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GKNF.RAL STATUS OF CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH 
REQUESTS REGARDING CLIMATF CHANGE AS OF 9/FS/9S

Chairman McIntosh has sent over 60 oversight requests to 22 agencies.

The Government Reform Committee has issues 7 subpoenas.

The 22 agencies were asked over 600 questions, with hundreds of additional 
subsidiary questions and numerous document requests.

Over 10,000 staff hours have been spent to date responding to the questions and 
compiling documents responsive to the Subcommittee’s requests.

Over 350,000 pages have already been produced for the Subcommittee.

Over $425,000 in estimated costs have been inclined to date.



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/17/98)

AGENCY NUMBER OF 
LETTERS/ 
VERBAL 

REQUESTS

NUMBER
OF

QUEST­
IONS

STATUS OF RESPONSE STATUS OF DOCUMENT 
PRODUCTION

NUMBER
OF

STAFF/
STAFF
HOURS

(approximate 
as of 9/17)

COSTS

Treasury 1. March 11 HQ’s l-7sent to Hill: May 5
8-14: August 4

18,000 pages produced 30/1,138 $46,567

2. April 28 follow-up Response sent to Hill: June 5

3. June 18: request 
for salaries &

August 4

expenses
WH Counsel reponse sent to 
Hill: June 29



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/17/98)

EPA 1. March 18 32 Q’s with 
102
subparts
including
19
document
requests

1-7 sent to Hill: April 22
15-17; 19-29; 31-32 sent to
Hill: May 15
8-14; 18(a-e); 19; 30 sent to
Hill: August 13
Supplemental response sent to 
Hill: Sept. 1

120,000 pages produced 67/1,520
•••’:

$58,100

2. Verbal Request 
for supplemental 
info

4 Q’s
Supplemental answers sent to 
Hill: May 21

3. August 10: 
Subpeona 11 Q’s

Reponse sent to Hill: Sept. 4

Smithsonian 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-14 sent to Hill: April 22 8 pages produced _/40



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/17/98)

DOE 1. March 18

2. May 1: follow-up 
letter

45 Q’s with 
80 subparts

1-6 sent to Hill: May 11
7, 8, 10, 14, 19, 20, 27,31,41, 
43 sent to Hill: August 28 
Remainder of Q’s sent to Hill: 
June 26

15,000 pages produced 70/600

-A .
'>'y'

$28,000

3. Verbal request 
for additional info

3 Q’s

4. August 13: 
Subpeona

7 Q’s

Interior 1. March 11

2. April 28: follow­
up letter

14 Q’s 1 - 5 sent to Hill: June 2
6-14: 0MB Clearance

11,835 pages produced 287/2,253 $101,296

3. June 3: follow-up
threatening
subpeona

Response sent to Hill: June 10

Commerce 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-8 sent to Hill: April 30
9-14 sent to Hill: August 14

6,901 pages produced
2,407 third party review

10/550 $19,957



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/17/98)

NASA 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-14 sent to Hill: May 6 7,000 pages produced 12/980
/o/

$35,700

2. April 28: follow- H L>

up letter

3. May 30: Verbal 
request for 
additional info

Response sent to Hill: June 3

NSF 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-14 sent to Hill: April 24 1,243 pages produced; also 
submitted

13/55 $2,266

2. April 27: Verbal 
request for 
supplemental info

4Q’s Sent to Hill: May 4 Existing Publication

3. April 29: Verbal 
request for 
publication

Sent to Hill: May 4

4. May 11: Verbal 
request for 
additional data

Sent to Hill: May 29

5. June 1: Verbal Internal review
request for 
additional data



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/17/98)

OSTP 1. March 11 14Q’s 1-7; 10-14 sent to Hill: May 8 
8-9 sent to Hill: July 7

25,000 pages produced 12/315

'0 1

$26,758

2. Verbal request 
for salaries & 

expenses

Internal review

3. June 26
Subpeona

8Q’s WH Counsel response sent to 
Hill: June 28; OSTP response 
sent to Hill: July 7

CEA 1. March 13

2. May 1: follow-up 
letter

34 Q’s, 
including
27
document
requests

1-7 sent to Hill: May 18
8-14 sent to Hill: June 16
15-34 sent to Hill: August 24

120,000 pages produced 14/670 $31,420

3. June 3 1 Q: Request 
for salaries 
& expenses

Response sent to Hill: July 16

4. August 10: 
Subpoena

5. Sept. 3



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/17/98)

0MB 1. March 2 HQ’s Response sent to Hill: May 13

2. March 6 67 Q’s Response sent to Hill: June 9

3. April 28 follow­
up letter

4. May 27: 
additional info

8Q’s Response sent to Hill: July 27

5. June 22 32 Q’s July 7, July 27

6. June 26
Subpoena

13 Q’s Response sent to Hill: July 7

7. July 10: 0MB 
letter additional info 
and contempt threat

2 Q’s Response sent to Hill: July 16

8,052 pages produced 12/125

/ t?-

$5,825



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/17/98)

CEQ 1. March 2

2. March 6

14Q’s

39Q’s

Response sent to Hill: May 13

Response sent to Hill: June 8

5,150 pages produced 14/355

JX—

$19,782

3. April 28 follow­
up letter

4. June 29:
Subpeona

13Q’s WH Counsel response sent to 
Hill: June 28
Responses sent to Hill: July
13, July 21, July 29, July 31

AID 1. March 12 HQ’s 1-7 sent to Hill: May 14 27,500 pages produced 10/325 $11,832

2. April 28: follow­
up letter

8-14 sent to Hill: Sept. 2 rc/

3. June 1: Verbal 
request for 
additional info

5Q’s Response sent to Hill: Aug. 10

4. August 11:
Verbal request

IQ Response sent to Hill: Aug. 13

5. Sept. 3: Verbal 
request

IQ



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/17/98)

NEC 1. March 11 HQ’s Response from WH counsel 
sent to Hill: April 2

N/A _/2

2. April 20 follow-up

HHS 1. March 11 HQ’s Response sent to Hill: April 2 25 pages produced _/5

DOD 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-7 sent to Hill: May 1
8-14 sent to Hill: July 9 500 pages produced

5/80

________

$3500

DOT 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-14 sent to Hill: March 31 135 pages produced 17/214^ ^ $11,142

2. Verbal request 3 Q’s Response sent to Hill: Sept. 11

TOTALS 62 611 N/A 369,600 produced
14,407 in review

/ /10,236

/ 7
$424,818

a>
(j!^ hoAu-r,





Summary of Requested Items for Subpoena

1. N/A

2. All records relating to testimony by Stuart Eizenstadt.

3. All records relating to testimony by Janet Yellen.

4. All comments from federal agencies on Yellen’s March 4 testimony and any other
executive branch witness’s draft testimony.

5. All records relating to interagency review, analysis, or deliberations on economic and 
environmental impacts of Administration policies and other mitigation options (particularly 
I AT documents) on or after July 1996.

6. All records relating to economic or environmental data used or provided to U.S. delegates 
relating to the Kyoto negotiations.

7. All records relating to effects of stabilizing emissions or reducing emissions below 1990 
levels on economic growth, productivity, trade competitiveness, and employment.

8. All records relating to analysis of cost and benefits of meeting Kyoto and any other 
compliance options considered by the Administration.

9. All records relating to the development of WH Initiative on Global Climate Change-- 
CCTI, or alternative policy options.

10. All records relating to potential cumulative costs of all environmental and/or energy 
regulations since 1992 that have the effect of GHG reductions.

11. All records relating to potential cumulative effects of regulations referred to in item 10 on 
U.S. economy and energy system.

12. All records relating to applicability and/or legal authority to implement any measure in the 
Kyoto Protocol.

13. All records relating to analyses of plans, programs, or proposals to implement or plan for 
international emissions trading, JI, and CDM as defined in Protocol.
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1.

Summary of Requested Items for Subpoena

N/A

All records relating to testimony by Stuart Eizenstadt.

All records relating to testimony by Janet Ycllcn.

^1. All comments from federal agencies on Yellen’s March 4 testimony and any other
executive branch witncM’s draft testimony. ^

-7 ^ c?l(A fii<t
5. M records relating to interagency review, analysis, or deliberations on economic and

V \ (kpM cn'^ot™ental impacts of Administration policies and other mitigation options (particularly 
\/ I lAT documents) on or after July 1996,

6. All records relating to economic or environmental data used or provided to U.S. delegates
relating to the Kyoto negotiations.

7.

8.

9.

All records relating to effects of stabilizing emissions or reducing emissions below 1990 
levels on et^non^ growth, produ^vity. trade competitiveness, and employment.

All records relating to analysis of cost and oenefits of meeting Kyoto and any other 
compliance options considered by the Administration.

-
Ail records relating to the development of WH Initiative on Global Climate Change*-
cen, or alternative policy options.

Tossifcl^ W
10. All records relating to potemifll rnmnlafive nf all e.nvimnmental and/or energy 

k ' regulations since 1992 that have the effect of GHG reductions.

11.

12,

13.

\)f

All records relating to potential cumulative effects of regulations referred to in item 10 on 
LI-S. economy and energy system.

? c)srh' f ‘i^lc
All records relating to applicability and/or legal authority to implement any measure in the 
Kyoto PtptocoL

> (jGY T ^ '
All records relating to analyses of plans, programs, or proposals to implement or plan for 
international emissions trading, JI, and CDM as deftned in Protocol.
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STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/15/98)

AGENCY NUMBER OE 
LETTERS/ 
VERBAL 

REQUESTS

NUMBER
OF

QUEST­
IONS

STATUS OF RESPONSE STATUS OF DOCUMENT 
PRODUCTION

NUMBER
OF

STAFF/
STAFF
HOURS

(approximate 
as of 9/15)

COSTS

Treasury 1. March 11 HQ’s l-7sent to Hill: May 5
8-14: August 4

18,000 pages produced 30/1,138 $46,567

2. April 28 follow-up Response sent to Hill: June 5

3. June 18: request 
for salaries &

August 4

expenses
WH Counsel reponse sent to 
Hill: June 29



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/15/98)

EPA 1. March 18 32 Q’s with 
102
subparts
including
19
document
requests

1-7 sent to Hill: April 22
15-17; 19-29; 31-32 sent to
Hill: May 15
8-14; 18(a-e); 19; 30 sent to
Hill: August 13
Supplemental response sent to 
Hill: Sept. 1

120,000 pages produced 67/1,520 $58,100

2. Verbal Request 
for supplemental 
info

4 Q’s
Supplemental answers sent to 
Hill: May 21

3. August 10: 
Subpeona 11 Q’s

Reponse sent to Hill: Sept. 4

Smithsonian 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-14 sent to Hill: April 22 8 pages produced _/40



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/15/98)

DOE 1. March 18 45 Q’s with 1-6 sent to Hill: May 11 15,000 pages produced 70/600 $28,000
80 subparts 7, 8, 10, 14, 19, 20, 27,31,41, 

43 sent to Hill: August 28 
Remainder of Q’s sent to Hill: 
June 26

2. May 1: follow-up 
letter

3. Verbal request 
for additional info

3 Q’s

4. August 13: 
Subpeona

7 Q’s

Interior 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1 - 5 sent to Hill: June 2
6-14: 0MB Clearance

11,835 pages produced 287/2,253 $101,296

2. April 28: follow­
up letter

3. June 3: follow-up
threatening
subpeona

Response sent to Hill: June 10

Commerce 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-8 sent to Hill: April 30 6,901 pages produced 10/550 $19,957
9-14 sent to Hill: August 14 2,407 third party review



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/15/98)

NASA 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-14 sent to Hill: May 6 7,000 pages produced 12/980 $35,700

2. April 28: follow­
up letter

3. May 30: Verbal 
request for 
additional info

Response sent to Hill: June 3

NSF 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-14 sent to Hill: April 24 1,243 pages produced; also 
submitted

13/55 $2,266

2. April 27: Verbal 
request for 
supplemental info

4Q’s Sent to Hill: May 4 Existing Publication

3. April 29: Verbal 
request for 
publication

Sent to Hill: May 4

4. May 11: Verbal 
request for 
additional data

Sent to Hill: May 29

5. June 1: Verbal 
request for 
additional data

Internal review



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/15/98)

OSTP 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-7; 10-14 sent to Hill: May 8 
8-9 sent to Hill: July 7

25,000 pages produced 12/315 $26,758

2. Verbal request 
for salaries & 

expenses

Internal review

3. June 26
Subpeona

8Q’s WH Counsel response sent to 
Hill: June 28; OSTP response 
sent to Hill: July 7

CEA 1. March 13

2. May 1: follow-up 
letter

34 Q’s, 
ineluding
27
document
requests

1-7 sent to Hill: May 18
8-14 sent to Hill: June 16
15-34 sent to Hill: August 24

120,000 pages produced 14/670 $31,420

3. June 3 1 QiRequest 
for salaries 
& expenses

Response sent to Hill: July 16

4. August 10: 
Subpoena

5. Sept. 3



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/15/98)

0MB 1. March 2 HQ’s Response sent to Hill; May 13 8,052 pages produced 12/125 $5,825

2. March 6 67 Q’s Response sent to Hill; June 9

3. April 28 follow­
up letter

4. May 27; 
additional info

8Q’s Response sent to Hill; July 27

5. June 22 32 Q’s July 7, July 27

6. June 26
Subpoena

13 Q’s Response sent to Hill; July 7

7. July 10; 0MB 
letter additional info 
and contempt threat

2 Q’s Response sent to Hill; July 16



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/15/98)

CEQ 1. March 2 HQ’s Response sent to Hill: May 13 5,150 pages produced 14/355 $19,782

2. March 6 39Q’s Response sent to Hill: June 8

3. April 28 follow­
up letter

4. June 29:
Subpeona

13 Q’s WH Counsel response sent to 
Hill: June 28
Responses sent to Hill: July
13, July 21, July 29, July 31

AID 1. March 12 HQ’s 1-7 sent to Hill: May 14 27,500 pages produced 10/325 $11,832

2. April 28: follow­
up letter

8-14 sent to Hill: Sept. 2

3. June 1: Verbal 
request for 
additional info

5 Q’s Response sent to Hill: Aug. 10

4. August 11:
Verbal request

IQ Response sent to Hill: Aug. 13

5. Sept. 3: Verbal 
request

IQ



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/15/98)

State 1. March 11

2. May 27

3. July 10

14Q’s

11 Q’s

subpoena
threat

1-7 sent to Hill: May 11
8-14: Internal agency review

Internal agency review; interim 
response sent to Hill: June 11

2.000 pages produced: July 15

7.000 pages under internal 
review

_/250

Labor 1. March 13 18 Q’s 1-18 sent to Hill: April 16 1000 pages produced 7/175 $7,133

TVA 1. March 11

2. Verbal request 
for follow-up info

HQ’s Response sent to Hill: March
31

Response sent to Hill: April 21

250 pages produced _/60

USDA 1. March 11

2. April 28: follow­
up letter

HQ’s 1-7 sent to Hill: June 22
8-14: 0MB Clearance 
Supplement to 1-7: 0MB 
Clearance

2500 pages: internal review
17/520 $15,600

HUD 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-11 sent to Hill: April 2 1 page produced _/4



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/15/98)

NEC 1. March 11 HQ’s Response from WH counsel 
sent to Hill: April 2

N/A _/2

2. April 20 follow-up

HHS 1. March 11 HQ’s Response sent to Hill: April 2 25 pages produced _/5

DOD 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-7 sent to Hill: May 1
8-14 sent to Hill: July 13 500 pages produced

_/40

DOT 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-14 sent to Hill: March 31 135 pages produced 17/214 $11,142

2. Verbal request 3 Q’s Response sent to Hill: Sept. 11

TOTALS 62 611 N/A 369,600 produced
14,407 in review

/10,196 $421,378
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STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (10/08/98)

■5,150-pages producedResponse sent to Hill: May 131. March 2

Response sent to Hill: June 82. March 6

3. April 28 follow­
up letter

WH Counsel response sent to 
Hill: June 28
Responses sent to Hill: July 
13, July 21, July 29, July 31

4. June 29: 
Subpeona

$11,8321-7 sent to Hill: May 14 27,500 pages produced 10/3251. March 12

8-14 sent to Hill: Sept. 2
2. April 28: follow­
up letter

Response sent to Hill: Aug. 103. June 1: Verbal 
request for 
additional info

Response sent to Hill: Aug. 134. August 11: 
Verbal request

5. Sept. 3: Verbal 
request



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (10/08/98)

State 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-7 sent to Hill: May 11
8-14: Internal agency review

37,896 pages produced 95/972 $78,596

2. May 27 11 Q’s Internal agency review; interim 
response sent to Hill: June 11

3.July 10
subpoena
threat •

4. August 14 request

Labor 1. March 13 18 Q’s 1-18 sent to Hill: April 16 1000 pages produced 7/175 $7,133

TVA 1. March 11

2. Verbal request 
for follow-up info

HQ’s Response sent to Hill: March
31

Response sent to Hill: April 21

250 pages produced _/60

USDA 1. March 11

2. April 28; follow­
up letter

HQ’s 1-7 sent to Hill; June 22
8-14: 0MB Clearance 
Supplement to 1-7: 0MB 
Clearance

2500 pages: internal review
17/520 $15,600

HUD 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-11 sent to Hill: April 2 1 page produced _/4



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (10/08/98)

NEC 1. March 11 14Q’s Response from WH counsel 
sent to Hill: April 2

N/A _/2

2. April 20 follow-up

HHS 1. March 11 HQ’s Response sent to Hill: April 2 25 pages produced _/5

DOD 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-7 sent to Hill: May 1
8-14 sent to Hill: July 9 500 pages produced

5/80 $3500

DOT 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-14 sent to Hill: March 31 135 pages produced 17/214 $11,142

2. Verbal request 3 Q’s Response sent to Hill: Sept. 11

AGENCY NUMBER OF 
LETTERS/ 
VERBAL 

REQUESTS

NUMBER
OF

QUEST­
IONS

STATUS OF RESPONSE STATUS OF DOCUMENT 
PRODUCTION

NUMBER
OF

STAFF/
STAFF
HOURS

(approximate 
as of 10/05)

COSTS

TOTALS: 63 614 N/A 411,780 pages produced 697/10,983 $504,864



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (10/08/98)

NUMBER OF 
LETTERS/ 
VERBAL 

REQUESTS

NUMBER
OF

QUEST­
IONS

DOCUMENT PRODUCTION NUMBER
OF

STAFF/
STAFF
HOURS

(approximate 
as of 10/08)

COSTS

McIntosh
Subpoena
Totals

63 614 411,780 pages produced 697/10,983 $504,864

Other
Subpoena
Totals

8 82 4,558 pages produced 79/934 $35,712

ALL
Subpoena
TOTALS

71 696 416,338 pages produced 776/11,917 $540,576



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (10/08/98)

AGENCY NUMBER OF 
LETTERS/ 
VERBAL 

REQUESTS

NUMBER
OF

QUEST­
IONS

STATUS OF RESPONSE STATUS OF DOCUMENT 
PRODUCTION

NUMBER
OF

STAFF/
STAFF
HOURS

(approximate 
as of 10/08)

COSTS

Treasury 1. March 11 HQ’s l-7sent to Hill: May 5
8-14: August 4

18,000 pages produced 30/1,138 $46,567

2. April 28 follow-up Response sent to Hill: June 5

3. June 18: request 
for salaries & 

expenses

August 4

WH Counsel reponse sent to 
Hill: June 29



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (10/08/98)

EPA 1. March 18 32 Q’s with 
102
subparts
including
19
document
requests

1-7 sent to Hill: April 22
15-17; 19-29; 31-32 sent to
Hill: May 15
8-14; 18(a-e); 19; 30 sent to
Hill: August 13
Supplemental response sent to 
Hill: Sept. 1

120,000 pages produced 67/1,520 $58,100

2. Verbal Request 
for supplemental 
info

4 Q’s
Supplemental answers sent to 
Hill: May 21

3. August 10: 
Subpeona 11 Q’s

Reponse sent to Hill: Sept. 4

Smithsonian 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-14 sent to Hill: April 22 8 pages produced 3/40 $1,390



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (10/08/98)

DOE 1. March 18

2. May 1: follow-up 
letter

45 Q’s with 
80 subparts

1-6 sent to Hill: May 11
7, 8, 10, 14, 19, 20, 27,31,41, 
43 sent to Hill: August 28 
Remainder of Q’s sent to Hill: 
June 26

15,000 pages produced 70/600 $28,000

3. Verbal request 
for additional info

3 Q’s

4. August 13: 
Subpeona

7 Q’s

Interior 1. March 11

2. April 28: follow­
up letter

3. June 3: follow-up 
threatening 
subpeona

14 Q’s 1 - 5 sent to Hill: June 2
6-14: 0MB Clearance

Response sent to Hill: June 10

11,835 pages produced 287/2,253 $101,296

Commerce 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-8 sent to Hill: April 30
9-14 sent to Hill: August 14

8,277 pages produced
2,407 third party review

10/550 $19,957



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (10/08/98)

NASA 1. March 11 14Q’s 1-14 sent to Hill: May 6 7,000 pages produced 12/980 $35,700

2. April 28; follow­
up letter

3. May 30: Verbal 
request for 
additional info

Response sent to Hill: June 3

NSF 1. March 11 14Q’s 1-14 sent to Hill: April 24 1,243 pages produced; also 
submitted

13/55 $2,266

2. April 27: Verbal 
request for 
supplemental info

4Q’s Sent to Hill: May 4 Existing Publication

3. April 29: Verbal 
request for 
publication

Sent to Hill: May 4

4. May 11; Verbal 
request for 
additional data

Sent to Hill: May 29

5. Junel: Verbal 
request for 
additional data

Internal review



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (10/08/98)

OSTP 1. March 11 14Q’s 1-7; 10-14 sent to Hill: May 8 
8-9 sent to Hill: July 7

25,000 pages produced 14/340 $26,758

2. Verbal request 
for salaries & 

expenses

Internal review

3. June 26
Subpeona

8Q’s WH Counsel response sent to 
Hill: June 28; OSTP response 
sent to Hill: July 7

CEA 1. March 13

2. May 1: follow-up 
letter

34 Q’s, 
including
27
document
requests

1-7 sent to Hill: May 18
8-14 sent to Hill: June 16
15-34 sent to Hill: August 24

120,000 pages produced 14/670 $31,420

3. June 3 1 Q: Request 
for salaries 
& expenses

Response sent to Hill: July 16

4. August 10: 
Subpoena

5. Sept. 3



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (10/08/98)

0MB 1. March 2 HQ’s Response sent to Hill: May 13 8,052 pages produced 12/125 $5,825

2. March 6 67Q’s Response sent to Hill: June 9

3. April 28 follow­
up letter

4. May 27: 
additional info

8Q’s Response sent to Hill: July 27

5. June 22 32Q’s July 7, July 27

6. June 26
Subpoena

13 Q’s Response sent to Hill: July 7

7. July 10: 0MB 
letter additional info 
and contempt threat

2Q’s Response sent to Hill: July 16



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO “CLIMATE CHANGE” INQUIRIES (10/08/98)

CEQ 1. Talent, House Small 
Business Committee

5Q April 8, 1998 3/5

2. Sensenbrenner, HSC
39Q June 3, 1998 3/20

State Chairman Hagel,
Senate Foreign Relations 
Subcommittee on 
International Economic 
Policy, Export Trade 
Promotion

?Q Completed July 10, 1998 3, 348 pages produced 41/549 $20,239

TOTALS Requests: 8 Q: 82 4,558 pages produced 79/934 $35,712



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO “CLIMATE CHANGE” INQUIRIES (10/08/98)

AGENCY NUMBER OF NUMBER STATUS OF RESPONSE STATUS OF DOCUMENT NUMBER COSTS
LETTERS/ OF PRODUCTION OF
VERBAL QUEST- STAFF/

REQUESTS IONS STAFF
HOURS

(approximate 
as of 10/08)

EPA 1. House Science 
Committee (HSC), 
Sensenbrenner 6/25/98

1. 9Q 1. 8/07/98 1.10 page letter response 1. 8/120 1.$3600

2. HSC, Sensenbrenner 2. 8Q 2. Pending 2. Pending 2. 10/168 2. $5640
7/16/98

3. HSC, Sensenbrenner 3.5Q 3. Pending 3. 1200 thus far 3. 7/31 3. $1530
7/31/98

4. HSC, Sensenbrenner 
8/27/98 4. 7Q 4. Pending 4. Pending 4. 3/6 4.$3180

CEA House Small 8Q response in 0MB clearance as 4/35 $1523
Business Committee of September 8



SUMMARY REPORT OF RESPONSES TO ALL CLIMATE CHANGE INQURIES
(10/08/98)

NUMBER
OF
LETTERS/
VERBAL
REQUESTS

NUMBER OF 
QUESTIONS

DOCUMENT
PRODUCTION

NUMBER
OF STAFF/
STAFF
HOURS
(approximate as 
of 10/08/98)

COSTS

McIntosh
Inquiries
Totals

63 614 411,780 pages 
produced

697/10,983 $504,864

Other
Inquiries
Totals

8 82 4,558 pages 
produced

79/934 $35,712

ALL
Inquiries
TOTALS

71 696 416,338 pages 
produced

776/11,917 $540,576
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Approx
# reports Status of Docurrtem pioduction

GSFC/HO 20 Being oorrsolktated rxTW
LaRC 35 Being shipped to Andrew Hunter
SSC 0 No reports
GSFC 100 Shipped to Jeff Lojpis forooorrSnated response
ARC 60 Being shipped to Andrew Hunter

Totals 215

)M ^\LV^y

Approx Staff Hours
# pages 

400 460
700 240

0 3
5000 120
900 134

7000 9f77
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To: ^
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OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS 

NASA Headquarters 

Washington, DC 20546

202-358-1055
202-358-4340
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BYFACStMILR
March II, 1998

The Honorable Gene B. Sperling 
Ajsisbmt to the President for Economic 
Policy, National Economic Council 

Woahington, D.C. 20500

Dear Nlr. Sperling;

Subcommittee on National Economic Growth, Natural Resources and Regulatoty
Affairs IS conducting oversight of the White House Initiative on Global Climate Change.

Pursuant to the Constitution and Rules X and XI of the United States House of 
Repr^tativ«, please provide the Subcommittee with detailed infoimation in response to the 
attadied questioiw regarding the budget, petfoimancc measures, legislation, regulations, and 
analyses for this initiative. Please restate each question before the corresponding answi

Please con^t Subcommittee StaffDirecior Mil^d Webber at 225-4407 if you have any
truest Please provide this information not later tiian 12 noon, March 31 

15?8 to me Subcommittee in Room B-377 Rayburn. —

Thank you in advance for your (mention to this request

Sincerely,

David M. McIntosh 
Chaiimon
Subcommittee on Notional Economic Growth, 

Natural Resources, and Regulatory Allaiis

Cc; The Honorable Dan Burton 
The Honorable John Tierney

Enclosure

Vfd 9T:6T ilHl 86/TT/90
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Questions for Each Ageavy with Aay Climate Change Funding

1. Please provide a table with Fiscal Year (FY) 89 - FY 99 historical budget authority for your 
agency for the various components of the President’s “Climate Qiangc Technology Initiative," / 
includmg the previous “Climate Change Action Progjpm/Plan/^d any other new or previously 
authorized Research and Development (R&D) herein (except for the U.S. Global Change
Research Program included in Question 3 below). For Cj^ component, please indicate each 
specific budget account/the specific legislative aulJthe specific legislative authority (including the specific statute, the 
section citation, and the language of the section) for the program, and a brief description of the 
program, /

2. In Section 2 ("Programmatic Details") of 0MB‘s February 2, 1998 handout, "Climate Change 
Technology Initiative - 1999 Budget Briefing Materials," please provide the following 
information associated with each paragraph description In which your agenev has been funded or 
is requesting funding: the associated funding in FY 97, F Y 98, and f Y 99.^1so, for each 
paragraph, for the requested funding itt;^ 99, please provide evidence of ^y accomplishments 
from the FY 93 - FY 97 funding, if any?t^ly, for each paragraph, please indicate any program 
performance measures for the requested funding, and. for each such measure, please provide data 
for the 1990 base year and annual data for the most recent three-year period for which data are 
available. T

3. Please provide'a table with FY 89 - FY 99 historical budget authority for your agency for the 
various components of the “U.S. Global Change Research rrogram" which were or are devoted 
excltuiiirely to climate change R&D/For each component, please indicate each specific budget 
accountj^e specific legislative authority for the prograni^mcludiaB the specific statute, the 
section citation, and the language of the section), and a brief description of the piogzamr ^

If funded in any of FY 93 - FY 97, please provide evidence of any accomplishments fiom 
these dollan./ Also, for requested funding in FY 99, please indicate any program 
porfoanance measures for the requested funding, and, for each such measure, please 
provide data for the 1990 base yca^d annual data for the most recent three-year period 
for which data are available.^

4. Please provide a table witit FY 89 - FY 99 historical budget authority for your agency for any 
other components of the Administration js climate change program (i.e., in addition to those 
included in ans^ to questions 1 and 2)1 For each component, p^e indicate each specific 
budget accouni,The specific legislative autiioriiy for the program (including the specific statute, 
the section dlation, and the language of the section), and a brief description of the program. jA

3. For the FY 99 request, please provide a table showing what part is funding to continue 
initiatives funded in FY 98 or prior years and what part is brand new activity/For each
component, please indicate each specific budget account, the specific legislative authority for the 
program (including the specific statute, the section citation, and the language of the section), and

coo® IVJ 9T:6T llHl 86/TT/90
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a bnef ^scription of the program. For each br^md new activity, please indicate 
requested funding annually through FY 03 Expected

loenuty how any of your agency-specific measures (including those in resnfl«.^ ZT'Z 
•nd 3) «latt » tfiMt for a,y other Federal egency .^ to identity ..Ki ,cl«e *. endre ee. ofclitjte =beneeWor^^.^“Sne 

which agencies are involved and the names of the agency representatives. ’^eluding

7. Please provide a table for FY 93 • FY 97 identifying all assistance (incli,din.»
cooperative agreements, and other transactions) and contract awards to non ^
organizations for any climate change activity, including the date, amount offcctlard, 
^orgamzation, purpose of the awanl. and a summary of any re^S^sJtm *e aW pTcLe 
provide a copy of any final report fiom these aw^ds. ’ ^

8. Since January 1993. has your agency participaied in any interagency effort(s) lelaiina to 
c^te c^c ,0 aiir of foe following areas: (») review of currmtlegfelaiioa aid/oTfo?n~d fo,

econ^c analyaca? If so, please identify the interagency 
m r agttcies. Its membership not only fiom your agency but also from other Federal

ftomfo.affo„(s,and aov

January 1993. hra your agency dfoer prepared or reviewed any envlroninental eoai- 

Chang.9 if pfoase prov.de . copy of aU dare, analyKs. and any connnenb by your

id oommem on any of foe draft ttstiniony on elimm, ^
^ ^ fioeidenfs 1998 Sate-oWunion iSL^eluding but

iiovfote Pdlidf options for elintam change? If so, please

rooi^i IVJ iT:6T OHl 96/TT/90
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12. Does your agency pian to revise any existing legislation or propose any new legislation 
relating to cUniate change (including legislation that will have the effect of reducing giccnhouse 
gas emissions whether or not that is the intended purpose of the legislation)? If so, please 
identify and describe all such initiatives, including a timetable for their development and 
submission to Congress. Also provide any and all legal and policy analyses regarding the 
applicability and availability of existing legislation to implement the Kyoto Protocol and any 
comments from other Federal agencies on (he analyses.

13. Docs your agency plan to revise any existing rules or propose any new rules relating to 
climate change (iocluxiing regulatory actions that will have the effect of reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions whether or not that is the intended purpose of the tegulaioiy action)? If so, please 
identify and describe all such initiatives, including any cost>benefit analysis, and a timetable for 
their development and promulgatioiL Also, provide any and all analyses that were fxeparod or 
considered of the cumulative effects on the U. S. economy and/or energy system of all or any 
combination of regulations that were issued since 1992, that were proposed, and that are being 
developed that have or will have such effects.

14. Has your agency participated in discussions or reviewed any documents rglating tft 
intemational emissions trading, joint implementation, and/or the Clean Development 
Mechanism? If so, please provide a copy of nil drafts and any comment provided by your 
agency.

soo® XVi iT:6T QHl 86/TT/90
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PefinitioiM upH [nstnifUj^ns for the Production nf

I. ^ca a request calls for the production of records, the Subcoimhittec requests all 
responsive records that are in the agency’s possession, custody, or control through the dale of the 
final subnussion of records lo the Subcommittee, unless the request clearly states that the 
Subcommittee is only interested in records received during a particular time period.

2. Please sequentially number all records that you produce to the Subcomminee. and 
indicate the source of any record if the source is not accurately reflected on the record itself. 
Please submit all records on single-sided paper and submit an inventory of records produced if 
the volume is more than 100 pages.

3. To extent practicable, please organiaaj the records or documents in tabbed binders or
folders that indicate which records are responsive to which requests for information.

4. For the purposes of this and related requests in the future, the “record” or “records” shaU 
include any and ^ drafts, originals, and non-identical copies of any item whether written, typed, 
printed, electronically recorded, transcribed, punched, or taped, however produced or reproduced, 
and includes but is not limited to any writing, transcription, or recording, produced or stored in 
|uiy fashion, including any and all computer entries, memoranda, notes, talking points, letters, 
journal entries, reports, studies, calendars, manuals, press releases, opinions, documents, 
analyses, messages, summaries, bulletins, e-mail messages (in hard copy and electronic forms), 
disks, the text of any alphanumeric messages or other electronic paging devices, briefing 
materials, cover sheets or routing cover sheets and any other machine readable material of any 
sort whether prepared by current or former officers and employees, agents, consultants or by any 
non-employee without limitation. “Record” or “records” shall also include redacted and 
unredacted versions of the same record.

IVJ 8T:6T im 86/TT/90
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Agency:

CEfi 202 395 6958 P.002,''002

3‘?5'-53<y:i.
Council of Economic Advisers

Number of 
LettersA^erbal 
Subcommittee 
Requests; 1 request ( March 13 McIntosh letter)

Number of Questions;

Status of Response to 
Questions;

Number of Document 
Requests:

58 questions (from McIntosh letter)

7 questions answered and remaining 
answers are either in the process of 
being cleared or are being drafted

27 different requests (from McIntosh letter)

Number of Pages of 
Documents Produced:

Staff Hours 
Spent Responding:

195 pages
(And CEA has hundreds of pages of additional 
documents that are being reviewed by WH Counsel)

Approximately 100 hours

TOTAL P.002
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MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM;

RE:

Julie Anderson
White House Climate Change Task Force

Amy Holley J 
Department of.^e Interior -

*7
J*'

Global Climate Change Document Request Information

1 The total number of letters we have gotten from McIntosh on this issue is 3; the original
request, a foUow-up asking why our response was delayed, and the latest asking that we have 

submitted a complete response by June 12.

2. The original letter to DOI included 14 questions; no additional questions have been
asked, verbally or in writing.

3. DOI has submitted to the Subcommittee answers to questions 1-5 (budget), and has 
collected all documents and information related to the remaming 9 questions. A letter 
responding to those questions is being drafted and cirulated for comment; the documents have 
been compiled and indexed. The letter and document index will be forwarded to 0MB and 
White House Counsel for clearance as soon as possible (pending a decision by White House 

Counsel on the treatment of third-party documents).

4. Information about staff hours spent on this document request is still being collected. I 
will send at least an estimate as soon as possible.

Thanks!
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Jl

PRESIDENT’S CLIMATE CHANGE INITIATIVE

RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS ASKED BY HOUSE SUBCOMMITTEE 
ON NATIONAL ECONOMIC GROWTH, NATURAL RESOURCES, AND REGULATORY 
AFFAIRS <March 11 letter, April 2 reply)

General Response: HUD’s mission addresses housing affordability. 
Low and moderate income families pay about 14 percent of their 
income for energy versus 4 percent for higher income households, 
HUD pays some $1.2 billion a year for utilities in public 
housing. So HUD is concerned about utility costs.

Although HUD has worked with the Department in educing energy use 
in HUD assisted buildings, from HDD's point of view, the driving 
force in these joint efforts is to reduce utility costs and 
increase comfort for residents.

When we started cooperative efforts with DOE, doe's emphasis was 
on technology transfer. For the second phase, entitled the DOE- 
HUD Partnership (1996-2001), DOE's emphasis seems to have changed 
somewhat and added the climate change benefits of reducing 
utility costs. HDD's interest has always been consistent; 
reduced utility bills for renters of HUD-assisted housing.

The funding for the DOE-HUD Initiative(about $3 million) came 
from the Department of Energy. HUD also has administered grants 
appropriated by Congress to the National Center for Appropriate 
Technology for the purpose of reducing utility costs in pxiblic 
housing and privately-owned apartments assisted by HUD With this 
as background, here are comments to questions 7,8,9 and 10.

7. [Identify] all assistance ...for any climate change 
activity...

As noted above, HUD has not provided assistance for climate 
change activity.

8. Since January 1993 has your agency participated in any 
interagency effort(s) relating to climate change in any of the 
following areas;

(a) review of . . .legislation 
<b) review of ... rules
(c) production of any environmental data and/or analyses
(d) production or review of any cost-benefit data or 
analysis

(e) production or review of any economic data and/or
economic analysis.

The answer to each of these questions is "no."

9. Since January 1993, has your agency either prepared or 
reviewed any environmental, cost-benefit, and/or economic data 
and analyses relating to the White House Initiative on Global
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Climate Change?

A search through records of the Office f General Counsel and 
through various program Offices indicate that the Department has 
not provided coroments on any climate change issues.

10. Did your agency ccxnment on any of the draft testimony on 
climate change by Administration witnesees since the 
President’s 1998 State-of-the-Union address?

Again, our records show that we have not provided comments.
###
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THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAS ^

Qmtnl and special fonds—Coutisued
Research and TECHNOLOGY-^ontisued

tiaete witK induBtiy, nonprofit research organizations, and 
educational institutions, and through agieementa with State 
and local governments and other Federal agencies.

In 1999, the losearcb program will focus on activities to 
support research examining the implications of significant 
cha^S in public and assisted housing policy, the impacts 
of welfare reform on HUD>assisted households and HUD-suh- 
eidized developments, the success of Instituting a continuum 
of care approach to help the homeless and other areas. Na 
eipnal Housing Surveys will continue in 1999.

’ The 1999 request includes $10 million to support an initia 
live known as the Partnership for Advancing Technologic 
in Housing (PATH). PATH is a key component of the Presi 
dent’s Climate Change Technology InitiatiTe (CXHl). Ener^ 
use in buildings accounts for more than one-third of air emis< 
sions, producing more than 350 million metric tons of carbon 
emissions. PATH will help to significantly reduce: housing 
utility costs; -carbon emissions; construction ii\jxiries; losses 
due bo fire and disasters. The funds will be used for PATH- 
related housing technology research, field demonstrations of 
promising new technologies, informadon dissemination, and 
the development of product evaluation systems.

Funding for PATH is proposed as part of the Research 
Fund for America. This proposal hi^ights the Administra­
tion’s priority to providing needed and sustained investments 
in important Federal research programs on a deficit neutral 
basis. A discussion of the Reseat^ Fund for America, and 
Wo other funds for the environment and transportation, can 
*be found in Section II of the Budget volume.

OtjKt Cia«)fltaUo« (In oiiinons d dollar])

UemaOr att K-OIOS-O-MJI 1997 icluxt 19M ao. 1999 «st.
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996 TmiI gWealMD]---- -------------------- 3$ <0 so

WnCtKoiiiK o4c tS.0144-0-1-751 |M7 Kl«>l 1998 eit. 1999 fH,

OUsnlon W pr4|na
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00.02 fai' Kwiing iNOaint]..................... -.............-.....
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10.00 Total oWeatiw (»a«i ciws ti.o).................... IS 39 S2

Mwm mwrtos wisaoa iw oooeMia;
21.40 uoooiifittO uioras lajiiioit. son oi lai.

Ufbm«este4....................................................- 13 8

22.00 aw lw«8rt le»«l.............-----------------
30 30

FAIR HOU6INO AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY
Federal Fuuda 

General and speelal funds:
Fair housing Activtiibs

For contiaets. eraots. and other assistance, not otherwise piovided 
for, as suttunized by title VTU of the Civil Ri^ts Act of 196R, as 
amended by the Fair Housing Amendments Act 1988, and section 
661 of the Housing and Community Development Act of 1987, as 
amended, C$30,000,000] ^52,000,000, to remain available until Sep­
tember 30, 11999] 2000, of whicb [$15,000,000] $29,000,000 shall 
be to carry out activities pursuaat to such seetien 561. No funds 
made available under this heading shall be used to lobby the execu­
tive or legislative branches of the Federal Govenunent in connection 
with a spedfle eontiact, grant or loan. (Departmenta of Vetemna Af- 
ftira and Housing and Development, and Independent Agencies
Appropriations Act, 1998J

Pregraai and FwaKlne (In millions ot dollars)
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SHbaKotasSntiqaiiOtiitttit:

89.00 eadwtatitterit,............... ......... ............... .
30 30 52

90.00 OMsp.... .......................... ........................... .
29 22 29

The Budget proposes an appropriation of $52 milUon in 
1999 for fair housing activities to fund programs, consistent 
with the President's ‘One America" policy, which will support 
new efforts to end housing discrimination, including a com­
mitment to double the number of housing discrimination en­
forcement actions over the next 4 years. Of the amount re­
quested, $23 million is for the Fair Housing Assistance Pro­
gram and $29 million is for the Fair Housing Initiatives Pro­
gram.

The Fair Housing Assistance Program (FHAP), authorized 
by title Vni of the Civil Rights Act of 1968 as amended, 
provides funding to State and local agencies to assure prompt 
and effective processing of Title Vin (Civil Rights Act of 19M) 
complaints.

The additional $8 million in funding requested for FHAP 
will support the President’s fair bousing enforcement initia­
tive by increasing funding to support additional State and 
local fair housing organizations to meet the needs of currently 
underserved populations. These funds will be used for joint 
investigations and enforcement activities with State and local 
fair hoxising agencies to address housing discrimination. It 
is estimated that the number of new State and local agencies 
with laws equivalent to the Fair Housing Act will increase 
to 85 in 1999 from 78 in 1997.

The Fair Housing Initiatives Program (FHIP), authorized 
by the Housing and Community Development Act of 1987, 
as amended by the Housing and Community Development 
Act of 1992, provides support to public and private organiza­
tions for the purpose of eliminating or preventing discrimina­
tion in housing and for enhancing fair housing opportunities.

Of the $29 million requested, $10 million will be used to 
fiind an audit-based enforcement initiative which will address 
the continued existence of a high level of both blatant and 
subtle forms of housing discrimination confirmed through 
testing experience. Additional FHIP funding will support ex­
tended testing and other anti-discrimination activities by pri­
vate fair housing groups.

OFFICE OF LEAD HAZARD CONTROL
Federal FunsU 

General and Special Funds:
L£ad Hazard Reduction

For the Lead Hazard Reduction Program, us authorized by sections 
1011 and 10S3 of the Residential Lead-Based Hatard Reduction Act 
f?f 199!t, 246,000.000 to remain available until atpended, of which 
$25,000,000 shall be for a Healthy Homes Initiative, which shall 
be a program pursuant to sections 501 and SOS of the Housing and
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Status of Agfincv Letters Suhinillftri tn OMB for npamn^f
June 4.1998

The following is a status report on the clearance of agency letters to Rep. McIntosh. In some 
cases, agencies divided their response into more than one letter given the large number of 
questions submitted by the Subcommittee in order to provide information in a timely manner 
This status report only covers letters submitted to OMB for clearance. Agencies may have other 
letters or questions from the Subcommittee that we are not aware of and have not been submitted 
to OMB for review.

The date.s for OMB clearance may not be the same dale for agency transmittal to the 
Subcommittee. In many cases, agencies transmitted their letter several days after OMB 
clearance.

Questions requesting the submission of documents with Wliite House equities are reviewed by 
the While House Counsel’s Office and not included in this status report. Agencies with 
documents involving third party equities are also not included in this report.

Agpncy

Labor
Commerce
National Science Foundation 
Smithsonian
Environmental Protection Agency
Treasury
Defense
NASA
Energy
Stale
Office of Science & Technology Policy 
Interior
Agency for International Development 
OMB
Council on Environmental Quality 
Council of Economic Advisers 
Agriculture 
Transportation
Housing &Urban Development 
Health & Human Services 
Tennessee Valley Authority 
National Economic Council

Date ricared hv OMR

4/14
4/21
4/22
4/22
4/22, 5/15 (two sets)
4/28, 6/1 (two sets)
5/1 (second set in review)
5/4
5/0 (second set in review)
5/7
5/8
5/8
5/11
5/13 (to be signed shortly)
5/13 (to be signed shortly)
5/18 (second set in review) 
in review
sent, not submitted for review 
sent, not submitted for review 
sent, not submitted for review 
sent, not submitted for review 
sent letter
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AGENCY

National Science 
Foundation

Committee Requests Number of Questions and Status of Response
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Letters/Verbal Documerrts Requested
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Letter of March 11, 1998 14 Questions Response sent 4/24/98 2
0
T)

Phone request 4/27/98 4 Follow-up questions Response sent 5/4/98 r
tn
n

Phone Request 4/29/98 Request for publication Sent 5/4/98 0
\u

Phone Request 5/11/98 Request for additional data Sent 5/29/98
cD
r

Phone Request 6/1/98 Request for additionai data Pending
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AGENCY Status of Document 
Production

’ Number of Pages of 
Documents Produced

Staff Hours Spent 
Responding

National Science
Foundation

!
4/11/98 Letter (Response 
sent 4/24/98

8 pages 12

■
4/27/98 Phone request 
(response sent 5/4/98)

136 pages 10
•:

4/29/98 Phone Request 
(response sent 5/4/98)

Existing publication 1

:
5/11/98 Phone Request 
(Response sent 5/29/98)

1138 pages 15

Phone request 6/1/98 
(Response pending, 
expect it to go out week of 
6/15/98)

Approximately 4 pages
!
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Chronology for 0MB Letters from Rep. McIntosh

Number of Letters Sent to 0MB. There were four letters sent to 0MB. The March 2nd and
March 6th letters were addressed jointly to 0MB and CEQ.

• March 2, 1998 — requested primarily budget and performance information for the climate 
change technology initiative included in the FY 1999 budget. OMB/NRD drafted the 
response to this letter with help from ESD. The response was signed by Director Raines 
and Katie McGinty on May 13, 1998.

• March 6, 1998 - requested a wide range of information about the climate change 
technology initiative. Administration deliberations leading up to the December 1997, 
international negotiations, and the economic costs of the Kyoto Protocol. Also included 
in this letter were requests for documents. CEQ took the lead in drafting the response, 
though it represents both 0MB and CEQ. The response was signed by Katie McGinty on 
June 9, 1998. Attached were documents obtained through a search of OMB/CEQ files 
about a foot thick. Documents identified in the search but not sent to the Subcommittee 
reflect White House equities and were turned over to the White House Counsel’s Office 
(Rob Weiner).

• April 28, 1998 - a follow up letter to Director Raines requesting a date certain for the 
reply to the March 2nd and March 6th letters. Lisa Kountopes spoke to the 
Subcommittee, but did not commit to a specific date.

• May 27, 1998 — complains that the May 13, 1998 response is unacceptable and 
unresponsive to the Subcommittee’s March 2nd letter. Most of the information requested 
has already been provided to the Subcommittee by the agencies. Working on a response.

Clearance Process for OMB/CEQ Letters.

• The draft responses for the March 2nd and March 6th letters were reviewed by the 
Council on Environmental Quality, National Economic Council, Office of Science and 
Technology Policy, White House Counsel’s Office, 0MB, and the West Wing (Todd 
Stem).

• This is the same process followed for review of the agency letters to the Subcommittee.

Clearance Process for OMB/CEQ Documents. The 0MB and CEQ documents accompanying 
the response to the March 6th letter and the documents not sent to the Subcommittee because 
they reflect White House equities were reviewed by the White House Counsel’s Office (Rob 
Weiner). Bob Damns also reviewed the 0MB documents. The White House Counsel’s Office 
is negotiating with the Subcommittee over access to the documents with White House equities.
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To; Amy Klrschenbam

m
From; Jerry Golden 6-15-98 4;13pm p. 1 of 3

Date; Jun 15 1998, 04:09 PM

To: Amy Klrschenbam

Company:

Address:

Fax Number: 9,12023952311

Voice Number:

Subject: Response to Questions

From: Jerry Golden

Company :

Fax Number:

Voice Number;

Note : Amy, attached is TVA response to your June 11 questions. If you have questions 
contact either David Withrow at our Washington office or me at 4230751-6779 
(jlgolden@tva.gov). Jerry Golden



To; Amy Rlrschenbam From: Jerry Golden 6-15-98 4:13pm p. 2 of 3

Sheet2

Agency Letters/Verbal 
Subcommittee Requests

Number of Questions and 
Document Requests

Tennessee Valley Authority

1. March 11,1998 letter to 
Chairman Craven Crowell 
from the Honorable David 
McIntosh

Fourteen questions and 
document requests 
contained in the original letter 
from Congressman
McIntosh

2 Verbal requests for 
clarification from Ms Barbara 
F. Kahlow

Page 1



To.' flmy Rlrschenbam From: Jerry Golden 6-15-98 4:lJpm p. 3 of 3

Sheet2

Status of Response Status of Document 
Production

Number of Pages of 
Documents Produced

Staff Hours Spent 
Responding

K
Response completed. Response completed

1 One report of 
approximately 200 
pages

Approximately 60 
hours.

1. March 31, 1998 letter 
from Chairman Crowell to 
Congressman McIntosh

2. One report of 
approximately 50 
pages

2 April 21, 1998 letter from 
Jerry L Golden, Senior 
Technical Manager,
Advanced Production 
Technology to Ms. Kahlow

3 Letter responses of 
approximately 20 
pages.

3. May 14, 1998 letter from 
Mr. Golden to Ms. Kahlow

Page 2



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH

AGENCY NUMBER OF NUMBER STATUS OF RESPONSE STATUS OF DOCUMENT STAFF
LETTERS/ OF PRODUCTION HOURS
VERBAL QUEST- (including rough page estimates) (approximate)

REQUESTS IONS

Treasuiy 1. March 11 14Q’s l-7sent to Hill: May 1 9,000 pages at WH Counsel for
8-14: Internal review review

2. April follow-up Response sent to Hill: June 1 N\A

3. Verbal Request 
for salaries &

N/A

N, —^expenses

EPA 1. March 32 Q’s with 1-7 sent to Hill: April 22
102 15-17; 19-29; 31-32 sent to Hill: 1500 pages produced on: May 15
subparts May 15
including 19 8-14; 18(a-e); 19; 30: 0MB 20,000 pages at WH Counsel for
document clearance review
requests

•9- ^

40,000 in internal agency review

2. Verbal Request Supplemental answers sent to /Q'for supplemental 
info

Hill: May 21

Smithsonian 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1 -14 sent to Hill: April 22 8 pages produced on: April 22 40

DOE 1. March 18 45 Q’s with 1-6 sent to Hill: May 11 300 pages produced on: May 11 500
80 subparts 7, 8, 14, 43: Internal review

Remainder of Q’s: 0MB

1 J clearance

5^0



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH

Interior 1. March 11 14Q’s 1 - 5 sent to Hill: June 2
6-14: Internal review

200 pages sent to Hill: June 2 200

Commerce

NASA

NSF 1. March 11 14Q’s 1-14 sent to Hill: April 24 8 pages sent to Hill: April 24 55

2. April 27: Verbal 
request for 
supplemental info

4Q’s Sent to Hill: May 4 135 pages sent to Hill: May 4

3. April 29: Verbal 
request for 
publication

Sent to Hill: May 4 Existing publication

4. May 11: Verbal 
request for 
additional data

Sent to Hill: May 29 1100 pages sent to Hill: May 29

5. June 1: Verbal 
request for 
additional data

Internal review

OTSP 1. March 11 HQ’s 1-7; 10-14 sent to Hill:
8-9 in internal review

5 boxes

2. Verbal request 
for salaries & 

expenses

5
^55



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH

CEA 1. March 13

2. June 4

58Q’s

Request for 
salaries & 

expenses

1-7 sent to Hill: May 18 195 pages produced: May 18
More documents at WH counsel for 
review

100

CEQ

OMB

AID

State

Labor 1. March 13 14Q’s 1-14 sent to Hill: April 16 200 pages sent to Hill: April 16
More documents

30

TVA

USDA

HUD 1. March 11 11 Q’s 1-11 sent to Hill: April 2 N/A 4

NEC ..rvHHS

DOD

DOT 1. March 11

2. Verbal request

14Q’s

3 Q’s

1-14 sent to Hill: March 31

Internal agency review

8 pages

25 pages

60

\fob



STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH

TOTALS '26\ 72; 47^ pv,o^

-V S b^x'es



06/12/98 FRI 12:03 FAX ®002
..i

Author: Mark FRIEDRICHS at po-03
Date: 6/12/98 11:59 AM
Priority: Normal
TO: David Berick. at CP
TO: Erik Rasmussen at CP
CC: MARK MAZUR at ES
CC: tuccillo_r@al.eop.gov at INTERNET
CC: Robert benny 
Subject: McIntosh info
---- ---------- ^--------------------------------Message Conteiits

This is what is being faxed now to Julie Anderson at 395-2342 as the ^
Department of Energy's response to the questions: ' nK '1 r/\0 ■
--the number of letters from the McIntosh Subcmte \
[one, with a follow-up letter asking for the status of our response] '
—the number of verbal requests for additional material 
[one call with three questions on initial response, with 
one follow-up contact to urge more complete response]
--the number of Qs, including subparts, in the letter(s)
[45 Qs, with a total of 80 subparts]
—status of response to Qs (# to Hill, at 0MB, still in agency)
[6 Q&As to McIntosh; 35 Q&As at 0MB for interagency review (for 
roughly one month, or more); 4 Q&As still under review within^
DOE.] . X
--status of document requests (sent, searching for, etc.)
[Initial document searches complete; proposed responses under 
review internally or at 0MB; no results from document searches
have been sent to McIntosh.] - xA V-,
—est. number of document pages provided ^
[First 6 Q&As, with attachments, were several hundred pages; 
remaining Q&As and attached documents are tens of thousands of 
pages.]--est. number of hours of staff time spent responding to McIntosh 
staff requests.
[500 hours, roughly]
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06/12/98 FRI 12:02 FAI 0001

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
OFFICE OF POLICY AND INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS (PO)

Forrestal Building 
Washington, D.C. 20585

DATE

FAX: (202) 586-3047

(NAME/OFnCE/TELEPHONE NO.)

I: Ha/a f??erlrrnh ^FRO lM:
(NAME/OFFICE/TELEPHONE NO.)

iThis transmittal consists of pages (EXCLUDLNG COVER SHEET).

REMARKS;
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Status of Agency Letters Submitted to OMB for Clearance
June 15.1998

The following is a status report on the clearance of agency letters to Rep. McIntosh. In some 
cases, agencies divided their response into more than one letter given the large number of 
questions submitted by the Subcommittee in order to provide information in a timely marmer. 
This status report only covers letters submitted to OMB for clearance. Agencies may have other 
letters or questions from the Subcommittee that we are not aware of and have not been submitted 
to OMB for review.

The dates for OMB clearance may not be the same date for agency transmittal to the 
Subcommittee. In many cases, agencies transmitted their letter several days after OMB 
clearance.

Questions requesting the submission of documents with White House equities are reviewed by 
the White House Counsel’s Office and not included in this status report. Agencies with 
documents involving third party equities are also not included in this report.

Agency

Labor
Commerce
National Science Foundation 
Smithsonian
Environmental Protection Agency
Treasury
Defense
NASA
Energy
State
Office of Science & Technology Policy 
Interior
Agency for International Development 
OMB
Council on Environmental Quality 
Council of Economic Advisers 
Agriculture 
Transportation
Housing &Urban Development 
Health & Human Services 
Tennessee Valley Authority 
National Economic Council

Date Cleared by OMB

4/14
4/21
4/22
4/22
4/22, 5/15 (two sets)
4/28, 6/1 (two sets)
5/1 (second set in review)
5/4
5/6 (second set in review)
5/7
5/8
5/8
5/11
5/13, 6/9 (two letters)
5/13, 6/9 (two letters)
5/18, 6/3 (second set) 
in review
sent, not submitted for review 
sent, not submitted for review 
sent, not submitted for review 
sent, not submitted for review 
sent letter
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5ENJAMIN A. GILf^AN NEW vo'RK
. DEI^NIS MASTERT ILLINOIS
CONSTANCE A. MORELLjA. MARYLAND
CHRISTOPHER SHAYS CONNECTICUT
STEVEN SCHIFF NEW MEXICO
CHRISTOPHER COX CALIFORNIA
ILEANA ROS-LEHTINEN FLORIDA
JOHN M MCHUGH. NEW YORK
STEPHEN HORN. CALIFORNIA
jOHNL mica FLORIDA
THOMAS M DAVIS III VIRGINIA
DAVID M MCINTOSH INDIANA
MARK E. SOUDER. INDIANA
JOE SCARBOROUGH. FLORIDA
JOHN SHADEGG. ARIZONA
STEVE C L>T0URETTE OhiO
MARSHALL MARK* SANFORD SOUTH CAROLINA
JOHN E SUNUNU NEW HAMPSHIRE
PETE SESSIONS. TEXAS
MIKE PAPPAS NEW JERSEY
VINCE SNOWBARGER KANSAS
30B BARR GEORGIA
ROB PORTMAN. OHIO

ONE HUNDRED FIFTH CONGRESS

Congress of tfjc ©niteii States
l^ouge of Eepre^entatibeg

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND OVERSIGHT 
2157 Rayburn House Office Building 

Washington. DC 20515-6143

HENRYA. WAXMAN CALIFORNIA 
RANKING MINORITY MEMBER

’OM LANTOS. CALIFORNIA 
306 WISE. WEST VIRGINIA 
MAJOR R. OWENS. NEW YORK 
EOOLPHUS TOWNS. NEW YORK 
PAUL E. KANJOnSKl. PENNSYLVANIA 
GARY A. CONDIT, CALIFORNIA 
CAROLYN 6 MALONEY NEW YORK 
THOMAS M. BARRETT, WISCONSIN 
ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
CHAKA FATTAH. PENNSYLVANIA 
ELUAHE CUMMINGS. MARYLAND 
DENNIS KUCINICH. OHIO 
ROD R. BLAGOJEVICH lUINOlS 
DANNY K DAVIS. ILLINOIS 
JOHN F. TIERNEY. MASSACHUSETTS 
JIM TURNER. TEXAS 
THOMAS H. ALLEN. MAINE 
HAROLD E. FORD JR . TENNESSEE

MAjORtTv ,2021 225-5074 
M,^OR(Tv 202)225-5051 
TTY 202) 225-6852

June 4, 1998

BERNARD SANDERS. VERMONT INDEPENDENT

The Honorable David McIntosh 
Chairman
Subcommittee on National Economic Growth.

Natural Resources, and Regulatory .Affairs 
B-377 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington. DC 20515

Dear Chairman McIntosh:

Yesterday, you wrote Dr. Janet Yellen. Chair of the Council of Economic Advisors 
(CEA), to threaten the issuance of a subpoena if she does not “commit to a full and prompt 
response and production of documents" related to U.S. policies on global warming.

Your approach is inappropriate. Many of the documents you request relate to ongoing 
international negotiations. The Administration is rightly concerned that releasing information 
that outlines the U.S. negotiating position and its objectives would undermine the abilitv of our 
negotiators to do their job effectively.

Despite those genuine concerns, in response to a request by Rep. Schaefer, the Chairman 
of the Subcommittee on Energy and Power, and in response to your request, the CEA has made 
relevant documents available to Congress for review. The minority staff of the Government 
Reform and Oversight Committee viewed these documents at the CEA’s offices before the 
hearing on May 19. 1998. It is my understanding that your staff did not take advantage of this 
opportunity. The Administration has also indicated that they will continue to make every effort 
to provide necessary information.

The cooperative effort of the Clinton Administration stands in stark contrast to the actions 
you took as E.xecutive Director of the White House Council on Competitiveness during the Bush 
Administration. As you know, the Council on Competitiveness was formed to coordinate and 
review the Administration's regulatory' policy. During your tenure, the Council intervened to 
weaken or delay numerous regulations to protect workers and the environment. According to an 
article by Bob Woodward in the Washington Post in 1992, the Council operated with a "no



The Honorable David McIntosh 
June 4. 1998 
Page 2

fingerprints" policy.'

Despite requests from several congressional committees, the Bush Administration's 
Council on Competitiveness refused to provide Congress with even the most basic information 
about its activities. For example:

• The Council refused to provide Congress with a list of reviewed regulations. According 
to the Washington Post article, the Council reviewed approximately 50 regulations 
annually. However, when Rep. Skaggs, then Chairman of the Subcommittee on Treasury, 
Postal Service, and General Government, requested the list of regulations in which the 
Council had significant involvement, he received virtually no information. The Council 
refused to provide him with a list, claiming that it would impose an "extraordinary 
burden'' on Council staff.”

• The Council reftised to provide copies of written communication between its staff and 
rulemaking agencies. The Council claimed that "disclosure of these communications 
would inhibit the candor of those participating in the process, and as a consequence, 
injure the quality of decision making." The Council also noted that, "consistent with 
Administration policy," these types of communications were not disclosed."

• The Council even refused to provide Congress with the identities of outside interests that 
had contacted the Council to seek relief from regulations. The Council took the position 
that its communications with groups seeking regulatory relief were "pre-decisional and 
deliberative in nature." and claimed that "it is Administration policy that these types of 
communications are not disclosed. The Council took this position even though no court 
has ever extended the deliberative process privilege to communications with outside 

groups.

1 have enclosed copies of relevant documents that provide further detail on the refusal of 
the Council on Competitiveness to cooperate with Congressional oversight activities during your 
tenure there.

9. 1992.
"Quayle's Quest: Curb Rules. Leave ’No Fingerprints'." The Washington Post. January

- Office of the Vice President. Response to Questions Submitted For the Record 
Submitted by Mr. Skaggs, p. 2. April 29. 1992.

■’ Ibid., p. 2.

^ Ibid., p. 3.



The Honorable David McIntosh 
June 4. 1998 
Page 3

I hope that you and your staff take the opportunity to \ iew the documents that the 
Administration has made available. Subpoenaing and publicly disclosing sensitive documents 
would be unreasonable and constitute an attack on the Administration during its ongoing 
negotiation of the Kyoto Protocol. It would also be inconsistent with the approach you followed 
while at the White House Council on Competitiveness.

Sincerely.

Henry A. Waxman 
Ranking Minority Member

cc; Members of the Subcommittee on National Economic Growth. Natural Resources and 
Regulatory Affairs



The aitached documem is the response by the Office of the Vice President to questions 
for the record submitted by the Subcommittee on Treasur\-. Postal Service and General 
Go\emment for the Subcommittee's March 17. 1992. hearing.

It was submitted to the Subcomminee on April 29. 1992 by the Office of the Vice 
President.



CUESTiCNS FOR THE RECORD SUBMITTED BY MR. SKAGGS

White House Office
What criteria is used in determining whether a Presidential trip is for "official 
business" or poiiticai/campaign purposes? Who makes this decision. Is there any 
independent oversight of this decision?

White House officials evaluate each proposed trip to determine whether js 
or political in nature. Among the criteria considered are the individuaKsI or grouo(s) 
mak?ng theTnvtation, those individuals or groups meeting with the President or First 

Lady, and the nature of the remarks.

Pniiowina -he trio the actual schedule of the trip and remarks by the President are 
reviewed to e.nsure that events occurred as planned. This final review 
the actual desionation of the trip (ie. official vs. political). Since itineraries may 
change once a trip begins, the final review is critical. When the trip is designated 
as political or mixed (official and political), a trip summary is approved and is signed- 
off bv the aDoropriate official with the White House Counsel s Office, Advance 
Office Political Affairs Office, and White House Operations. The Deouty Assistant 
to the'President for White House Operations approves and signs a trio summary for 
trips designated as 100°^o official.

Reoardless of the nature of the trip, certain individuals are designated as official 
travellers at all times. In addition, a travel authorization form for eacn traveller is 
prepared ana signed by the Deputy Assistant to the President for White House 

Operations for each and every trip.

The Gene.'-al Accounting Office (GAO) periodically reviews the White House travel 
expenses and trio summaries for the accounting of ofricial charges. In the pasc, 
GAO has four.G tne methocs in accounting for travel expenses to be aopropriate.

Rnpciai A.^i.^istance *0 the President

How many of the Office's requested 26 FTEs are assigned to the Council on 
Competitiveness? How much are you requesting to 
fund these FTES?

The<-e are no full-time staff deoicated to the Council. Two of the tweniy-six FTEs 
requested by the Office of the Vice President would devote a substantial amount or 
their duty hours (approximately 70 to 80 percent) to suoporting the Council, rne 

funding required is $86,000.

Please submit a complete list of regulatory proposals or other cases in which the 
Council on Competitiveness has been involved. What criteria does the Council use 
in choosing which cases to work on?

The Council is involved in a wide range of regulatory and competitiveness issues^ 
Among the more significant are those described in the attached fact sheets and 
press releases that discuss the Council's activities to date. The President has 
directed that the Council serve as the coordinating body for regulatory review under 
Executive Orders 1 2291 and 1 2498. These executive orders also contain the criteria 
that the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) and the Council use m reviewing 
regulations and discussing regulatory policy.



I-e uct-r,c:i's reg-iarory review ac::vi:;es involve '.vor'cr.q C'cseiv With ni\iQ ■ 
carry,rg our that agency's reguiarcry review procram Normaiii 
consicers are rhose rhar presenr Oifficuir issues requiFing Cabiner-level'arenr on tnH 
parucularly wnere there ,s a oolicy disagreement among agenc'es who havp^^n 
interest m the regulatory issues. The Counc'i rpcpnr'v -r-ow ®
curing a SO-day- regulatory review period for all Federal reguladons'^'^ln^reolieshna 
age.ncies to undertake this rev^iew, the Presicent also establishec chieria to be f.^Ph

regulations. me relevant executive orders and a copy of the 
President s memoranda are attached.

regulatory proposal as it came before the Council or its staff
feaul^T?nn‘^®p-n=n® advocated by the Council or its staff regarding the
regulatjon. Finally, please describe all changes in proposed regulations as thev were 
finalized, reflecting the comments of the Council and its staff ^

Ivprv^^nrnnncfn ^squest wouid require by its literal terms a description of
e ery p oposed regulation reviewed by the 0MB since the inception of the Council
OraersT2T°l°a!^dT24°S%Vbff^~' established by Executive
urcers and 124^8, ^he Office of Intormation and Reculatory Affairs (OIRA)vear. although ?he"ffgufrrja^cheU 

,■- request also encompasses various drafts of the regulations and 
a cesc. .ptipn or positions ta.xe.n py various agencies curing the review process The 
process or loentirying, gathering anc reviewinc these materials for re'ease would

TheTouncir'Z h°" e^aft resources of the cluncrand
O^MB. I he Counc.i would be happy to respond to particular questions about 
particular regulations that may be of interest to the subcomminee.

Please submit a copy of all written communications made by the Council or its staff 
to all departments and agencies on any of these proposals or its staff

Councii staff frequently meets with OIRA on reculatcn/ issues mat are being 
coorcinatec anc tnese meetings often mvo.ve interestec agency staff. No detailed 
recorcs are^kept or communications that occur on these occasions, particularly where 
oral deiioerations are involvec. In addition, telephone conversations take place during 
memoert.'^ Process and no records are kept of routine communications of staff

Those written cocuments that are generated in the course of deliberations on a 
regulatory issue are pre-dec:sional and deliberative in nature. Disclosure of these
-s^aTonc'nurnVr^^^^^^ the candor of those participating in "hrorocess and

■' oualir/ or agency decision making. Consistent with
‘ communications involving Cabinet-level bodies

are not disclosed except in extraordinary circumstances However if the 
subcornmittee has specific questions concerning particular regulatory issues the 
Council will seek to provide responsive information. issues, me

For each of the regulatory cases that the Councii has considered please list all 
communications that the Council has received - oral or written Irom outside 
interests. Please provide the Committee a copy of any written materials received.

interests outside the government on regulatory



deliberanons on a
ccrr.mL'nicanons would dirr.ir.,sr. rne°candor‘o^^*nosl 'hese
rnererore injure the duaiity of agency decs^on' r?-Sinr h
-ha: these tyoes of comrr.umcaticns are rot d?sc'o^;Pd^ ^administration policy 
circumstances. However, if the subcomm.r^P ^'fc.csec except m extraordinary 
particular regulatory issues, the Coun^c7Xrse7.

^^nles'Suring"!!^^^ communications from outside
docket? Are^he Counc^'sTwn com^ rulemaking
docket? If not. why not? regulatory agency included in the

instead, it asst^s ^n^he'^coordinadon^oTSe'Adminis^3T'^°^'rulemaking, 

being promulgated by Executive Br-nrh ^ review of regulations
and departments involved regain the s-aTuTn?v rp^nnn agencies
cased upon the recoro tha^is aevefpled
compliance with all of the re'evant provis-an^ n^^ho^A ^<^em to ensure
that are required for implemenrnc 'e^u^^-fon. Procedure Act
are involved as a result of the Vi“p pPeiTn°n"s
of the public wno wisn to communic-te wi-V h^m nr availaole to ail members 
Council staff is availaole to wor< ^tn the Tc^ncv ThicTt.n"'"

:n ceiibe.^ations '^n^n^'^he'ace.ncy'^-aV-n''inte^e^-’''^'^’"h^*^‘'^^ agency to participate 

discussed. When CouncM ^'-^oar<l s an inte.es.. in the regulator/ agency being
or .may nor invite reoresenta-iv^^''-mm outside of government, they may
may not be invited on some oc'-asions ^^ency representatives
inaporoonate. This pracS:e I cor^Ts^s-e^T w^h inconvenient or
meetings in the Office of the Vice P%sfdent



regularory 'ssue° are ^r9^^e'^'slor!^al“-nd^deVh“e^r-*^vp"^ course of deliberaticns on 3 

ccmrr:unicarions wouIg dirr^iris-’ *de^c-nnnr —nV ^^ture. Disc.'osure of these 
toere^ore injure the qualit^Sr acenc."Xr'. m :he process and
that these types of comnounicaticns are not dTs^'Sed ^ 6^80^'
Circumstances. However if the sunrnmm,r>Po ^'sc.osed except m extraorcinary
part.cu.ar regulatory issues, the CouncT^f^'Je^.

docket? Are the Council's own comments m in the rulemaking
docket? If not, why not? rnents to the regulatory agency included in the

'=---=sz
compliance witn all of the reievant nmvyi^-v.n^ a ° ^ ensure
tnat are requirec for implement.nc -e^ul—ions vvhpfa Procedure Act
are involvec as a result of the Vice P^esTcen-'s policv to he''-"^1''^')*"' Percies
of the public wno wisn to communicate wirn ^m nr =Vcijaole to ail members 
Council staff is availaole to wor< witn the acencv This^?pfn^~ maners,

SSI - - - -s s-“2^--------

SaelfS^foni 'SeS^trif a^ncy =sency to participate

meeringe in the Office of ,ne Vice P%^aent" ""



06/15/98 14:08 FAX
06/08/98 10:55 FAX 202 225 818S GOY REF MIN annex

SSrof«GR s^.S2S*^ 
c>5wTOP**e« S2«« «“-^SSJ 
5S!«^ho«kcju«x««

IMIW C. nwoBIL »«****•_ 
joC SOATOOKIUS".jS^sHweoo^iiaw^

SOUTH C-«W«*

UMEParPAft new JERSEY 
vWEESKIXfflAReeH, !««** BoaBRR*.0Eofle*

ROT KRT"W-0’'’0

ONE hundred «FTH COnQHESS

Congce99 of tfje BntteU states
ilou^e ot 3Rcpte«pntahbe<

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND OVERSIGHT 

2167 Raybufw house Office Buildino 
Washington, DC 20615-6143

HkRpYn O0eiJJ*-^<
•<^.rY (WIZA'MS* 
ttv WPasa«»«

June 5.1998

0002
0002

Tfly UMTO& CALFOftMA 
w» WISE WC5T%irtdlM<A
IMdOA R. 0«tM6. NttW tote
eOOLPMUC TOWMfl, MVM'TOM
p,fjL e. lufuown. p&wsnvAMA 
aART A. CONDCr. C^OMiM.
OMKK.VN a KMUONer. (CM tOR(
THOMAfi M. OAteerr-tedeC*SN 
tLCANORHOlsMe NORTOM.

OHTHICT Of COLUMBIA 
gMI«A fATTKfl. KNMflYtVAM^L
CLUAH E. CUMA40&. MARtlw
Q£M«S RUON'C". OWO 
noo R. BLAOOjCvtCK
^tf*IVlCeAVlS.AUMOtS _____JttiWF.'nEWet.MASSACMUSCTTS
j*»TU»efl.TG(A«

«. AWf. ___ ^
k^tfOLA e. rano. >«-TEMNEssn

BgftfUPO 8AN6ERB. VERMCNT INDO»eNO£MT

The Honorable Henry Waxman
^'^vemment Reform and Oversight

U.S. House of Reptesentalives
Room B-350A Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Ranking Member Waxman:
IamrnreceiptofyourJune4,1^98 letter mgarding yom concerns wii^

Subcommittee’s requests for documents from the Council on Economic Advisors (CEA).

Your letter mistakenly suggests that the documents made available by CTA to

srr-^s'sssSSSH.iHSr
^niiiitte’s ““S’«■‘”3

-dflie, Whitt House CoiiiKel’sOfScenottiKCEAhasevasaggcaed to
tho Subconinittte flat the docomonts r«)ti«sBd iu the Sobcoitmijttte-s 13, W8 letter

hMtttBodoing so mightanderomtttlwAtliiiiiiist^^ sposmonm
Anuta, Dr, Yellen testified at the Muy 19 heuitag that only The

have offered YQUicceaja” implicate iheAdmtaistration’sni^Moiis, May
in^^earing TtaDSCtSJTsS {emphaSTsupplicd), Th^ do^ts ^
a<;omen« respotmve »the Sulteomnnitee on Energy atta Power s request, not fins

Subcommittee’s request
Ildso fall to noderstand how the doomnents that the Subc^ttec Im re^iested

Se^a^tnStementation of the Kyoto Protocol on American jobs and the economy would 

be “modest.” Yet CEA continues to withhold this material.

The Subcomminee can only make an infoimed decision with respect to s

documents or any valid explanation for not producing them. Thus, raising the possibility with
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CEA of obtaining a subpoena at this time is not only appropriate but also the only responsible 
way to conduct oversight on these issues.

The Subcommittee is seeking to fulfill its Constitutional responsibilities on behalf of the 
American people who are entitled to know die facts concerning the Administration’s efforts on 
global wanning. I know that you do not want to be a party to concealing those facts.

As always, I ^preciate your continuing interest in the work of the Subcommittee.

Sincerely.

David M. McIntosh 
Chairman

Subcommittee on National Economic Growth, 
Natural Resources, and Regulatory Affairs

cc: The Honorable Dan Burton
The Honorable John Tietney \/
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EPA LEGISLATION 11002/006

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

MAY 2 I 898

OFTicn or
POLICY, PLANNING AND EVALUATION

The Honorable David M. McIntosh
Chairman, Subcommittee on National Economic Growth.

Natural Resources, and Regulatory Affairs 
Committee on Government Reform and Oversight 
U. S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

On March 18 you requested information regarding the Environmental Protection 
Agency’s policies and initiatives on global climate change issues. Pursuant to discussions with 
your staff, we are providing the attached information to supplement our March 18 response to 
questions I - 7 (“Phase 1 response”).

If you have questions about the attachments, please feel free to call me, or have your staff 
contact Dana Ott in the Office of Congressional and Intergovernment il Relations on 260-5414.

Sincerely,

David M. Gardiner 
Assistant Administrator

Enclosures
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Supplemental Answers to Questions 1-7

Question 1: Please provide a table with Fiscal Year (FY 89 - FY 99 historical budget authority
for your agency for the various components of the President’s "Climate Change Technology 
Initiative,” including the previous "Climate Change Action Program/Plan" and any other new 
or previously authorized Research and Development (R&D) herein (except for the U.S. Global 
Change Research Program included in Question 3 below). For each :omponcnt, please indicate 
each specific budget account, the specific legislative authority (including the specific statute, the 
section citation, and the language of the section) for the program, and a brief description of the 
program.

Supplemental information: In EPA’s previous answer, we provided historical budget authority from 
FY 1994 through the FY 1999 President’s Budget Request. As stated in the answer, the reason that 
funding levels have not been provided prior to FY 94 is that F Y 94 was th: first year of funding for the 
Climate Change Action Plan, and FY 99 is the first year of proposed funding for the Climate Change 
Technology Initiative.

Some components of the President’s Climate Change Action Plan, including the Green Lights program, 
the Energy Star computers program, and the methane programs, did exist at lower funding levels prior 
to the FY 1994 Climate Change Action Plan. Funding levels for these partnership programs are 
included below:

Funding Levels for Green Lights, Energy Star, and Methane Programs, 1989 - 1993

1989 1990 1991 1992 1993

None None $3.8 million $6.8 million $9.9 million

Question 2: In Section 2 (Programmatic Details:) of OMB’s Fe1l>ruary 2, 1998 handout, 
“Climate Change Technology Initiative - 1999 Budget BrieHng Materials,” please provide the 
following information associated with each paragraph description in which your agency has been 
funded or is requesting funding: the associated funding in FY 97, F^" 98 and FY 99. Also, for 
each paragraph, for the requested Binding in FY 99, please provide evidence of any 
accomplishments from the FY 93 - FY 97 funding, if any. Lastly, for each paragraph, please 
indicate any program performance measures for the requested funding, and, for each such 
measure, please provide data for the 1990 base year and annual data for the most recent three- 
year period for which data are available.

Supplemental information; The table below covers performance measures for the years 1990, 1995, 
1996, and 1997. Performance for these programs is not measured against a 1990 base year. Rather, 
performance is measured against less efficient technologies and practices that would have been in place 
in the absence of the voluntary programs for the year in which the results are measured. As noted in the 
table, performance measures arc not applicable for 1990 because the programs did not exist at the time. 
These measures supplement the performance measures provided in the original answer.



06/15/98 15:31 0202 260 5185 EPA LEGISLATION @1004/006

Buildings Sector

1990 1995 1996 1997
Greenhouse Gas Reductions (million 
metric tons of carbon equivalent)

n/a 1.2 mmtee 2.4 mmice 3.0 mmtcc

Nitrogen Oxide (NOx) Reductions n/a 11.000 tons 22,000 tons 35,000 tons
Energy Bill Savings n/a $0.4 billion $0.8 billion $1.2 billion
Energy Savings n/a 5.5 billion 

kWh
10.5 billion 
kWh

17.2 billion kWh

Partners n/a 2,500 3,800 4,600

Industry Sector

1990 1995 1996 1997

Greenhouse Gas Reductions 
(million metric tons of carbon 
equivalent)

n/a 3.3 mmtee 5.3 mmtee 11.8 mmtee.

Energy Savings n/a 11 trillion btu 25 trillion btu 57 trillion btu

Partners n/a 400 700 1,000

Transportation Sector

1990 1995 1996 1997
Greenhouse Gas Reductions (million 
metric tons of carbon equivalent)

n/a 0 0.1 mmtee 0.1 mmtee

Energy Savings (gallons of gasoline) n/a 16 million 
gallons

41 million 
gallons

48 million 
gallons

Partners n/a 100 200 300
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EPA Total

1990 1995 1996 1997

Greenhouse Gas Reductions 
(million melric tons of carbon 
equivalent)

4 iniTitcc 8 mnnee 15 mmtee

Nitrogen Oxide (NOx) 
Reductions

11,000 tons 22,000 tons 35,000 tons

Energy Bill Savings $0.4 billion $0.8 billion $1.2 billion

Energy Savings
- electricity
- gasoline

-5.5 billion kWh 
"16 million gallons

"10.5 billion kWh 
—41 million gallons

"17.2 billion kWh 
—48 million gallons

Partners 3,100 4,800 6,000

Question 5: For the FY99 request please providea tabic showingwha t part is funding to continue
initiatives funded in FY98 or prior years and what part is brand new activity. For each 
component, please indicate each specific budget account, the specific legislative authority of the 
program (including the specific statute, the section citation, and the la nguage of the section), and 
a brief description of the program. For each brand new activity, please indicate expected requested 
funding annually through FY 03.

Supplemental information:

The subcommiliee has asked for further clarification of the expected reques :ed funding annually through 
FY 2003. As stated in the original response, over the next 5 years, the Preiiident has projected a 5-year 
total increase to EPA’s Climate Change Technology Initiative of S677M, including a $115M increase 
over the EPA FY98 enacted level of $90M for FY 99. The precise allocation of future budgets among 
EPA’s voluntary climate programs ha.s not been determined, and will be assessed at the appropriate time 
by the Agency based on updated information on program accomplishments. However, the overall 
funding levels for EPA’s portion of the Climate Change Technology Init aiive are shown below, and 
funding levels for individual programs are expected to grow at approximately the same rate of increase:
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Year
FY 1999
FY 2000
FY 2001
FY 2002
FY 2003

EPA LEGISLATION @006/006

TOTAL, FY 1999 - FY 2003

Funding Increase Over 1998 Enaited Levels

$115 million

S126 million

$137 million

$148 million

$151 million

$677 million

Question 7: Please provide a table for FY 93 - FY 97 identifying all a ssistance (including grants,
cooperative agreements, and other transactions) and contract awards to non-profit and for-profit 
organuations for any climate change activity, including the date, amo jnt of the award, name of 
the organizations, purpose of the award, and a summary of any result 's) from the award. Please 
provide a copy of any final report from these awards.

Supplemental information; The subcommittee has asked for a copy of “any final report” from all 
assistance and contract awards from FY93-FY97 for any climate change activity. As indicated in the first 
answer, the Agency has not attempted to provide all such reports due to the sheer volume. A single 
contract may have dozens of different work assignments and may have dozens of final reports depending 
on the work assignments that were issued under the contract.

In further discussions with the subcommittee staff, they have requested final reports from seven specific 
assistance awards identified from the list provided previously by the Agency. We have enclosed the final 
reports available for these seven awards to the University of Maryland, IIE(', ICF, Center for Clean Air 
Policy, and Abt Associates. Please note that some of the awards are ongoing efforts, and final reports 
have yet to be generated.
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STATUS OF CHAIRMAN MC INTOSH INQUIRY/RESPONSE

June 1998

Letter received March 11, requesting detailed information in response to 14 questions 
concerning the budget, performance measures, legislation, regulations, program 
accomplishments, and analyses for the White House Initiative on Global Climate Change, 
LB:SC:LA98.00069f
Committee Staff: Barbara Kahlo, 202-226-3058; fax 225-2441
Second letter received from the Committee April 28, requesting status of response
NASA response letter sent with status of original request May 1
Response submitted by NASA, as written by the £SE and approved by 0MB, on May 6:

• Summary reports sent with answers to Question 3 and performance measures 
specified.

• C^stion 3 answer summary - ESE cannot meaningfully breakout the climate change 
portion of the NASA budget. As a participant in the USGCRP, E$E is dedicated to 
answering key questions concerning the changing planet and supporting a wide 
range of basic research, of which global climate change is an integral aspect

• Detail reports ordered from ESE programs at NASA Centers; delivery expected at 
end of June

• May 30, phone questions received “off the record” from Barbara Kahlo, requesting 
additional information on Q. 3: What percentage of NASA dollars is specific to 
“climate change?” and the rationale behind three ESE performance indicators

Contacted by Sarah Horrigan, 0MB, June 1. Informed that Ms. Kalho had been contacting 
each science agency by phone to request changes in their responses to Question 3 
Ms. Horrigan asked ESE to contact David Goodrich at the USGCRP to obtain guidance on 
answering the climate change percentage question
ESE incorporated USGCRP sUtements into NASA’s response; approved by 0MB; faxed to 
Ms. Kahlo June 11
Phone message received from Ms. Kahlo that “...NASA’s answer to Question 3 is not 
acceptable. The Committee will score NASA as 100% climate change unless a specific 
percentage is provided by ESE; the other agencies have given specific percentages. NASA 
will receive another ‘non-responsive’ letter from the Committee.”
Ms. Horrigan concurred with the ESE decision not to specify a percentage of the ESE 
program budget that is specifically directed to climate change
LA contacted by the White House Climate Change Task Force, Amy Kirschenbaum, with 
request for information on questions, letters, reports and other contacts from the Committee 
to NASA concerning this issue. Responding information; NASA has received two letters 
and 2 phone calls; 14 questions have been answered and summary financial reports have 
been sent to Committee; detailed financial reports have been ordered from NASA’s ESE 
Centers - expected by the end of June
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OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS 

NASA Headquarters 

Washington, DC 20546

202-358-1055
202-358-4340

MESSAGE

Number of Pages (Including Cover):.
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Memorandum 1

Subject Date

Congressional Document Requests
Regarding Global Climate Change

June 11, 1998

Agency Contacts for Oversight 
On Global Climate Change

pIuI P. Colhorn 

Special Counsel"^/ 
Office of Legal Counsel

A number of agencies have recently received letters from 
Representative David McIntosh/ Chairman of the Government Reform 
and Oversight subcommittee conducting oversight of the White 
House Initiative on Global Climate Change. These letters express 
concern regarding how long it is taking for the agencies to 
respond to the document requests contained in a March 11th 
letter from Chairman McIntosh, and they raise the prospect 
of the issuance of subpoenas.

I recognize that it can be difficult for congressional 
committees to fully appreciate the complexities of the search and 
review procedures that agencies must undertake when they receive 
broad document requests. By the same token, you should bear in 
mind the importance of working insofar as possible to satisfy 
the information needs of congressional committees in a time fi 
consistent with the committee's stated needs.

;rame

Accordingly, please expedite your processes and produce 
responsive documents to the subcommittee as soon as possible.
As we have discussed, when you make your production you should 
inform the subcommittee that, pursuant to the procedures set 
forth in Lloyd Cutler's memorandum of September 28, 1994, you 
have referred documents implicating White House confidentiality 
interests to the White House Counsel's Office for review. You 
should also request, pursuant to the Cutler memorandum, that the 
subcommittee staff direct its inquiries regarding these documents 
to that Office.

Please do not hesitate to call Rob Weiner (at 456-6297) 
or me (at 514-2048) if you have any questions about these 
procedures.

cc: Rob Weiner

TOTAL P.02


