANAGEMENT.
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The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton SEF TS Lliins
President of the United States
The White House

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

National Journal’s Congress Daily reported on September 17 that representatives of several U.S. -
environmental groups met with you and urged the Administration to support an “aggressive” new
international climate change treaty; one which would likely not be approved by the Senate at the present
time. One environmental representative is quoted as stating that “anything that could get through the
Senate next year is probably not worth doing,” and this group advocated that the State Department sign
an “aggressive” protocol and then “launch a multi-year campaign to build public support for it.”

I urge you to reject this approach, since I strongly believe that the far-reaching, historic nature of any
such treaty should command the support of a large majority of the Senate, and be underwritten by a
broad consensus of the American people. [ believe that it is neither a sound nor credible approach to
sign an agreement with the knowledge that it is not supported by the American people or the Senate.
The United States should only negotiate and sign those agreements that will be submitted to the Senate
for its timely consideration.

Ironically, this “multi-year” approach--as urged on you by some environmental groups-- would be
damaging to the global environment. Signing a protocol, with the knowledge that it would not be
supported by the Senate, and therefore might be rejected despite any “multi-year campaign,” would
surely undermine U.S. credibility in future international treaty negotiations, including those on global
climate change.

I welcome and strongly support the recent efforts of the Administration to work closely with the Senate
Observer Group. I would encourage the Administration to continue to communicate with the Senate
and build a consensus that takes into consideration the views of the interested parties, and reject any
advice that you should sign agreements that are not likely to receive favorable consideration by the
Senate.

Sincerely yours,

Jobt L5

Robert C. Byrd
RCB:mam

r,o



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

September 30, 1997

Dear Senator Byrd:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning
international climate treaty-making.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.

Sincerely,

QM uw;)}'zp o

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Robert C. Byrd
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

September 30, 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR KATIE McGINTY

FROM: SUSAN BROPHY
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter that was sent to the
President from Sen. Robert C. Byrd (D-WV).

I do not believe this letter requires the President's response at
thig time. Please review the attached letter, and respond
directly to the member(s) of Congress, forwarding a copy to the
Office of Legislative Affairs, attention Chris Walker.

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. If you
have any questions, please feel free to call Chris at 456-7500.

Enclosure



ID# 246935
THE WHITE HOUSE

CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING WORKSHEET
INCOMING
DATE RECEIVED: DECEMBER 24, 1997
NAME OF CORRESPONDENT: THE HONORABLE CARL LEVIN

SUBJECT: EXPRESSES CONCERN REGARDING THE CLIMATE
CHANGE CONFERENCE IN KYOTO, JAPAN

ACTION DISPOSITION
ROUTE TO: | ACT DATE TYPE C COMPLETED
OFFICE/AGENCY (STAFF NAME) CODE YY/MM/DD RESP D YY/MM/DD
JOHN HILLEY ORG 97/12/12 SB A 97/12/12
REFERRAL NOTE:
COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY RAR 97/12/12 7/
REFERRAL NOTE: ATTN: KATIE MCGINTY — — =
T _ _T_/__
REFERRAL NOTE:
R I _—  __I_I_
REFERRAL NOTE: _
_J 7 _ _I__I_
REFERRAL NOTE:
COMMENTS :
ADDITIONAL CORRESPONDENTS: MEDIA:L INDIVIDUAL CODES: 1230
___ MAIL USER CODES: (A)D MI (B) (C)

*******************************************_****************************

*ACTION CODES: #*DISPOSITION ' *QUTGOING *
* * *CORRESPONDENCE: *
*A-APPROPRIATE ACTION *A-ANSWERED *TYPE RESP=INITIALS *
*C-COMMENT /RECOM *B-NON-SPEC-REFERRAL * OF SIGNER *
*D-DRAFT RESPONSE *C-COMPLETED * CODE = A *
*F-FURNISH FACT SHEET *S-SUSPENDED *COMPLETED = DATE OF *
*I-INFO COPY/NO ACT NEC* * OUTGOING *
*R-DIRECT REPLY W/COPY * * *
*S-FOR-SIGNATURE * * *
*X-INTERIM REPLY * * *
AR AR ATk R ARRRRRARRARRRRRRRRRRRARRRRRRARRRRARRRRARR AR KRR AR AR AR ARk Ak

REFER QUESTIONS AND ROUTING UPDATES TO CENTRAL REFERENCE
(ROOM 75,0EOB) EXT-2590

KEEP THIS WORKSHEET ATTACHED TO THE ORIGINAL INCOMING
LETTER AT ALL TIMES AND SEND COMPLETED RECORD TO RECORDS
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WAnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-2202

November 25. 1997

The President
The White House L
Washington, D.C. Cozi At

Dear Mr. President:

[ am writing to express my belief that U.S. negotiators should not agree to binding
commitments for greenhouse gas emissions reductions at the upcoming Kyoto Conference of
Parties unless the protocol or agreement also mandates new specific scheduled commitments for
developing countries.

Based on your remarks at the National Geographic Society on the subject of global
change, [ am concerned that the U.S. negotiators may pursue something less than specific
scheduled commitments from developing countries in Kyoto. You indicated that, “The United
States will not assume binding obligations unless key developing nations meaningfully
participate...” The term “meaningfully participate” is certainly weaker than the Senate had called
for when it unanimously passed Senate Resolution 98. That Sense of the Senate provides that to
achieve Senate ratification an agreement will have to “mandate new specific scheduled
commitments to limit or reduce greenhouse gas emissions for developing country parties within
the same compliance period,..." if it includes binding obligations on the U.S.

If our negotiators are unable to achieve this fair, reasonable and ratifiable outcome. then it
would be best for the U.S. to return from Kyoto without signing an agreement. Then. perhaps,
we can focus our resources on other approaches. As I have suggested to Gene Sperling of the
National Economic Council, the U.S. should consider a global research and development effort
to rethink and reshape technology and the world economy. Arbitrarily set binding targets on
some countries but not others at Kyoto is unlikely to satisfactorily provide the kind of benefits or
create the political atmosphere we need to comprehensively address the matter of rising
concentrations of greenhouse gases.

Thank you for your consideration.

4 Singerely,

Carl Levin

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER



cc: The Honorable Al Gore
The Honorable Stuart Eizenstat



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 12, 1997

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, 1if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.

Sincerely,

;-c,/,’, v 2-8]“_/
Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Ted Stevens
Chairman .
Committee on Appropriation
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 12, 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR KATIE McGINTY

FROM: SUSAN BROPHY
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter that was sent to the
pPresident from Sen. Carl Levin (D-MI) .

I do not believe this letter requires the President's response at
this time. Please review the attached letter, and respond
directly to the member(s) of Congress, forwarding a copy to the
Office of Legislative Affairs, attention Chris Walker.

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. If you
have any questions, please feel free to call Chris at 456-7500.

Enclosure
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18TH DISTRICT, FLORIDA
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December 1, 1997

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue

Washington DC 20500

Dear President Clinton:

Various constituents from my Congressional district have contacted my office requesting
that the United States be prepared to make strong commitments when it goes to debate the
Climate Change Treaty in Kyoto this month.

They would like you to support the proposal of the Alliance of Small Island States for the
industrialized countries which would reduce emissions of greenhouse gases by 20% below 1990
levels by the year 2005. They feel that this is the first step necessary for the prevention of
significant climate change.

They also advocate for the promotion of alternative energy sources which they state will
not only benefit the planet but will promote a new technologiggl market.

Member of Congress
IRL:cac
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

December 12, 1997

Dear Representative Ros-Lehtinen:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, 1if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.

Sincerely,

—

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Ileana Ros-Lehtinen
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

December 12, 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR KATIE McGINTY

FROM: SUSAN BROPHY
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter that was sent to the
president from Rep. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R-FL) .

I do not believe this letter requires the President's response at
this time. Please review the attached letter, and respond
directly to the member(s) of Congress, forwarding a copy to the
Office of Legislative Affairs, attention Chris Walker.

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. If you
have any questions, please feel free to call Chris at 456-7500.

Enclosure
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Wnited States Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-3703

December 2, 1997

The Honorable Bill Clinton

President SIDC e
The White House

Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. President:

I am writing to request that domestic reforestation and other forestry strategies be
eligible for part of the $5 billion in tax incentives and spending for research and
development outlined in your Climate Change Program.

Oregon is the first state to require mandatory reductions in atmospheric carbon dioxide
(CO,) emissions so, I was encouraged by your proposal of October 22, 1997 to mitigate
the acute effects of climate change by regulating atmospheric gasses. It is a crucial
first step in a comprehensive strategy to reduce levels of greenhouse gasses in the
atmosphere. Your Climate Change Program places a strong emphasis on using
technology to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Other cost-effective biological
approaches, however, should not be overlooked. I believe that your proposed plan
could benefit from explicitly incorporating forest management strategies into a more
comprehensive strategy of mitigating atmospheric CO,.

Forests possess an enormous capacity to absorb atmospheric CO, and act as natural and
long-term carbon sinks. Since their development some 360 million years ago, forests
have helped regulate atmospheric CO, levels. The enclosed fossilized laurel leaf is 50
million years old and provides mute testimony to the success of the most basic
biological form of CO, regulation on Earth. The basic structure of the leaf, the point
of uptake for CO,, has remained virtually unchanged for eons because it works and
works well. The forest ecosystem is an effective sink for carbon because it uses CO, for
growth of vegetation and then stores carbon in soils and biomass. The forests of the
Pacific Northwest are some of the most productive forests on Earth and are often
overlooked for their tremendous value as carbon sinks. Today, ongoing studies from
industry, academia, and government show that reforestation and sensible forest
management strategies are cost-effective means to help achieve your goal of reaching
1990 levels of atmospheric CO, by 2008-2012.

Studies from the Northwest and other regions of the United States show that on-the-
ground forest management programs can reduce atmospheric CO, concentrations by
20% at a cost from $2 to $20 per ton of carbon. That is much less costly than emissions
controls or carbon taxes, which are estimated to cost up to $100 per ton.

Forestry projects are very cost effective approaches especially when their total benefits
are considered. Increasing national forestry efforts would also provide a number of
additional environmental benefits, including protecting drinking water sources, reduced



risk of landslides, and better habitat for species. Moreover, forests provide great economic benefits
in valuable wood products.

The bottom line is that growing trees and properly managing our forests can be a cost effective win-
win approach to reducing global warming that also helps expand our economy.

Oregon recognized this when it instituted its mandatory CO, controls. Our state’s approach gives
credit to reforestation and other forestry efforts that offset industrial emissions.

For the same reasons, reforestation and other forest management and conservation strategies should
be encouraged as part of a comprehensive, national CO, emissions reduction program. Specifically,
sustainable forestry strategies should be targeted to receive some of the financial incentives that you
have proposed to combat global warming.

Therefore, [ strongly urge that forest management strategies explicitly be included in the Climate
Change Program and be eligible for the $5 billion in tax incentives and spending for research and
development you have proposed. Through development and implementation of sensible forest
management scenarios and recognition of the carbon storage potential of forests, greenhouse gasses
can be reduced with minimal economic stress. In this way, one important U.S. industry that
currently contributes to this environmental problem can be part of the solution.

In the next several weeks, I will be working with conservation groups and forest industry groups to
develop proposals for using forest strategies to address global climate change. I would greatly
appreciate your designating a contact person in your Administration to work with me in this effort.

I look forward to working with you on this important issue.

With warm regards,

Ron Wyden D

United States Senator

enclosure

cc: The Honorable Dan Glickman
The Honorable Stuart Eizenstat



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 12, 1997

Dear Senator Wyden:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact
my office.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,
-, A
;/’7 SR Ir‘\ ; / ,
e /fZPk"} 2!;Lé_/
- . J .
Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Ron Wyden
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 12, 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR KATIE McGINTY

FROM: SUSAN BROPHY
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter that was sent to the
President from Sen. Ron Wyden (D-OR).

I do not believe this letter requires the President's response at
this time. Please review the attached letter, and respond y
directly to the member(s) of Congress, forwarding a copy to the
Office of Legislative Affairs, attention Chris Walker.

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. If you
have any questions, please feel free to call Chris at 456-7500.

Enclosure
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Anited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-160%

December 10, 1997

The Honorable William J. Clinton
President

The White House

Washington, D.C. 20502

Dear Mr. President:

1 am concemned about statements made in Kyoto by Vice President Gore that the U. S.
Senate would accept without question whatever climate change treaty the Administration submits
for ratification.

The Vice President’s misleading statement regarding U.S. sentiment on the climate
change negotiations damages the U. S. credibility. Unfortunately, it leaves the impression with
the international community that the Administration is negotiating to achieve its own goal
despite the Senate’s unanimous adoption of Secnate Resolution 98 in July that provides two
directives for U. S. ncgotiations in Kyoto. They are: 1) the United States must not agree to
legally binding mandates to limit greenhouse gas emissions unless all nations join in the
international treaty; and 2) any United Nations-sponsored agreement reached in Kyoto cannot
result in serious harm to the economy of the United States.

Mr. President, the results from Kyoto fail this two-part test approved by the Senate by a
vote of 65-0. Therefore, if it is your intention to submit to the Senate any global climate change
treaty based on a recent draft, it is likely to fail. Meaningful participation by developing nations
through voluntary commitments is not enough for the Senate, especially when the United States
is forced by developing nations to unilaterally reduce its greenhouse gas emissions by 5 percent
below 1990 levels. This is what a majority of U.S. Senators have been saying for some tme: “Tt
is not global and it will not work.”

Unfortunately, the Administration’s sudden decision to permit “increased negotiating
flexibility” in Kyoto emboldened developing nations to dictate mandatory reductions of
greenhouse gas cmissions on the United States. This will be devastating to America’s food and
fber machine as well as to job creation across the cconomy. It has been estimated that this treaty
will result in a 25 to 50 percent reduction in net farm income because of higher costs for fuel,
energy, fertilizer and chemicals. The same economic damages are likely to be replicated in other
key U.S. industries, putting thousands of jobs at risk. This treaty jeopardizes America’s
continuing economic well-being.



December 10, 1997
Page 2

Although the Senate rightfully set forth parameters for treaty negotiations, why are they
ignored in Kyoto? Instead of using the Senate directives, a treaty is being devised that will
initiate a radical agenda designed by the United Nations to create an interational environmental
regulatory body. Your emissions trading plan is part of this agenda. No one from your
administration has told the American public of the specifics of how this will work. Will this
agenda lead to the United Nations requiring the United States to implement mandatory
greenhouse gas cmission strategies developed by the UN’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change including phase out of diesel fuel and imposition of carbon taxes? We do not know, but
the possibility certainly exists.

I respectfully urge that the Administration follow directives set by the Senate as the
negotiations process comes to a close.

Pat Roberts
United State Senate
PR/



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 12, 1997

Dear Senator Roberts:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.

Sincerely,

i \
o ,
A Y, M )
Ll Y

Suéan Brophy /

Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Pat Roberts
United States Senate
washington, D.C. 20510



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

December 12, 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR KATIE McGINTY

FROM: SUSAN BROPHY
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter that was sent to the
president from Sen. Pat Roberts (R-KS).

I do not believe this letter requires the President's response at
this time. Please review the attached letter, and respond
directly to the member(s) of Congress, forwarding a copy to the
Office of Legislative Affairs, attention Chris Walker.

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. If you
have any questions, please feel free to call Chris at 456-7500.

Enclosure
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Congress of the Tnited States
Pousge of Representatives
Rasghington, BL 20515

November 13, 1997

Mr. William J. Clinton R o T T
President of the United States

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

We write to express our concern regarding the direction the Administration is taking in
the international negotiations regarding new legally binding commitments for the reduction of
greenhouse gas emissions under the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change.
These negotiations which are occurring under a process known as the Berlin Mandate and are
due to conclude December of this year, have the potential to produce an outcome which would
have serious adverse impacts on the U.S. economy, employment, and our international
competitiveness. According to a recent study released last month, stabilizing emissions at 1990
levels by the year 2010 will cost at least 1.7 million American jobs. This would hit low-income
workers, senior citizens, retirees and those living on fixed incomes particularly hard. Moreover,
there would be huge increases in costs for energy and consumer goods, economic activity would
be suppressed, and the trade deficit would widen. '

All of this is unnecessary and avoidable. To begin with, the Berlin Mandate is a fatally
flawed process. By explicitly exempting developing countries -- whose emissions will exceed
those of the developed countries early in the next century -- from any new legally binding
commitment to reduce emissions, the Treaty will fail in reducing the overall growth in emissions.
Further, the avoidance of emissions reductions by European Union countries, shows that these
negotiations are really more about gaining economic advantage in global trade than achieving
environmental results.

Second, it is not valid or acceptable simply to proclaim that the debate on the science of
global climate is over and that global warming has begun. There remains vigorous debate within
the atmospheric science community, and empirical data based on satellite temperature records
show no warming trend. It is only the climate models which predict warming in the future. This
hardly seems a sound basis on which to make policies which could cost untold billions of dollars
and adversely affect the lives of all Americans.



Mr. President, there should be no rush to judgment here. While your recent statement in
regard to the Administration's negotiation stance in the final stages of the Framework Agreement
are somewhat encouraging, your position, nevertheless. is based upon the faulty premise that the
scientific evidence overwhelmingly points to a drastic warming trend. As we stated previously,
the scientific evidence by no means bare this out. There remains considerable disagreement
within the scientific community as to the validity of the evidence pointing to a warming trend.
Moreover, to exclude such countries as China, Mexico, Brazil, India, and others whose
participation is vital for success from any new legally binding commitments is ill-advised. In
this context, therefore, it would be far better to step back from these flawed negotiations and
allow time for cooler heads, and thoughts, to prevail.

Sincerely, voo—




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 27, 1997

Dear Representative Stenholm:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact
my office.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,

g‘ - \)
A1l
Susan Brophy

Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Charles W. Stenholm
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

November 27, 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR KATIE McGINTY

FROM: SUSAN BROPHY
LEGISLATIVE AFPAIRS

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter that was sent to the
President from Rep. Robert E. "Bud" Cramer, Jr. (D-AL) and
others.

I do not believe this letter requires the President's response at
this time. Please review the attached letter, and respond
directly to the member(s) of Congress, forwarding a copy to the
Office of Legislative Affairs, attention Chris Walker.

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. If you
have any questions, please feel free to call Chris at 456-7500.

Enclosure
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The Honorable william J. Clinton
The White House

1600 Pannaylvenia Avenue, NW
Washingten, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President,

The rosults of the just-concluded Kyoto Global werming Conferance are of paramount
importance because of the cffect this reaty will have un the sconomy. For thig reason, |
followed the negotiations over the past week with grest interest, and Increasing dismay.

Aftor Vica President Gore promised 1o show increased nogotiating flexibility” to ashicve
an agreement, (T appears 10 me that we simply surrendsred. Early reports from thass in
antendance indicatc that on ten critical issues such a3 guta in emissions, future developing vountry
commitients, and nEW U.S. commitments, e sacrificed the future well-being of tha country
based on onvironmaental corractness and inconclusive science.

Baged an what | have learned from conversations with Rep. Sensenbrenner, who led the
Congressional delegation, F-have concluded that thers ste serious flaws in both the treaty and the
negotiating pFocess. 1t is profoundly wrong that approximately 134 countries were allowed w0
vote on & tresty by which they will not be bound. [tis also o grave injustice that each country’s
vote had equal weight cegardless of population sj2e-—such a3 the tiny stol}, Nauru, off the cost of
Austratia—und that equel weight was also given 1o the votes of such tefrorist nations as Cuba

and [ran. M. President, is thig putting America’s interests first?

At this hme, | do oot pelievo you should sign this agreement unsil you have conaulted
wilh the Congsessional delegation thet ystended the cunfegence. In order 1 got A clearor view of
the conclusions reached by the Conlerence and the impact of these positions upon the United
Suicy, it is vitally important that you be bricfed by these House and Senate representatives ance
they have returncd and compiled their regearch.

The costs W the U.S. sconomy baing cnerontly projected Are an outrage. The very future
of the United Stwes ig at stake, and 8 treaty that will crigple our esonomy and eause '
unemplayment is not accoptablc. As president, it is your responsibility to gafeguard Americs's
interests, and so 1 sirongly encourage you 1o meat with the delegation as soon 83 possible.

Newt Qingrich
speaker of the [Touse

jpeo e
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

December 19, 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR KATIE McCGINTY

FROM: SUSAN BROPH‘W
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter that was sent to the
President from Rep. Newt Gingrich (R-GA).

I do not believe this letter requires the President's response at
this time. Please review the attached letter, and respond '
directly to the member(s) of Congress, forwarding a copy to the
office of Legislative Affairs, attention Chris Walker.

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. If you-
have any questions, please feel free to call Chris at 456-7500.

Enclosure
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December 1, 1997

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton R T s
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear President Clinton:

Various constituents from my Congressional district have
contacted my office requesting that the United States be prepared
to make strong commitments when it goes to debate the Climate
Change Treaty in Kyoto this month.

They would like you to support the proposal of the Alliance of
Small Island States for the industrialized countries which would
reduce emissions of greenhouse gases by 20% below 1990 levels by
the year 2005. They feel that this is the first step necessary for
the prevention of significant climate change.

They also advocate for the promotion of alternative energy
sources which they state will not only benefit the planet but will
promote a new technological market.

na Ros-Lehtinen
Member of Congress

IRL:cac:jcl
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Representative Ros-Lehtinen:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact
my office.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Ileana Ros-Lehtinen
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

MEMORANDUM FOR KATIE McGINTY

FROM: SUSAN BROPHY
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter that was sent to the
President from Rep. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R-FL).

I do not believe this letter requires the President's response at
this time. Please review the attached letter, and respond
directly to the member(s) of Congress, forwarding a copy to the
Office of Legislative Affairs, attention Chris Walker.

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. If you
have any questions, please feel free to call Chris at 456-7500.

Enclosure
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December 16, 1997

President William J. Clinton

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Ave. '
Washington, D.C 20500 ST

Dear Mr. President:

The subject of the Kyoto Treaty has generated a great deal of concern within numerous
constituents residing in the Second District of Nevada. Many Nevadans have contacted me to
express their support for open debate on the possible ramifications this treaty will have on our
economy and working families.

Currently, there exists an enormous lack of consensus in scientific evidence on the issue of global
warming. Major organizations, such as the American Meteorological Society and the American
Geophysical Union, have yet to be convinced that greenhouse gasses are overheating the planet.
The American public must be assured and confident that any treaty we engage in addresses a real
and existing dilemma that is based on scientific fact, rather than speculation, conjecture, or theory.

Further, Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on National Security and the
Subcommittee on Military Readiness, I am concerned with our military’s ability to conduct
various exercises that maintain our preparedness in addressing potential threats. With the U.S.
treaty negotiators caving in on the issue of exemptions on energy use for our armed forces, the
United Nations will dictate when and how certain military maneuvers can be carried out, and how
much fuel can be used. Many Nevadans are also concerned that with major developing nations,
such as China, remaining exempt from this treaty, worldwide emissions will still not be
significantly reduced. )

Therefore, I respectfully request that you allow this debate to be taken up immediately. Thank
you for your assistance in seeing that this will take place in a timely fashion.

Sincerely,
4
.
Voot
|
ember of Congress
JG/ru
CONGRESSIONAL OFFICES:
1116 LONG ~ORTH HOLSE OFFICE BUILDING 400 SOuUTH VIRGINIA STREET. SuITE 502 850 SouTH DuRANGO DAvE. SUITE 107 WESTERN FOLxLIFE CENTER
WasmNGTCN, DC 20518 Reno. NEVADA BISO1 Las VEGAS. NEvaDa 89128 501 RaiLRrOAD STREET. SuiTE 202

1202) 2256155 (702) 686-5760 1702) 255-1651 ELkO Nevaoa 89801
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

Dear Representative Gibbons:

Thank you for your letter to the President concerning the
Climate Change Conference in Kyoto, Japan.

The President has been advised of your concerns, and you
will receive a response in the near future. In the meantime, if
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact

my office.
Best wishes.

Sincerely,

,)iLQ/{LPLf%}j/Z;?L/L~L7

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Jim Gibbons
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

January 16, 1998

MEMORANDUM FOR KATIE McGINTY

FROM: SUSAN BROPHY
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter that was sent to the
President from Rep. Jim Gibbons (R-NV).

I do not believe this letter requires the President's response at
this time. Please review the attached letter, and respond
directly to the member(s) of Congress, forwarding a copy to the
Office of Legislative Affairs, attention Chris Walker.

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. If you
have any questions, please feel free to call Chris at 456-7500.

Enclosure
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. Congress of the Tnited States
TWashington, DE 20515

d002/003

May 8, 1998

OPPOSE NEW INDUSTRY ATTEMPT TO MISLEAD CONGRESS
AND THE PUBLIC ON CLIMATE CHANGE TREATY

Dear Colleague:

Members of Congress should be aware of the next industry arempt o mislead Congress apd the
public about the impact of the Kyoto Protocol.

The front page of The New York Times recently reported that industrial opponents of the Kyoto
climate change treaty are planning an ambitious public relations campaign to defeat the treaty.
They plan to spend approximately $5 million over two years to recruit a cadre of skeptic
scientists and train them in the art of spin to &ty to convince journalists, po]iﬁcians, and the
public that the risk of global climate change is too uncertain to justify action.

This effort contradicts the views of the 2,500 scientists on the Inter-Governmental Panel on
Climate Change (IPCC) who concluded that, while uncertaipries exist, the preponderance of
evidence indicates that anthropogenic causes are contributing to global climate change. The
[PCC was explicitly convened by the Reagan and Bush Administrations to assess global climate
change and ensure 2 thorough and unbiased review of climate science. '

The fact is, not only does the public strongly favor actions to combat global warming, but steps
necessary to curb global warming present an enormous economic opportunity and a critical
public health benefit. Just this week, for example, the President announced an energy efficiency
initigtive that could cut epergy use in new homes by 50% in 10 years, saving homeowners about
$230 per year.

leaders to gbandon thei lan apd to engage with the Congres and the publiciman .
honest debate on the merits of this important jssue. Please contact Ladeene in Rep. Pallone’s
office at X5-4671 to sign onto the letter.

%A%'ﬁf @8&5"' "’L“E H&\G\A
- @ i)
FRANK PALLONE, JR. GEORGE LER Y WAXMAN

PRINTEG ON RECYCLED PaPtA




P

05/13/97 _ 08;24 FAX _ [d003/003

Coangress of the Enited States »

) Wlasbington, BDE 20515 -
May §, 1998 : MA‘ - ’gyg

Deac APL Prfsinlcnt: .

We understand from the April 26 Gront-page New York Times anicle that the AP( and
other industry representatives may be preparing an ambitiaus public relations campaign to tum
public opinion againat the Kyotg elimate change Ucaty. The anticlc reported that this campaign
will involve spending approximately §5 million over two year Lo help convince journalists,
paliticians, and the public that the risk of global climate change is 1aa uncertain to Justify
implamenting the treaty and other energy efficiancy measures-

We strongly wge you to debake the merits of the important issues surrounding climate
change aad not engage in a deliberate effert to confuse and obfuscate the public on these iasues.

Too ofen, special Interest organizatians have chozen to use the power of a well-financed
publie relations media campuign rather than an honest debate to achleve their goals in
Washington. We've seen this cffort by the tobacco industry aod befor: that by the health
insurance industay when it same to matters critical to public health and the esonomy.

Just last month, rmembers of the scientific community were asked 10 sign a petition

opposing the Kyoto Protessl: Accompanying the petition was an article maxda to ook as if it had
been published by the National Academy of Sclences. The petition not only bad pot beent
published by the NAS, it had not cven been published in any pearreviewsd journal In edditicn, - . T
the signatories affiliations wers not provided and the valldity of the signstories wenl unchecked, o
The petition names included a musician from the Spice Girls, to elic just one frandulent example T
on the list of credible “scientists ™ The NAS, in an extraordinary move, issaed a declaration - .. .»
disassodiating itself fram the agticlc and from the petition. . g

The affort reported by The New York Times directly contradicts the views of peatly 2,500
scientists on the xatharitative [ntagovemmental Panel on Climate Change whoss work
demonstrates that, while uncartainties xisz, the preponderance of cvidence indicutes thar _
anthropogenic causes are contibuting to global climaws change and that actions 10 combat glokal
warming are mexited. The IPCC was convened during the Reagan and Bush Adminisrrations,
and was promoted by both leaders as way to ensure a thorough and unbizsed review of elimate
science. While we walcome an open and honest debate on global warming, industry opponents
do not appear to be working to sccomplish this goal. .

The meastres needed 10 combat global warring not only arc justified by the science, but
they are in the best interests of our econamy aud public health. Implcmentation of energy
efficicncy measursy associated with the climata change treaty began decades priar ™ the treaty
agreement. Furdier implementation of these types of measures would save consumers moo<y,
create hundreds of thousands of jobs, cnbance U.S. economic competitiveness internatiopally,
and provide public health and cconomic benefita by slowing the growth of atmosphetic
greenhouse gas emissions. .

The global maarket for energy efficient produsts, for example, is $80 billion per year and
is expected to reach $125 billion per year by 2015, Energy efficlency and technology immovation
could lead to the ereation of over 800,000 new jobs over the next 15 years. Further, if all
Americans were 1o buy only energy-efficient "ENERGY STAR” products over the gext 15 years,
energy bills could be reduced by over 5100 billion, and greenhouse gas emissjons would be
decraaced by an amotmt equivaleas to raking 17 million cars off the road for EACH of thase 15
years, Moreover. 67 of Americans surveysd belicve that sseps should be taken to combat global
climare change, and say that reducing air pollution is an effective metbod for doing so.

We hope that rather thian lead such an irresponsible puhblic relations campaign, yon will
recognize — 8s a few of your industry colleagues appesr to have done ~ the importance of
renew?ble sniergy. energy cfficlency, and ather steps designed 1o prevent and midgate the
potential long-term and serigus adverse impects of global climare change. We urge you to
refocus vour effors on implementing and improving the more enviranmentally sound measures
you and your members have undertaken during e past scveral years,

Sincerely,

Tkt f. (oMl b0

MINTEQ AN AECYCUEQ PAER




