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i
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 Stem
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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;
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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 
emissions and encourage other countries, both industrialized and developing, to join us in 
implementing the Kyoto Accord so that meaningful reductions in greenhouse gas emissions take place.

Like you, I believe that reducing greenhouse gas emissions is an opportunity for economic 
growth and development, not a recipe for economic disaster. There are businesses across the country 
working on exciting and promising technologies with the potential to reduce drastically greenhouse gas 
emissions. As you know, many of these technologies have been designed by small businesses that lack 
the capital necessary to move Aeir 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 join in the 
Kyoto Accord, we must begin investing in these types of technologies and encouraging their use not 
only in the United States, but worldwide. ' ;

: I,

.v;,.

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 reduc6d carbon emissions. I believe that 
ArcTech’s work with humic acid demonstrates that it is possible to find innovative approaches to * V; 
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 ^ese types of innovative 
technologies within the Administration.

Thank you for your commitment to our environment.

Yours truly^

•;r

-r. :•••

Mnes P. Moran

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 to 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 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 efflciencies; 
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.
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November 21, 1997

The Honorable A1 Gore 
Vice President of die 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 assure 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.

Among 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-pcr-gallon increase in 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 Korea 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 resolution.s which state 
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.

Sincerely,

' "EnvironmentjU Treaty may cost many jobs,” The Charleston GaieUc, September 18, 1997.

■ Brewer, Steve, “SO cenl-a-gallon gas price jump tearei) with global warming pad," Housron Chronicle, September 18, 1997. 

^ Bu/neue, H. Sterling, "Global Waraiing 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 20515

Dear Representative Cramer:

Thank you for your lener 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.

I 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 variabUity 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%), mtrous 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 1990s has been the warmest decade on record, and 1997 
has been the hottest single year. The nine wannest 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 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 determme to 
what degree these events can be associated with the changes in primary variables attributable to the 

enhanced greenhouse effect.
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Furthennoie, 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 a discernible 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 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, provides an effective path forward aimed at enhancing our economic productivity 
while reducing emissions. Specifically, he called for a five year, $6.3 biUion 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 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 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 magnimde that energy prices are expected to decline due
to electricity restructuring.

Again. 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



04/30/98 THU 17:00 FAi 20:i4566474 cty 141005

Congrei(£ of t^e fHniteb ^tatto
of 3^eprei(entatitie!el 

SSufiington, 20515

November 13,1997

Mr, William J. Clinton 
President of the United States 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

C^Q

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 - firom 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 gaming 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 wanning 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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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,

-Muam:''
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May 4,1998

The Honorable Rob Portman 
United States House of Representatives 
238 Cannon House Office Buildii^
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 rouglily 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 Umted States m 
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 
- $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.

Sincerely,

Kathleen A. McGinty 
Chairman

KAM/rsk
cc: The Honorable J. Kenneth Blackwell

Ohio State Treasurer
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1-800-784-6388

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. 1 would also appreciate any comments 
that the White House night have in response to Mr. Blackwell's 
concerns.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

sincerely,

Rob Portroan 
Representative

RP/tm

Enclosures

PWWTEO ON ncCVCUD PAP«
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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.O.B.
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 Iggallv-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 S500 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.

Despite all of this, representatives from the United States and other nations will meet in Kyoto, Japan 
(December 1st - 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 a strong message to the 
President and Vice President urging them not to commit the United States to this legally binding treaty.

Witli best wishes...

Sincerely,

J. Kenneth Blackwell

9th Roor • 30 East Broad Street • Columbus * Ohio • 43266'0421 • (614) 466-2057
Not printed at taxpayer's expense.
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Many pitfalls await 

those who run down 

climate treaty path
At a Rocial gathering 

n hundred jictutt ago, n 
»von»n « raid to have 
approached J, Pierpont 
Moiipin and asked, “Mr.
Morgan, what is the 
stock market going to 
do?”

Morgan reportedly 
gare her the full benefit 
of his years of money- 
accumulating experi­
ence- "M.iflatn," he aaid.
“the .stock market will 
flurtuste."

If Moigan had been bom a 
hmxhwi yeaH» later and specialized 
in climate instead of money, and if he 
were asked now what the worid 
riimate Is rang to do, the same 
anmvw weiilfl be nppiopiwtc. “Mad­
am, the climate will fluctuate.”

\re can 
this time

J. Kenneth 
Blackwell

I am not suggesting that i 
^:e the possibility that Ihk 

• Henny Penny may be light The sky
may he warming. The seas may rise, 
^1 it would be inesponsiWe to sit 
idly by doing nothing if there is a 
■leal chance tnat all Uie ivodd's coas- 
,t^ cities will go under ivatcr in the 
next humhed years.

Neitlier, how'cver. is it respotvsi- 
lile lo nush to the binding Inter­
national greenhouse emi.ssiong 
agiocmcnt the administration is pro- 
liosing to replace the voluntaiy ap- 
|•tO!^ch wo agreed to in Rio de Jan­
eiro in 1092.

The admirustradnn's proposal is 
a fast antwer to incoinplAy formu­
lated questkro based on inad«iii«c 
data. The kindest thing we can say 
atwit this Ixit answer is that it is not 

•fart at all. At best, it b half fast
For starters, wo do not knmv 

whether giotial warming is taking 
|i|.-»ce now. It is true *.xt surface 
temperature readings have gone up 
by about t degree Celsius over the 
past century.
Some evirlence•suggests that Pivsidcru Busli was ligl-a 
rle«de“’* how!
ever, modest ^"olutttary, not mandatory, 
global cooling corbon dtoxide caps, and 
•nay have oc continued scientific
,""?we L'Jiv of the xmnnmg
do not know, phenomenon.
What we do

If globaj warrm'ng is taking 
' piece, we do not know the extent to 

. which greenhouse gases may he re- 
'nponsible. Climatologists believed 
• lor years that the sun’e energy out­
put was conatant. but some now

■ believe the solar constant may not be 
constant at all. Variations in solar 
activity may fully account for the 
degree roe in global temperature 
recorded over the past 100 years.

. This r degree change may be an 
enthely natural progression foUow-

■ ing the Little Ice Age that ended 
about the time Morgan was ahaiing 
his wisdom on the market, and it 
may well prove to be cyclical.

Even if «e could piopcrly con­
clude that capping carbon dioxide 
^wione woula remove the poten­
tial threat of global 'vanning, the 
administration's proposal will not 
get that done Even Its supporters 

• concede that emissions from China 
and India akne are likely to over­
whelm the proposed reductions by 
the United States and westei'n Eu­
rope.

Although the proposed climate 
tiea^ is not an answer to under­
standing global warming or capping 
carbon-dioxkle emisstotis, we can he 
certain It will acco<nplish several 
other objectives.

Fimt. if we wwt to h.Tsten the 
day when the United NabonK will be

tranaformed from an as­
sociation of sovereign 
states into s one-worid 
governing body, the di­
mate treaty wiH work. 
.Some international enti­
ty vrill be needed to en­
force emission man­
dates. Many American* 
bridled Rl the 55 mph 
national apeed limit. 
Imagine that fast an­
swer expanded to cover 
sU matters involving en­

ergy consumption, and imagine it 
administeced out of Geneva instead 
of 'Wwhington. That's the path »e 
are on if we acrept binding inter­
national mandates.

know ia that the diinate tieaty will 
not aiwver this question. Only time 
and serious scientific study will mn- 
diice an an.swcr.

Second, the diinate treaty win ' 
address the complaint that oambined - 
fedeni, state and local taxes take 
more of an avoage household's in- | 
eome than food, etothnig snd ^ter. 
Given the ormsion ops requM iy ' 
the year 2010, and using mainstream 
economic assumptions, pere^ in­
comes wiD go down substantraliy. In 
Ohio, real income per capita nvfll 
drop almoet 10 pocat, so with 'no 
change in our ntes, taxpajierenwO] 
pay less inoome tax. Houamg, food i 
and doihing prices wiS go up about ." 
10 percent. Some skeptica will aigiie! 
that the increased art of the neces- 
.rities should be acemnted for as 
taxes, but we wiD at least have , the 
appeswee of a change in the rela­
tionship of taxes vs. bsste

Third, we should see some pub­
lic health benefits. Service jobs are 
ueiially less hazaidoas than man­
ufacturing jobs, so the 34,000 
Ohioans who lose manufacturing 
jobs may thereby become less likely 
to suffer on-th^job injuries. This 
may not compute, because total em­
ployment is prejec^ to faD by more 
than 158,000 jobs, but so much the 

better. Wirkers 
are Burdy safer;:

I sitting at home' 
than going into 

I the perilous 
I workplace. And 

many of theae 
fortunate 
Ohioaiw will ex­
ercise more, at 
least during the 

- winter, bemuse 
their household energy bills will be 
$900to $1,100 hi^a', so they wfll 
have to keep moving to Stay warm.

Fourth, increasing the cert of 
gasoline by 60 cents a galkm should 
rethice exposure to highw»r acci­
dents. If people cannot afford to 
drive, they are leas likdy to be hint 
as long as they do not on the 
road.

But on the rtobal wanning sub­
ject. President Bu* was ri^t in 
1992 when he agreed to voluntary, 
not mandatory, carbm-dfogdde caps, 
and continued scientific aoutiny of 
the ■warmipg pbenomenan. Wth that 
as a foundation, we ebould use the 
next decade to take advanta^ of 
three windows of opportuni^.

Firrt ia the scientiSc work. We 
need to know whether gkibal wann­
ing is in fact taking phee. and if it is. 
what ia really causing it and what 
will arrest it

Second, if capping ™bon-diox- 
ide emissions ia neesasary. «e need 
an approach which wiD ap them 
globally instead of sunple-mmdedly 
transferring them foora one port of 
the etebe to another without mesn- 
inghO overall reduction.

Firally, we need to work with 
China. India and Other dweloping 
nations to help them meet their 

trenafer- 
not

J. Kenneth SfackMeS e trea­
surer of Onto.
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May 5,1998

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

Dear Senator Grams;

Tliank you for your letter to the President regarding the Kyoto Protocol. 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.

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 
aUowed 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 biUion 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 Umted States m 
aggreeate, 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 mcrease 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.
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We must move forward by unleashing the full power of free 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 creatjve 
ways to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. We can meet the challenge of global warmmg and 

grow the economy.

Again, thank you for writing.

Sincerely,

Kathleen A. McGinty 
Chairman

KAM/rsk
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Decernber 3, 1997
President William J. Clinton "-.ir; 9’il0:2c
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

Let me begin by commending you on your commitment to 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 
impose 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-earned 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.

PftlFfreO 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.

Since^ly,

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 5,1998

The Honorable Jim Gibbons 
United States House of Representatives 
1116 Longworth House OfiQce 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 m 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 m 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, md 
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 wamung 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 growmg 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 m primary vanables 

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) released its Second Assessment Report 
which contained the statement that "the balance of evidence suggests that there is a disceimble 
human influence 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 die 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 
Parties. 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
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SoKOMMITTEE on ENEftCr ANO MINERAL

COMMITTEE ON NATIONAL SECURITY
SUeCOMMiTTE^ ON MIUTAAY AESCABCH

ANO 0£VELO^ENT

SUeCOMMiTTEE ON MIvITaMY «£A0<NESS

- .
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Congresis? ot ttje ^niteli States 

^outfe of Eepresfentatibefi

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELUOENCE
SuBCOMMITTEt Ox TECHNIOlLAXp 

TACnCAt IMTEUpGENCE

REPUBLICAN POLICY COMMITTEE

gaming caucus 
TOURISM CAUCUS 

SPORTSMEN S CAUCUS 
AIR POWER CAUCUS

December 16, 1997

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

Dear Mr. President;

IS pm5.’2S

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 
""H j"? ■~ro'c5**? that maintain our preparedness in addressing potential threats. With the U.S.

________ ________________________ ^ * ____*____________ _ J *■
j vlt vAjE^ iii wsi viiii;; wl Oil U^C XUl Ulil {IMilCU U'Lt:

wiuicu vviii uicidic wficri auu TiOvv OcriAiii fiuiiiafy iii2iiit:uvci6 cwi oc earned out, and how
niuch fuel can be used. Many Nevadans arc also concerned that wiih major deveiopiiig 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,

/ GIBBONS 
T^^^ilember of Congress

JG/fU

CONGRESSIONAL OFFICES:

1116 CONQWORTH HOViSE O^^'CE BUILOiNG
Wasm-mgttjm, DC 20S15 

(202)226-6166

400 SouTM VifiGiNu STwecT. Sum S02 
Bcno. Nevaqa 69501 

(702) 666-57CD

6S0 South DuranOO ORivE. Suirf 107 
La? VEGA3. Nevada 89126 (7021255-1651

W«$TCBM fOLKXjP€ C€mt«a 
Ml RailoOaO StaSEt. Suirt 202 

€i.*cO, Nevada 69801
f702) 777-7920
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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 constituent 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 whUc 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. I hope we can work with you to advance these proposals.

Sincerely,

Kathleen A. McGinty 
Chairman

KAM/rsk
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December 1, 1997

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton 0£Cr5AMii::K 
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 bv 
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 enerav 
sources which they state will not only benefit the planet but will 
promote a new technological market.

Sine

He5na Ros-Lehtinen 
Member of Congress

IRLicac:jcl

PfliNTEO ON NCCVCceO #APCT)
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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 concern about comments made 
by the Vice President in Kyoto, Japan. Tlie President asked that 1 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 unpact 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 countnes 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 &om trading among developed countries alone.

The President’s domestic policies, as announced in his October 22"^ sp^h, 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 
d^elopment 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. YeUen testified that the economic costs to the Umted States m 
asBtesate, 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, TWs 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 
- $110 in 2010. This is roughly the same order of rnagnimde that energy prices arc 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, arid effective 
strategies for development and deployment of new energy efficient t^hnologies. 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.

Smcerely,

Kathleen A. McGinty 
Chairman

KAM/rsk
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December 10, 1997

The Honorable William J. Clinton 
President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20502
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OEC -rS:01

Dear Mr. President:

I am concerned 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 commimity 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 «nissions unless all nations join in the 
international treaty; and 2) any United Nations-sponsored agreement reached in Kyoto cannot 
result in serious hann 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 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 
will result in a 25 to 50 percent reduction in net fann 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 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 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 speciScs of how this will worit. Will this 
agenda lead to the United Nations requiring the United States to implement mandatory 
greenho^e 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 tirge that the Administration follow directives set by the Senate as the
negotiations process comes to a close.

Pat Roberts 
United State Senate



July 20, 1998

To:Roger Ballentine

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

Sincerely, 

Wesley Warren
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July 17, 1998

The Honorable Jeny Lewis 
2112 Rayburn House Office Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20515-0540

Dear Representative Lewis: ■

carbon dioxide (C02).with a view toward reclassifying It as a pollutant.

You have been greatly misinfcraied about the agreement we
the asieement EPA would examine omission reduction scenanos for the four

does not call on EPA to reclassify C02 as a pollutant under fte Clean Air Act m any
manner consider any change in the status ofC02 under the Act

C02 is one of the four listed pollumts in the proposed
dioxide, nitrogen oxides, and mercury) for the simple 2^s EPA
compounds emitted by electric utility coal combustioii. The deari A ^
,0 consider alternative control strategies as part of its dectsion *“^
mercmy from power plants. In the past EPA has been cnncmed for havmg a ^el
vision” approach to regulatory decision-making 7 ^hes on other
industry ^thout fell consideration of the effects of different approaches on other 

pollutants from the same industry.

1200 New York Ave., N.W. 
Suite 400
Washington, DC 20005 
202 289-6868 
Fax 202 289-1060
www.nrdc.org

71 Stevenson Street 
Suite 1825
SanFrancisco.CA 94105 
415 777-0220 
Fax 413 495-5996

6310 San Vicente Boulevard 
Suite 250
Los Angeles. C,^ 90048
213 934-6900 
Fax 213934-1210

40 West 20lh Street 
New York, NY 10011 
212 727-2700 
Fax 212727-1773

i00"v Hl.tromiimiT ilfivcii'.l
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is nothing “back-door” about this smdyt EPA
analyses of strategies affecting the four major power p P The analyses EPA has
Air Power Initiattvc” Report. See

Sincerely,

avid G. Hawkins 
Senior Attorney

cc: The Honorable Bud Cramer
The Honorable Joe Knollenberg



Congress of the United States 
V^nsitingtau. DC 20515

GREEmVOOD “MISINTERPRETS” OWN 

KYOTO AMENDMENT

July 17, 1998

Dear Colleague:

The House VA-KUD FY ’99 appropriations bill includes a provision that would prohibit the use of 
funds "to develop, propose, or issue rules, regulations, decrees, or orders ^e purpose of
implementation, or in contemplation of implementation, of the Kyoto Protocol. Rep. Greenwood
may propose an amendment to qualify this important provision by adding an exceptio^n stating 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 
ratification." However, he argued that the amendment is necessary to ensure that the language not be 
construed to limit EPA’s e.xisting 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 Protocol through new and broader interpretations of existing laws and regu ations. s we 
explained in our letter of July 16, EPA appears to have already begun to expand its authonty under 
e.xisting 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 
aureement to include new obligations to study controls for carbon dio.xide, seem entirely inconsistent 
wirh Administration assurances that it will not attempt to implement the Kyoto Protocol t roug t e 
regulator^' 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 Protocol, a detailed explanation of any egis 
regulatory actions that may be required to implement it. The Resolution language makes c ear t at i e 
Senate wishes to review all regulatory actions necessary to implement the Protocol commitments 
before anv action is taken.

The critical purpose of the VA-HUD restriction is to ensure that existing regulatory' authoraty is 
not misused to implement, or to sei^e as the basis for the future implemcnt.ntion of, the Kyoto 
Protocol ill advance of its consideration and approval by the Senate. r. reenwoo s
amendment, while perhaps well intended, would create a loophole that would allow EPA to ° ^^ 
very thing Congress intends to preclude. We again ask for your support of the current 
language onjfeijto, and that you join us in opposing the Greenwood and Waxman amendments.

Sincerely,

F. JAMES SENSENBRENKTER. JR. 
Member of Congress

KNOLLENBERG 
Member of Congress

JOHN D D JGELU 
Member of Congress
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JULY 15, 1998

No “Back Door” Implementation
Dear Colleague;

This week, the Mouse is scheduled lo consider II.R. 4194 the VA-llUD

Tnxrrre
emissions. Spccifiia^y' ihSTrovrs^onTroldbits^unL^^^^^^^^ used'^.'^rdevelop

fhrKvotrp’^''.^'' decrees, or orders...” that are designed to implericnt
the Kyoto Protocol before the ratification process has been completed. ^

Last year, the Senate passed the Dyrd-I lagel resolution by a 95 to 0 vote In
TriX-oJ,rLTJL
greenhouse gas emissions arc expected to surpass those ofihc developed world in the 
next century, participate meaningfully in the Kyoto Protocol. Byrd-Magcl sent a clear
IhfsinatL wo,dd'''"'""'f ^‘-‘aningful participation would be required before
prLess wTiTn d '’Th step in the ratification
process. When the Admimstralion signed Ihe Prolocol last December it rccocni^ed ih,.

corner Secretary of State Stuart liizenstal has since made firm
attemm imnl^ ° several Congressional committees that the Administration would not 
attempt implementation ot ,he Protocol until the ratification process had been completed.

HomnnTt ^ detailed in the U.S. Constitution. We think this aede^ is
Congress “ anpher oAlTm Administration’s commitments to
renuHiinn. development, proposal, and issuance of rules
Pr«i^o? ThiTlTri,;! ° >1» un™,m=d Kyolo

in..ud":Lr^^" "

can AZ;rilSo"S:rd"cn^t'n;oL‘«

iCxiollenbcrg 
Member of Congress Alan Mollohan 

Member of Congress

Ron KlinW ' 
Member of Congress
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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-HTJD Appropriations bill, H.R. 4194.

Wc headed the House delegation to Kyoto, Japan, and witnessed those negotiations that led to 
the Protocol's adoption. We believe that the Kyoto Protocol 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 recognition 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 arc inconsistent with Ylr. 
Eizenstat’s assurances, including: (1) proposed rules to limit the use of ozone-friendly
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 utilities.

Tlie Appropriations Committee’s limitation is consistent with the President’s and Under Secretary 
Eizenstat’s-assuranccs to Congress that Senate ratification must precede actions to implement the 
Kyoto Protocol. Given the obvious 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 VOTE ON TBDE GREENWOOD AND WAXIVIAN ANEENDMENTS IS 
A NO VOTE ON TBfE KYOTO TREATY UNTIL IT IS RATIFTED BY THE SENATE.

Sincerely,

, JAMES SENSENBRENNER, JR. JOHN D. DINGELL
ember of Congress Member of Congress
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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 provides 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 emissions. 
Specifically, the bill prohibits any funds from being used to develop, propose, or issue rules, 
regulations, decrees, or orders designed to implement the Kyoto Protocol until it has been presented to 
the Senate for its advice and consent to ratification, pursutuit to the U.S. Constitution.

Why Do We Need This Limitation?

The Kyoto Protocol would have a devastating impact on our economy. 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 Docs

The fundi.'ig limitation in the VA-HUD bill prohibits only certain categories of regulatory 
activities 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 implementation.

What the Provision Does Not Do

Contrary to some claims, it is important to note that this language docs not affect 
existing programs and ongoing activities to carry out the United States’ voluntary commitments under 
the 1992 Climate Change Convention. It does not hinder legitimate climate 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. Wc urge bipartisan support for this language. If you 
have any questions, please call Amanda Barnett or David Cherington at 5-5802.

Sincerely,

Coi^^cssmaiWtrry Lewis 
ChJiman, VA-HUTD

Congressman -loe Knollcnbcrg 
Member of Congress

Congressman Bud Cramer 
Member 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 Collt:ague:

Here’s the climate change issue before us in the VA-HUD Appropriation; Wliat should you do if 
you don’t support the Kyoto Protocol in its current form, bat believe that we ought at least to be tlrinking 
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 Knollcnberg 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 wc support. The Knollenberg language is a gag 
order.

The backers of the Knollenberg amendment have alternated between claiming that their language 
would do no such thing, and explaining precisely how it blocks EP.A activities. They can’t have it both 
ways. If the backers ot the Knollenberg language did not actually intend to interfere with legitimate EPA 
activities, they would be supporting the Greenwood amendment. Instead, they are attacking the 
amendment and touting that their amendment would block an EPA agreement that simply involves 
measuring carbon dioxide 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, for 
example,^ block planning for credits for early reduction of greenhouse gases — something industry wants. 
And that’s_just one e.xample. The report language shows the real intent -- it blocks EPA from even 
putting inlormation 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 shmrLd not be implemented before ratification. But that 
doesn’t mean we shouldn’t even be talkingxSfAi^ing about ways to attack climate change.

"Sine^l/

Sherwood ^oejllert 
Member of Congress

THIS STaTIONEBY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED FIBERS

Congrefig of tte ^niteb ^tatesi
^Los^mgton. 33C 20515 

July 15, 1998
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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-HXJD appropriation bill for the purpose of halting efforts by the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to vvrite rules, regulations, decrees, ^d o^ers 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 rather chaotic international 
negotiations in Kyoto, Japan that in the wee hours of the morning of December 1 L 
culminated in the adoption by the Parties to the 1992 Framework Convention ori 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 country would have to start that reduction as early as 200S,

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

To his credit. President Clinton has reorganized this inequity and the adverse 
environmental impact of such non-participation in the Protocol’s legally binding reduction 
commitments. Fie 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 
.A.dmiiiistration will not submit the Protocol to the Senate for advice and consent to ratification, 
pursuant to the Constitution, until “meaningful participation from key players in the developing 
world” has been achieved. The Under Secretary said that; “Requiring such participation by 
developing countries was the intention of Senate Resolution 98 - an intention the Administration 
shares.”

The Under Secretary also assured Congress that the A.d mini strati on would not .ittempt to 
implement the Protocol before the President submits it to the Senate for adrice and consent to 
ratification. He stressed 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 Protocol 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 irnplement the Kyoto 
Protocol 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 countries. It 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 h only imposes limits on its command and control acUvities. 
Other efforts, such as its Climate Change Technology Initiative, are not touched by the limitation.

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.

Ron Klink Emerson
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July 16, 1998

TO MENfBERS OF THE U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIV-ES;

The U.S. House of Representatives will soon begin consideration of H.R. 4194, the 
fiscal year 1999 V.-i.-HUD and Independent Agencies appropriations bill. The bill and its 
Comminee report contain important provisions barring the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) and the U.S. Council for Environmental Quality (CEQ) from spending 
ta.xpaycrs’ money to implement the Kyoto Protocol Climate Change Treaty until it is 
ratified by the Senate as required by the Constitution of the United States. The bill also bars 
EP.4. and CEQ from holding so-called ‘educational seminars’ on alleged global warming 
since these agencies — under the guise of "educationar outreach and grants to the states — 
have been attempting to take actions to implement the treaty.

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

On prior occasions, the Chamber has called your attention to several post-Kyoto 
economic analyses that conclude that the pratcccl would needlessly cost U.S. consumers 
billions of dollars and rniliicns of jobs and threaten our nation's sovereignty. But the 
provisions included in the YA-KUD Appropriations bill address an even larger issue; the 
sanctity of the U.S. Constimticn and the role of Lhe Senate in ratifying treaties that will have 
the force of law. The United States Senate as required under Article II of the United States 
Constitution has .not ratified the Kyoto Protocol. 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.

Tne 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, yv/iicA (^u/y ratified. Rather, it will 
deny funding of rules, regulations, guidance documents and other attempts to implement the 
Protocol 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 //ow They Voted vote guide for 1998.

Sincerely,

R. Bruce Josten
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Dear Colleague: July 16, 1998

The Gore-Waxman Official Weather 

, Forecast Legend
' (prepared by NOAA-paid scientists)

Hot = global warming 
Cool = global warming 
Rainy = global warming 
Dry = global warming 
Clear = global warming 
Cloudy = global warming 
Sleet = global wanning 
El Nino = global warming 
La Nina =global wanning 
La Bamba = global warming 
Traffic jam = global warming 
Tornado = global wanning 
Sunrise = global warming 
Sunset = global wanning 
Lightning = global warming

Windy = global warming 
Calm = global warming 
Humid = global warming 
Less Humid = global wanning 
No Humidity = global warming 
Snow = global warming 
Hail = global wanning 
Low Crop Yields = global warming 
High Crop Yields = global warming 
Earthquake = global wanning 
Volcanic eruption = global wanning 
Seinfeld Canceled = global wanning 
High Tide = global wanning 
Low Tide = global warming 
Low SAT Scores = global warming

France Wins World Cup = global wanning

ji^jiaYworth
MemWf of Congress

Warmly,

^®HNE. PETERSON 

^^ember of Congress
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THERE YOU GO, AGAIN
(Part IT)

Dear Colleague:

Editorial From today’s Washington Times.

A1 (jore warais up
X s there any misfortune, disaster or otherwise 
I unwelcome phenomenon out there that Wee Pres- 

Xident A1 Gore can’t blame on alleg^ global warm­
ing? Last time it was the forest fires in Florida. Next 
time he n^ hold it responsible for the hearftreak 
of psoriasis. Fbr the time being, however, ift the heat 
wave in the South.

“The evidence of global warming keeps pil^ up, 
month after month, week after wei^’’ 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 swdtering out here.”

Mr. Gore acknowledged that he couldn’t actually 
prove global wanning 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 high for 
June in 1994.

Before anyone starts house hunting in Iceland, 
worth noting that about the same time Mr. Gore was 
issuing his Eyxjcalyptic 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 tiie University of Alabama^ Earth System 
Science Laboratory in Huntsville, is that rep^ 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 
go back as for as records kept at the local level, \^ch 
can date back a century or more.

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

July 16, 1998

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 expeditious 
and representative picture of today’s ‘extremes' in 
terms of over 100 years of Alabama^ climate. In tte 
mean time, when old timers say, ‘aw shucks, it was 
worse back in ’52, ’53 and ’54,’ 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. Ihe 
accord seeks to limit possibly climatpi-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 
foiled to resolve disagreements over the plaa

Meanwhile US. lawmakers, who think the plan 
would put the country at a competitive disadvaiftage 
given all the exemptions for other countries, have 
declined to finance the administration^ S63 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 ftom taking steps to implement tiM proto-" 
cols before they are ratified by the Semate.

Hence Mr. Core’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 anyttung he can find at band. 
When will lawmakers get the message?'The bad news 
for Mr. Gore is that it appears they already have.

E. PETERSON 
W Member of Congress

C/
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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 wanner 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 centuiy 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, bmsh 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 uiiusual 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,

TALENT 
Member of Congress

JOHN E. PETERSON 
^Member of Congress
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April 30, 1998

Dear Colleague;
As you probably know, states are being asked to develop strategies to help reduce the 

amount of greenhouse gases 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 j^ergy s 
F-nergy Fitness Program, collaborated in a study to determine regional effects. The study 
also identified low cost strategies for reducing grwnhouse gas emissions in Wisconsin, it is 
intended to serve as the foundation for a Wisconsin Climate Ciiange Action Plan.

Among other findings, the study concluded that;

* Low cost measure are 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.

* Implementing 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 obtain^ by 
calling Katherine Hahn in my office. If you have any questions or would like to discuss th^e 
results of the study, please contact Michael Amy, director of the Leonardo Academy at (608) 

255-0988.

Sincerely,

please respond TO;

□ 2331 H-,VflUPIN Housii OFfICB BliILDIHG 
Wir.MiNOTON. DC 20516-4902 
1202) 225-230B THIS MAILING WAS PREPARED. PUBLISHEQ. AND MAILED AT TAXPAYER EXPENSE 

THIS S I'ATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE OF RECYCLED FIBERS

□ 16 Nnfmi CAftROCi. SrncET
Hoom tXO 
MAOi^Ont. liJ'/QD 
tCClO) 257-32D0
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executive office of the president
OFFICE OF management AND BUDGET

WASHINGTON. D-C. ZOSO

April 28, 1998

The Honorable Vic Fazio
U.S. House of Repi«sentaiives 
Washington, D-C- 20515

Dear Representative Fazio;

yo. for your lot«r^
increased mvestment your longstanding leadership on these

S^Ssxe Jour oooc«» abour 4o oritidama rhd soo» have directed et d«se

important proposals.

renewable enwgy j ^agreed to pursue under the 1992 Framewoik

;::5X5 - r™-«■>«--" “e *^ *'^’“*
reduced emisapns of greenhouse gases.

Congress. Ihetnergy ” 7 ^.-rWerdevelopmentoflow-emission,

-l.teu.nr with these existing.efibrte to improve energy Technology.

V V^UOUgore ---------------------------



04/29/98 WED 08:02 FAX 
-pR-ae-ae

®003

tot the SetBte ^
Coitmdttees, dunng debate ou the Sei^b t« measmes eaimot be 6irly ladl'd as

^tt,a,con^|»^^”c«n.at;ehaesebe^^^

of thesebed,e.ptcpose.s attd
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issues of mutual concern-

Sincerely,'

FranklmD. Raines
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Congress of tte fHniteli States
JHafitjinBton, 3BC 20515

March 27. 1998

Dear Chairman Livingston and Ranking Member Obey: 

that you consider supporting this request with full funding.

energy tonre .he. »iU benefi, our economy,
public health, the environment, and national security, 

bunding ,he deve.opn.en, m,d expend^
proven mvesnnent that wiU pay .Mediate ivn e Despite these SBvmgs, the U.S.
reduced tee nadona, "rTe^S"^ ^nn. tel? exceeds tee entire military
“rtTai^nZtf teat i effide^ -M -e U.S. indnstey as much as SiS3 biiilon 

per year by 2010.
p tnHina for renewable energy sources also is critical to America’s energy independence. Nearly half of 
u S o ' ^ Momd te 1W6. Continned development of efficient and nmewable^erY solves 
pi^t'against fbiure oil price shocks and &ee up capital foi increased dnmenc mvesOnent that wUl sp

economic growth.
Moreover, our nation needs continued funding for innovative tes^h to maintain “

bring together innovative thinkers from our universities, corporations, and national laboratories to kl 

tough technological challenges.
Attached is a list of tee sectors teat tee programs would support, and *'*' ““J” v^i^fHonr
We hope tee Committee will give these requests tee utmost consideitmon. We thaldc you for y ut
contod assistance and look forward to working with you as this process moves fonvard.

Sincerely,
OlLlWCii^L^, .

Frank Pallone, Jr. ^ Henryiry^axman ^

PRINTED ON HECTO.EO PAPER



03/30/97 15:00 FAX (2)003/006

Page Two
March 27, 1998 ,

aurice Vlinchey

'George Miller

Dale Kildee

Peter DeFazio

Danny Davis

Earl Blumenauer

owdtd Dentian

/ .

Luis^tierrez f

George Bl^a \

Olver

PotcIc Kennedy

(°Aun^
Edward Markey

E/Uyi' L.
Eliot Engel ~ CT

Lloyd Doggert

■1

Greg Ganske

James Maloney
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Page Three 
February 27, 1998 ,

Thomas Allen
Hizabeth Purse

Dennis K-ucinich

'y]hMiiiL
Coj6tance Morelia

David Bonior

QWi
Nancy Felosi

Sherwood jtojilert

JamesAllyhuni

istopheixShays

Gary Aclseiman

William Delahunt
Peter Deutsch

Bill Pascrell, Jr.
cCarthy
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Page Four 
March 27, 1998 ,

ivers

Patsy^Mink T

old Nadler

Lynn^oolsey  ̂j

yiUw„-
Benjamin Gilman

Martin Sabo

Diana DeGette

Dpnald Payne

Chairman Rogers, Commerce, Justice, State and Judiciary Subcommittee;
Ranking Member Mollohan, Commerce, Justice. State and Judiciary Subrommittee;
Chairman Skeen, Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Administration, and Related
Agencies Subcommittee; , • • jRanking Member Kaptur, Agriculture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Admmistiation, 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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the director

executive office of the president
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET

WASHINGTON. D.C- a»D3

April 28/ 1998

The Honorable Dale Bumpers 
United States Senate 
Washington^ D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Bumpers;

Thank you for youT letter m die President
increased mvesttnent in energy your longstanding leadership on these

SL'rXy~ems about the cnttcisms that some have directed at these

important proposals.

«^bodgetprioriri=s. inwhile,

American people.

reduced emissions of greenhouse gases.
,„^hon.,hoe«hn»p™nio^^^^-^ —

aanding priority of this ^^cSto aalienge and Qreen Lights progroM are
Congress. The Energy ? rtner;htos that foster development of lo-w-einission,

cL^ent vrith these existing efforts to improve energy technology, 

ssno^d ahove^
cS^^^fttlnsh AdmitdsnarionW a^.o sevaial monte oariiorinRic-
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SeMle floor on April 2.1998. “
Lugar and Domecici vwy cogently loUsled as efforts to implement the Kyoto

srs^roftno.

issues of mutual concem-
Sincexely,

FtanklinD-Raines
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The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton 
The White Hnusc 
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: “May I 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.”

We Wore pleased to hear Ambassador Eizenstat assure the Committee and the Senate that 
is Administration will take no steps to implement this treaty by executive authority or other 

ack-door meiltods of circumventing the United States Senate.

Mr. Pnesident, 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 
request, we sex^ your personal assurance that Secretary Eizenstat accurately portrayed the

Secretary Eizenstat:
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The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton 
Marchs, 1998 
Page 2

m■■

f ■

• T ! j .

Administration’s policy that you will not seek to impose any binding restrictions on any elements ' M' f; 
of the U.S. economy that would have the effect of implementing terms of the Kyoto Protocol .^•1'’;
without it first being consented to by the United States Senate. ' /

■ ,*' ■ 'i-''

Thank you. ^ C' V'V: /
■T.

TRENT LOTT 
Majority Leader

I'i .r

Sincerely,

TRPMTrnTT HELMS 
Chairman '
Committee on Foreign Relations

CHUCK HAGEL 
Chairman
U.S. Senate Climate 
Change Observer 
Group i

, 1
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Dear Senators:

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 recognize that the United States cannot become bound to the

the United States Senate and implementing the Kyoto agreement by 
executive euthority.

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 ^d which also reduce 
our emissions of greenhouse gases. ^^e effort to
promote energy efficiency and renewable ener^has been a long 
standing priority of this and previous administrations, supported 
in Congress on a bi-partisan basis. That is why I have proposed a 
package of tax incentives and research and development spading 
as one of my top budget priorities.
package will improve energy efficiency, spur the development of 
renewable energy resources and enhance America's leadership in 
clean energy exports./ will protect our environment, decrease 
energy costs for con^merX and businesses, increase economic
competitiveness, ancy lower dependence on foreign oil.

/-iniwrn..* irr^nlH jusMtiocI Cintiaag«-<iiiy-iniwrn..* ir,^n 1 H nn th°-j »- ^^^n
^boont-bhe threat bf globa-i. ^at these measures will
also reduce greenhouse gas emissions makes them all the more 
compelling, part^ularly in helping America meet its commitment 
under the existing 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 y6ur consideration of the budget, I hope that you 
will see thesfe proposals for what they are - prudent incentives 
that will strengthen our economy and enhance our energy
independence/- and that you will evaluate them o their own

•AoO^
-(^1 U ^ ^ i
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THOMAS fi. WOliAMS. staff CHMCTOA FOR THE HWORITY 
SAM E. FOWISR. CHIEF counsel FOR THE HINOmTY

lanitcd States ^oiate
COMMITTED ON

ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES 
WASHINCTON, DC 20510-6160

WWW.SENATE.G0v/,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 learning 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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Bob Franks (R-MJ). Co^Chair 
225 Cannon HOB 
WashJngfton, D_C. 20515 
(202) 225-5361 
FAX (202) 225-9460

II
Marly Meehan (D-MA), Co-Chalr 
2434 Rayburn HOB 
Washington, D.C, 20515 
(202)225-3411 
FAX (202) 2Z5-0771

THE Congressional Task Force on Manufacturing

March 30,1998

Dear Colleague:
We urge you to join us in signing the enclosed letter to Chairm^

S158 million £ fonding for the industrial energy effici^cy
Technologies (OFT) and $70.5 mfllion for the Energy Infonnatton Administration (EIA).

Son’s oo.nprftlyo««s =«d r=p^
IrStredmategy to deal with *• olallH.ges of lowering the rate of enoMioiin OW s ^grams 
Leate paltnersliips with induatries to improve energy effid^ ^ prod^nvity. By sha^ the 
codrfweealch Ll development end eneoureging competition for and mn^ona.
die federal government leverages inveatment in technologies that ^n « msnu&m,^
teeta the Lure, At the same time. OIT provides important ttchracal support to small and mid- 
sized manufacturers who want to improve efficiency now.

EIA needs a modest increase in funding to meet additional responsib^es for 
collection of greenhouse gas emissions. Please join us in supporting the funding needed for these

important programs.
Please contact Tim Paniels at 5-S361 by Friday, April 3.

Sincerely

CongraBsional Manufecturing Task Force

optimal form —----------------

f^ANSMiTTA^
* 01 pagu ►

Far#

PHOTOCOPY
PRESERVATION

5099.101
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larntd States Senate
WASHINGTON, DC 20S10 

April 2, 1998

Dear Chairman Domenici:

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

to $389 million.

Investment in these renewable programs is important for several reasons. First, 
renewable energy research and development programs enhance fuel and technology 
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 half 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 billion per year by 2020, at 
which time this country will be importing nearly 50 percent more oil than in 1396.

Second, investments in renewable energy increase the U.S. market share of domestic 
and internatiorial markets for energy-supply products and permits the expansion 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 development assistance 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 not surrender our lead to 
foreign competitors, who clearly recognize the potential 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 to maintain 
our nation’s interests. Thank you for taking into account these high priority matters.

Sincerely,

fords Senator William V. Roth, Jr.
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JEFFORDS/ROTH RENEWABLES BUDGET LETTER 

FOR ENERGY AND WATER APPROPRIATIONS

42 Signatories

James M. Jeffords William V. Roth, Jr.
Richard G. Lugar Tom Daschle
Arlen Specter Patrick J. Leahy
John H. Chafee Edward M. Kennedy
Susan M. Collins Tom Harkin
Tim Johnson Paul Wellstone
John F. Kerry Mary L. Landrieu
Barbara Boxer Daniel Patrick Moynihan
Dianne Feinstein J. Robert Kerrey
Jeff Bingaman Joseph R. Biden, Jr.
Dale Bumpers Max Cleland
Carl Levin Patty Murray
Carol Moseley-Braun Frank R. Lautenberg
Joseph 1. Lieberman Richard J. Durbin
Jack Reed Slade Gorton
Olympia J, Snowe Christopher J. Dodd
Paul S. Sarbanes Herb Kohl
Ron Wyden John Glenn
Russel! D. Feingold Richard H. Bryan
Charles S. Robb Charles E. Grassley
Kent Conrad Bob Graham

COPY ATTACHED
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Senator Richard G. Lugar

'Senator Arlen Sjlrfter

S^tor John H. Chafee

Senator Susan M. Collins

Senator~ri^

najor JPom Daschle

■Z?-4

Senaj^ John/=.

atoitTBarbara Boxer

Senator Dianne Feinstein

Senator Patrick J. Leahy

Senator Edward M. Kennedy /

Senator Tom Harkin

I/O
Senator Paul Wellstone

)ea®or Mary L. Landrleu

Senator Danie! PaWck

Senator J. Robe
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Senator Carl Levin
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Chptv CUl

5enatoH*atty Murray
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Senator Ron Wyden

Senator Russell D. Feii^old

Senator Charles S. Robb

BaJ(^I

senator John Glenn
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Senator Charles E. Grassley
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Congress o( tf)e Saniteb States
©Hasfjmgton, 3D€ 20515

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.

• 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.

mnrto ON «CYCL£0 pa«r



• 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,

NJAMIN A. GILMAN

. SMITH

. TRAFICANT

PAT DANNER

OOhiM.
A C. WATTS y

DAN BURTON



BOB INGLIS

FRED UPTON ~^ ^

Slc>RICHARD BURR

^H WAMP t/



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH I NGTON

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,

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
WASH INGTON

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,

0\

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 

WASH INGTON

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,

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,

Sbian Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President 
for Legislative Affairs

n
/ V

The Honorable Dan Burton 
Chairman
Committee on Government Reform and Oversight 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASH INGTON

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,

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President 
for Legislative Affairs

The Honorable Pat Danner 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASH I NGTON

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,

Susan Brophy 
Deputy Assistant to the President 
for Legislative Affairs

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



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH I NGTON

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,

X ;
Susan Brophy ^
Deputy Assistant to the President 
for Legislative Affairs

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



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASH I NGTON

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,

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,

1
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 

WASH INGTON

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,

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 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 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 

WASH I NGTON

January 16, 1998

MEMORANDUM FOR KATIE McOINTY

PROM; 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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Hnitcd States Senate
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

WASHINGTON. DC 20510-6025

September 18, 1997

SE:^25-^li;0bThe Honorable William Jefferson Clinton 
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. I 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 globtd 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, 

Robert C. Byrd
RCB.mam



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASH INGTON

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,

)iiU iU:
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

WASH I NGTON

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 
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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CA'^L LE'. N
MICHIGAN

Bnited States 3tnate
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-2202

November 25. 1997

The President
The White House 7 - j q :
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. President:

I 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, I 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.

Sincerely,

Carl Levin

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER



cc; The Honorable Al Gore
The Honorable Stuart Eizenstat



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASH I NGTON

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, if 
I can be of assistance to you, please do not hesitate to contact
my office.

Best wishes.

Sincerely,

■L
-

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President 
for Legislative Affairs

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



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

December 12, 1997

memorandum for KATIE McGINTY

FROM:

SUBJECT:

SUSAN BROPHY 
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter that was sent to the 
President from Sen. Carl Levin (D-MI).
I do not believe this letter requires the President's response at

Office of Legislative Affairs, attention Chris Walker.

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

Enclosure
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COMMITTEES.

INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS 
GOVERNMENT REFORM

Chair.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC 

POLICY AND TRADE

Vice Chair:
SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
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Congress! ot tfte JBniteb States 

House of Eepresentatibes
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN

18TH DISTRICT, FLORIDA

/ , ^LHASE SE3RONO 'G
224C Ra.3_ = s 3^ lC". ■,

Aashing-cn. OC 20515-::-'3

2021 225-3931
FAX 1202' 225-5620

DISTRICT OFFICE 
9210 Slnse' Drive 

Suite 100 
Miami. FL 33173 
(3051 275-1S00 

Fax i.305i 275-1801

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 
industrialize 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 technologist^! parket.

Sincen

IRLicac

Il6%fpr1lb^-Xehtinen 
Member of Congress
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASH INGTON

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, 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

December 12, 1997

memorandum for KATIE McGINTY

FROM:

SUBJECT:

SUSAN BROPHY 
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

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 haJe any questions, please feel free to call Chris at 456-7500.

Enclosure
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RON WYDEN
OREGON

717 Hart Senate Building 
Wasnington, DC 

20510-3703 
1202) 224-5244

e'Tjaii:

5enalor@wvden senate gov 
^eo S'te

WWW senate gov. -wvden,

Idnitcd ^S'tatEs Senate
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-3703

December 2, 1997

The Honorable Bill Clinton 
President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C.

:-zcc

Dear Mr. President:

CommineM:

Budget
Commerce. Science 

& Transportation 
Energy & Natural Resources 
Environment & Public Works 
Special Committee on Aging

Oregon State Offices:

500 NE Multnomah St 
Suite 320
Portland, OR 97232 
1503)326-7525

151 West 7th Ave 
Suite 43S 
Eugene, OR 97401 
1541) 431-0229

Sac Annex Building 
105 Fir St 
Suite 210
La Grande. OR 97850 
(541)962-7691

U S. Courthouse 
310 West 6th St 
Room 118 
Medford, OR 97501 
(541)858-5122

The Jamison Building 
131 NW Hawthorne Ave 
Suite 107 
Bend, OR 97701 
15411 330-9142

707 13th St, SE 
Suite 285 
Salem, OR 97301 
(503) 589-4555

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 
(CO2) 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 fi-om explicitly incorporating forest management strategies into a more 
comprehensive strategy of mitigating atmospheric COj.

Forests possess an enormous capacity to absorb atmospheric CO2 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 COj regulation on Earth. The basic structure of the leaf, the point 
of uptake for CO2, has remained virtually unchanged for eons because it works and 
wor^ 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 fi-om 
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 CO2 by 2008-2012.

Studies fiom the Northwest and other regions of the United States show that on-the- 
ground forest management programs can reduce atmospheric CO2 concentrations by 
20% at a cost fiom $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
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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 CO2 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, I 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.

RonWyden U 

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,

'"'li }/

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President 
for Legislative Affairs

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



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASH INGTON

December 12, 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR KATIE McGINTY

PROM; 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 
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 10, 1997
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The Honorable William J. Clinton 
President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20502

Dear Mr. President:

I am concerned 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 by a 
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 flie United States. This will be devastating to ^erica’s fo<^ and 
fiber machine as well as to job creation across the economy. It has been estoated 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 rightfiilly 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 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 requiring the United States to implement mandatory 
greenhouse gas emission strategies developed by the UN’s Intergovemniental 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 Roberta 
United State Senate

PRy



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WAS HINGTO N

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 i/ '

Susan Brophy
Deputy Assistant to the President 
for Legislative Affairs

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



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASH INGTON

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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Cong;re£(£( of tlje ®niteb S>tate£(
l^ouie^e of 3Repref(entatit)e£( 

Ola^bington, BC 20315

November 13, 1997

Mr. William J. Clinton 
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 e.xclude 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,
T)/ r

r



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASH INGTON

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,

V /'A
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

WASH INGTON

November 27, 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. 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 q^iestions, please feel free to call Chris at 456-7500.

Enclosure
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON

December 19, 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR KATIE McGIMTY

FROM: SUSAN BROPl 
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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LETTER AT ALL TIMES AND SEND COMPLETED RECORD TO RECORDS 
MANAGEMENT.
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December 1, 1997

The Honorable William Jefferson Clinton 
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.

Sine

Ilrana Ros-Lehtinen 
Member of Congress

IRL:cac:jcl
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASH INGTON

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,

JLL J ; t H / 1 L i I
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

Jamuary 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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JIM GIBBONS
2-.C Oi-'iTRlCT. NEVADA
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Congrtss of tfje ©niteli States
l^ouse of i^eprcsentatibesl

December 16, 1997

-J 5^CT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE
< ^ • L/ I — ;s i:», »\c

I -i.:-CA_ s--:..

REPUBLICAN POLICY COMMITTEE

GAMING CAUCUS 
TOURISM CAUCUS 

SPORTSMEN S CAUCUS 
AIR POWER CAUCUS

President William J. Clinton 
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Ave. C £0 :s
Washington, D C 20500

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 
wanning.' 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 MUitary 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,

M GroBONS 
[ember of Congress

JG/ru

CONGRESSIONAL OFFICES:

1 y 16 LONCrtOBTW HOUSE OfciCE Building

Wasmingtcn. DC 20515 
-202)225-6155

400 South Virginia StrcET, Suite 502 
Reno. Nevada 89501 

(702) 686-5760

850 South Durango Drive. Suite 107 
L>s Vegas. Nevada 89128 

17021255-1651

Western Fouliee Cestr 
501 Railroad Stbeet. Sun 202 

Elko Nevada 89801 
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASH INGTON

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,
,)

J
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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CongresSi ot tbe «mteH States
^ 20515

May 8,1998

Dear Colleague:

sc
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Climate CffCQ V*0 conchy ^ ,uiate dumge. Tte

$230 per year.
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ofBce at X5-4671 to sign onto the letter.

GEORGE
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(CongsceiS of tf)e fHmteti Stated
" ^o0tl(nBtan. iDC 205^5

May 8,1998

Dotf API Preslilcnt:
I i‘

Wo xutientaoA rrom tho April 26 froBl-pme fftiw York Tima iniclc ih»i ihe M»d 
other industry repnesentaiivcs nuy bo preparing W ambiliaus public relailons campugn to Oirn 
public opinion against (he Kyoto eltmnie ohange Iraiy. TTie article rqMtted that this empoign 
will involve spending appri«timaiely SS milfion over two yean to help convince jouniaJlats, 
politiciaiu, and the public ihaitho risk of global cliniate change la too uncertain to justify 
implementing the treaty and other energy efficiency nieasures-

We strongly urge you to debak: the merits of the important issues sunounding climate 
change and "« enBitge in a deliberaie efftri to confuse and obfuseatc the publie on these issues.

Too e Aen, special Interest organialiana have chosen to use the power of a well-flnaaced 
publie mlations media campaign rather than an honea debau to oehleve their goals in 
Washington. We've seen this eflbit by the lobneco industry and beSsm that by the health 
insurance industry when it came to marten critical (0 public health and the economy.

Just last iBonlhp iiMmbeta of the saaidfic conununiQr were asked to sign a pnition 
opposing the Kyoto Preiocol; Accompanying the pmirion was an article made to look as if it had 
been published by the National Aademy of Sdaiees. The peSiiion not only had not been 
published by the NaS, it had not even been publishad in angr peer-ieviewBd joiimaL In addid«?W 
the signalorie* afRIiatiaiu wen not provided and the validity of the ngnaloiies wait tmehoM., 
The petition names included a iquadan firan the Spice Girlsi to elie just one finndulent example 
on the list of otedible •'seianites.” The MAS, in an eroaoidinaiy move; bsmd a dedamdon .
disassoeiaiing ibelf from the article and fiom the pcsiiiQn. ' J '

The effofi ropeited by The y«w York Tuna dircslly conlcadieta Ihs views of nearly'2,^ 
scientists on the atothoritaiive Intergovcmidenial Panel on CUmaie Change whose work 
demonsuaies that, wbU« uncertainties etds^ the prapondetaace of evidence indicates that 
anihiopogeiuc are eoniiibuiing to global climate change and that adians to combat global 
wanning are merited. The IPCC was convened during the Reagan and Bush Admlnisnaiiaiis, 
and was promoted by both leadeis as way to ensure a Aonugh and unbiased review of ellmafe 
science. While we welcome an open and honest debate on global wanniiig, industry opponents 
do not appear to be wodcing to accomplish this goal.

Tie measints needed to combat global warning not only arc justified tbe science but
they are in the bmt Interests of our econoaty and public baalth. Implcmenratlon of eneisr 
efficiency mcasuim associatod with the elinuto rihangc troafy l«gBn drradrs prior m the treaty 
agreement. Further imploraentaiion of these types of measures would save consumers money, 
create hundreds of thousaoids of jobs, enhance U.S. economic compethiveneu utemarioiially, 
and provide public health and ccoiaornic benefits by slowing the growth of aimosipherie 
greenhouse gas emissions. • ■

The global market for energy efitcient preduen, for example,’ is S80 billion per year and 
is expected to teach 5125 billion per year by 2015. Energy eflldeocy and tedhnoiogy nmovation 
could lead to the creation of over 800,000 new jobs over (he Boa 15 yeais. Further, if all 
Americans were to boy only eoergyeffident “TNEROY STAR” products over the next 1S years, 
energy bills could be reduced by over 510Q billion, and greenhouae gu emissions would be 
decreased by an amotmt equivalent to wUnp 17 miHion cars oGf the road for EACH of those l5 
years. Moieover. 61 of Americans surveyed believe that asps riiould be taken to eombat global 
climatt change, end say that roduelng air pollution is an eSeciive jnetbod for doing so.

We hope that ratheT than lead such an irresponsible pufalle relations campaign, you will 
recogniae - as a few of yoiff industry eollcagues appear to have done - the importance of 
renewable energy, energy dficiency, and qihcr steps designed to prevent and midgate the 
potential long-term and senous adverse impeets of global eliinaie change. Wc urge you to 
rofocus your efforts on implementing and improving the mote eiryiratimentally sound measures 
you and your members have undertaken during the past several years.

121003/003
i.

Sincerely,

REP. FRANK PALL'
2Lk^‘lLvr

GEokOE MILLER RES'
MltlTCe Om aSCTCUCI r*PBt


