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ENERAL STAT F CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH
REQUESTS REGARDING CLIMATE CHANGE AS OF 9/15

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 incurred to date.



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

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 9/17)
Treasury 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-7sent to Hill: May 5 18,000 pages produced 30/1,138 $46,567
' 8-14: August 4
2. April 28 follow-up Response sent to Hill: June 5
3. June 18: request August 4
for salaries &
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 { 1-7 sent to Hill: April 22 120,000 pages produced 67/1,520 $58,100
102 15-17; 19-29; 31-32 sent to
subparts Hill: May 15
including 8-14; 18(a-e); 19; 30 sent to
19 Hill: August 13
document Supplemental response sent to
requests Hill: Sept. 1
2. Verbal Request Supplemental answers sent to
for supplemental 4Q’s Hill: May 21
info
3. August 10: Reponse sent to Hill: Sept. 4
Subpeona 11Q’s
Smithsonian | 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1 -14 sent to Hill: April 22 8 pages produced /40




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

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, i
43 sent to Hill: August 28 L
Remainder of Q’s sent to Hill: : )}{
/
June 26
2. May 1: follow-up
letter
3. Verbal request 3Q’s
for additional info
4. August 13: 7Q’s
Subpeona
Interior 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1 - 5 sent to Hill: June 2 11,835 pages produced 287/2,253 | $101,296
6 - 14: OMB Clearance
2. April 28: follow-
up letter
3. June 3: follow-up Response sent to Hill: June 10
threatening
subpeona
Commerce 1. March 11 14Q’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 (9/17/98)

NASA 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-14 sent to Hill: May 6 7,000 pages produced 12/980 $35,700
oy
2. April 28: follow- Y',H;
up letter "?v g
3. May 30: Verbal Response sent to Hill: June 3
request for
additional info
NSF 1. March 11 14Q’s 1-14 sent to Hill: April 24 1,243 pages produced; also 13/55 $2,266
submitted
2. April 27: Verbal |4 Q’s Sent to Hill: May 4 Existing Publication

request for
supplemental info

3. April 29: Verbal
request for
publication

4. May 11: Verbal
request for
additional data

5. June 1: Verbal
request for
additional data

Sent to Hill: May 4

Sent to Hill: May 29

Internal review




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

OSTP 1. March 11 14Q’s 1-7; 10-14 sent to Hill: May 8 | 25,000 pages produced ' 12/315 $26,758
8-9 sent to Hill: July 7 Lt
5[0 1
N S S
2. Verbal request Internal review S78
for salaries &
expenses
3. June 26 8Q’s WH Counsel response sent to
Subpeona Hill: June 28; OSTP response
sent to Hill: July 7
CEA 1. March 13 34Q’s, 1-7 sent to Hill: May 18 120,000 pages produced 14/670 $31,420
including 8-14 sent to Hill: June 16
27 15-34 sent to Hill: August 24
document
requests
2. May 1: follow-up
letter
3. June 3 1 Q:Request | Response sent to Hill: July 16
for salaries
& expenses
4. August 10:
Subpoena
5. Sept. 3




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

OMB 1. March 2 14 Q’s " | Response sent to Hill: May 13 | 8,052 pages produced 12/125 $5,825
'_,-/3‘
2. March 6 67 Q’s Response sent to Hill: June 9 : —;%;:_7—
3. April 28 follow-
up letter
4. May 27: 8Q’s Response sent to Hill: July 27
additional info
5. June 22 32Q’s July 7, July 27
6. June 26 13Q’s Response sent to Hill: July 7
Subpoena
7. July 10: OMB 2Q’s Response sent to Hill: July 16

letter additional info
and contempt threat




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

CEQ 1. March 2 14 Q’s Response sent to Hill: May 13 | 5,150 pages produced 14/355 $19,782
YIF
2. March 6 39Q’s Response sent to Hill: June 8 |
¢ !

3. April 28 follow-

up letter

4. June 29: 13Q’s WH Counsel response sent to

Subpeona Hill: June 28
Responses sent to Hill: July
13, July 21, July 29, July 31

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

8-14 sent to Hill: Sept. 2

2. April 28: follow-

up letter

3. June 1: Verbal 5Q’s Response sent to Hill: Aug. 10

request for

additional info

4. August 11: 1Q Response sent to Hill: Aug. 13

Verbal request

5. Sept. 3: Verbal 1Q

request




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

NEC . March 11 14 Q’s Response from WH counsel N/A 2
sent to Hill: April 2
. April 20 follow-up
HHS . March 11 14 Q’s Response sent to Hill: April 2 | 25 pages produced /5
DOD . March 11 14Q’s 1-7 sent to Hill: May 1 5/80/7;7},_ $3500
8-14 sent to Hill: July 9 500 pages produced 5’4‘3
DOT . March 11 14 Q’s 1 - 14 sent to Hill: March 31 135 pages produced 17/2—1@’4— $11,142
. Verbal request 3Q’s Response sent to Hill: Sept. 11
TOTALS 62 611 N/A 369,600 produced /10,236 | $424,818
/ | 14,407 in review / [
/ | / )
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10.

1.

12.

13.

Summary of Requostéd Items for Subpoena
N/A
All records relating to testimony by Stuart Eizenstadt.
All records relating to testimony by Janet Yellen.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

~ 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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Summary of Requestéd Items for Subpoena -

1. N/A

All records relating to testimony by Stuart Eizenstadt,
All records relating to testimony by Janet Yellen.

: All comments from federal agencies on Yellen's March 4 testimony and any other
executive branch w1tne s draﬁ testimony.
-/ ~ 3 )4 €
5. records rclaung to mteragency review, analysis, or deliberations on economic and
O M environmental impacts of Administration policies and other mitigation options (particularly
\\ L [AT documents) on or after July 1996.
1 ¢com File

6. All records relating to econormic or environmental data used or provided to U.S. delegates

\{7/ relating to the Kyoto negotiations.

7. All records rclating to effccts of stabilizing emissions or reducing emissions below 1990
\\) levels on ec wth, productivity, trade competitiveness, and employment.
s€€ o (CE S
8. All records rclatmg to analysis of cost and benefits of meeting Kyoto and any other
compliance options considered by the Administration.
<~ Swnt -
9. All records relating to the dcvclopmcnt of WH Initiative on Global Climate Change--
CCTI, or alternative olicy options,

Y 7 Fossibly o S iC
10. All records relating to potential cumulative costs of all environmental and/or energy
f\) 5 4‘[ regul.mons ’s_mce 1992 that have the effect of GHG reductions.
3 thaa

. AJJ records relating to potential cumulative effects of regulations referred to in item 10 on
U.S. economy and energy system,
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| 12, All records relating to applicability and/or legal authority to implement any measure in the
) - Kypto Protocol
! > Jon T >0 |
13. All records relating to analyses of plans, programs, or proposals to implement or plan for
international emissions tradmg J1, and CDM as defined in Protocol.
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STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (9/15/98)

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 9/15)
Treasury 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-7sent to Hill: May 5 18,000 pages produced 30/1,138 $46,567
8-14: August 4
2. April 28 follow-up Response sent to Hill: June 5
3. June 18: request August 4
for salaries &
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 | 1-7 sent to Hill: April 22 120,000 pages produced 67/1,520 $58,100
102 15-17; 19-29; 31-32 sent to
subparts Hill: May 15
including 8-14; 18(a-e); 19; 30 sent to
19 Hill: August 13
document Supplemental response sent to
requests Hill: Sept. 1
2. Verbal Request Supplemental answers sent to
for supplemental 4Q’s Hill: May 21
info
3. August 10: Reponse sent to Hill: Sept. 4
Subpeona 11Q’s
Smithsonian | 1. March 11 14Q’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 3Q’s
for additional info
4. August 13: 7Q’s
Subpeona
Interior 1. March 11 14Q’s 1 - 5 sent to Hill: June 2 11,835 pages produced 287/2,253 | $101,296
6 - 14: OMB Clearance
2. April 28: follow-
up letter
3. June 3: follow-up Response sent to Hill: June 10
threatening
subpeona
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 14 Q’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 Response sent to Hill: June 3
request for
additional info
NSF 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-14 sent to Hill: April 24 1,243 pages produced; also 13/55 $2,266
submitted
2. April 27: Verbal [4Q’s Sent to Hill: May 4 Existing Publication

request for
supplemental info

3. April 29: Verbal
request for
publication

4. May 11: Verbal
request for
additional data

5. June 1: Verbal
request for
additional data

Sent to Hill: May 4

Sent to Hill: May 29

Internal review




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

OSTP 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-7; 10-14 sent to Hill: May 8 | 25,000 pages produced 12/315 $26,758
8-9 sent to Hill: July 7

2. Verbal request Internal review

for salaries &

expenses

3. June 26 8Q’s WH Counsel response sent to

Subpeona Hill: June 28; OSTP response

sent to Hill: July 7
CEA 1. March 13 34 Q’s, 1-7 sent to Hill: May 18 120,000 pages produced 14/670 $31,420

including 8-14 sent to Hill: June 16
27 15-34 sent to Hill: August 24
document
requests

2. May 1: follow-up

letter

3. June 3 1 Q:Request | Response sent to Hill: July 16
for salaries
& expenses

4. August 10:

Subpoena

5. Sept. 3




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

OMB

1. March 2
2. March 6

3. April 28 follow-
up letter

4. May 27:
additional info

5. June 22

6. June 26
Subpoena

7. July 10: OMB
letter additional info
and contempt threat

14Q’s

67 Qs

Response sent to Hill: May 13

Response sent to Hill: June 9

Response sent to Hill: July 27

July 7, July 27

Response sent to Hill: July 7

Response sent to Hill: July 16

8,052 pages produced

12/125

$5,825




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

CEQ 1. March 2 14 Q’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: 13Q’s WH Counsel response sent to
Subpeona Hill: June 28
Responses sent to Hill: July
13, July 21, July 29, July 31
AID 1. March 12 14 Q’s 1-7 sent to Hill: May 14 27,500 pages produced 10/325 $11,832
8-14 sent to Hill: Sept. 2
2. April 28: follow-
up letter
3. June 1: Verbal 5Q’s Response sent to Hill: Aug. 10
request for
additional info
4. August 11: 1Q Response sent to Hill: Aug. 13
Verbal request
5. Sept. 3: Verbal 1Q
request




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

State 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-7 sent to Hill: May 11 2,000 pages produced: July 15 /250
8-14: Internal agency review
7,000 pages under internal
review
2. May 27 11Q’s Internal agency review; interim
response sent to Hill: June 11
3. July 10 subpoena
threat
Labor 1. March 13 18Q’s 1-18 sent to Hill: April 16 1000 pages produced 7/175 $7,133
TVA 1. March 11 14Q’s Response sent to Hill: March 250 pages produced _/60
31
2. Verbal request
for follow-up info Response sent to Hill: April 21
USDA 1. March 11 14Q’s - 1-7 sent to Hill: June 22 17/520 $15,600
8-14: OMB Clearance 2500 pages: internal review
Supplement to 1-7: OMB
2. April 28: follow- Clearance
up letter
HUD 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1 - 11 sent to Hill: April 2 1 page produced /4




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

NEC . March 11 14 Q’s Response from WH counsel N/A 2
sent to Hill: April 2
. April 20 follow-up
HHS . March 11 14 Q’s Response sent to Hill: April 2 | 25 pages produced /5
DOD . March 11 14 Q’s 1-7 sent to Hill: May 1 _/40
8-14 sent to Hill: July 13 500 pages produced
DOT . March 11 14 Q’s 1 - 14 sent to Hill: March 31 135 pages produced 17/214 $11,142
. Verbal request - |3 Q’s Response sent to Hill: Sept. 11
TOTALS 62 611 | N/A 369,600 produced /10,196 | $421,378
14,407 in review
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STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (10/08/98)

CEQ 1. March 2 14 Q’s Response sent to Hill: May 13 | $-456-pages produced '14/3-5-5—
_ 20/ 50>

2. March 6 39Q’s Response sent to Hill: June 8 1; m o (’-"‘E”"'LL

3. April 28 follow-

up letter

4. June 29: 13Q’s WH Counsel response sent to

Subpeona Hill: June 28
Responses sent to Hill: July
13, July 21, July 29, July 31

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

8-14 sent to Hill: Sept. 2

2. April 28: follow-

up letter

3. June 1: Verbal 5Q’s Response sent to Hill: Aug. 10

request for

additional info

4. August 11: 1Q Response sent to Hill: Aug. 13

Verbal request

5. Sept. 3: Verbal 1Q

request




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

State 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-7 sent to Hill: May 11 37,896 pages produced 95/972 $78,596
8-14: Internal agency review
2. May 27 11Q’s Internal agency review; interim
response sent to Hill: June 11
subpoena
3. July 10 threat
4. August 14 request
Labor 1. March 13 18Q’s 1-18 sent to Hill: April 16 1000 pages produced 7/175 $7,133
TVA 1. March 11 14 Q’s Response sent to Hill: March 250 pages produced /60
31
2. Verbal request
for follow-up info Response sent to Hill: April 21
USDA 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-7 sent to Hill: June 22 17/520 $15,600
8-14: OMB Clearance 2500 pages: internal review
Supplement to 1-7: OMB
2. April 28: follow- Clearance
up letter '
HUD 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1 - 11 sent to Hill: April 2 1 page produced /4




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

NEC . March 11 14 Q’s Response from WH counsel N/A 2
sent to Hill: April 2
. April 20 follow-up
HHS . March 11 14Q’s Response sent to Hill: April 2 | 25 pages produced /5
DOD . March 11 14Q’s 1-7 sent to Hill: May 1 5/80 $3500
8-14 sent to Hill: July 9 500 pages produced
DOT . March 11 14 Q’s 1 - 14 sent to Hill: March 31 135 pages produced 17/214 $11,142
. Verbal request 3Q’s Response sent to Hill: Sept. 11
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 10/05)
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 NUMBER | DOCUMENT PRODUCTION | NUMBER | COSTS
LETTERS/ OF OF
VERBAL QUEST- STAFF/
REQUESTS IONS STAFF
HOURS
(approximate
as of 10/08)
McIntosh 63 614 411,780 pages produced 697/10,983 | $504,864
Subpoena
Totals
Other 8 82 4,558 pages produced 79/934 $35,712
Subpoena
Totals
ALL 71 696 416,338 pages produced 776/11,917 | $540,576
Subpoena
TOTALS

10




STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH (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)
Treasury 1. March 11 14Q’s 1-7sent to Hill: May 5 18,000 pages produced 30/1,138 $46,567
8-14: August 4
2. April 28 follow-up Response sent to Hill: June 5
3. June 18: request August 4
for salaries &
expenses
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 | 1-7 sent to Hill: April 22 120,000 pages produced 67/1,520 $58,100
102 15-17; 19-29; 31-32 sent to
subparts Hill: May 15
including 8-14; 18(a-e); 19; 30 sent to
19 Hill: August 13
document Supplemental response sent to
requests Hill: Sept. 1
2. Verbal Request Supplemental answers sent to
for supplemental 4Q’s Hill: May 21
info
3. August 10: Reponse sent to Hill: Sept. 4
Subpeona 11Q’s
Smithsonian | 1. March 11 14Q’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 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 3Q’s
for additional info
4. August 13: 7Q’s
Subpeona
Interior 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1 - 5 sent to Hill: June 2 11,835 pages produced 287/2,253 | $101,296
6 - 14: OMB Clearance
2. April 28: follow-
up letter
3. June 3: follow-up Response sent to Hill: June 10
threatening
subpeona
Commerce 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-8 sent to Hill: April 30 8,277 pages produced 10/550 $19,957
9-14 sent to Hill: August 14 2,407 third party review




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

NASA 1. March 11 14 Q’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 Response sent to Hill: June 3
request for
additional info
NSF 1. March 11 14Q’s 1-14 sent to Hill: April 24 1,243 pages produced; also 13/55 $2,266
_ submitted
2. April 27: Verbal [ 4Q’s Sent to Hill: May 4 Existing Publication

request for
supplemental info

3. April 29: Verbal
request for
publication

4. May 11: Verbal
request for
additional data

5. June 1: Verbal
request for
additional data

Sent to Hill: May 4

Sent to Hill: May 29

Internal review




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

OSTP 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-7; 10-14 sent to Hill: May 8 | 25,000 pages produced 14/340 $26,758
8-9 sent to Hill: July 7

2. Verbal request Internal review

for salaries &

expenses

3. June 26 8Q’s WH Counsel response sent to

Subpeona Hill: June 28; OSTP response

sent to Hill: July 7
CEA 1. March 13 34 Q’s, 1-7 sent to Hill: May 18 120,000 pages produced 14/670 $31,420

including 8-14 sent to Hill: June 16
27 15-34 sent to Hill: August 24
document
requests

2. May 1: follow-up

letter

3. June 3 1 Q:Request | Response sent to Hill: July 16
for salaries
& expenses

4. August 10:

Subpoena

5. Sept. 3




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

OMB 1. March 2 14 Q’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: 8Q’s Response sent to Hill: July 27
additional info
5. June 22 32Q’s July 7, July 27
6. June 26 13Q’s Response sent to Hill: July 7
Subpoena
7. July 10: OMB 2Q’s Response sent to Hill: July 16

letter additional info
and contempt threat




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

CEQ

1. Talent, House Small
Business Committee

2. Sensenbrenner, HSC

5Q

39Q

April 8, 1998

June 3, 1998

3/5

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 1.9Q 1. 8/07/98 1. 10 page letter response 1. 8/120 1. $3600
Committee (HSC),
Sensenbrenner 6/25/98
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
IS sensenbremner | 4.7q 4. Pending 4. Pending 4.3/6 4. $3180
CEA House Small 8Q response in OMB clearance as 4/35 $1523

Business Committee

of September 8




SUMMARY REPORT OF RESPONSES TO ALL CLIMATE CHANGE INQURIES

(10/08/98)

NUMBER NUMBER OF | DOCUMENT NUMBER COSTS

OF QUESTIONS | PRODUCTION | OF STAFF/

LETTERS/ STAFF

VERBAL HOURS

REQUESTS (approximate as

of 10/08/98)

MclIntosh | 63 614 411,780 pages 697/10,983 $504,864
Inquiries produced
Totals
Other 8 82 4,558 pages 79/934 $35,712
Inquiries produced
Totals
ALL ! 696 416,338 pages 776/11,917 $540,576
Inquiries produced

TOTALS
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GSFCHQ
LaRC
SSC
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Approx
# reports

Status of Document production

Being consolidated now

Being shipped to Andrew Hunter

No reposts

Shipped to Jeff Lupis for coordinated response
Being shipped to Andrew Hunter
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# pages

§ 85,38

Staff Hours

480
240

3
120
134
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March 11, 1998
BY FACSIMILE
The Honorable Gene B. Sperling
Assistagt to the President for Economic
Policy, National Econamic Council
Washington, D.C. 20500
Dear Mr. Sperling:
| The Subcomumittee on National Economic Growth. Natural Resources, and Regulatory
Affairs is conducting oversight of the White House Initiative on Global Climate Change.
7N Pursuant to the Constitution and Rules X and XI of the United States House of
Represenuatives, please provide the Subcommitee with detailed information in response to the
attached questions regarding the budget, performance measures, legislarion, regulativns, and
analyses for this initiative. Please restate each question before the corresponding answer.
Please coatact Subcommittee Stff Direutor Mildred Webber at 2254407 if you have any
questions about this request. Please provide this information not later than 12 noon, March 31,
1998 to the Subcommittee in Room B-377 Raybum. T
Thank you in advance for your attention to this request.
Sincerely,
Oand M
David M. McIntosh
Chairman
- Subcommitree on National Economic Growth,
Natural Resources, and Regulatory Affairs
¢c:  The Honorable Dan Burton
The Honorable John Tierney
Eoclosure
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Questians for Each Ageacy with Any Climate Change Funding

1. Plcase provide a table with Fiscal Yeac (FY) 89 - FY 99 historical budget authority for your
agency for the various components of the President's “Clim::?hangq Technology Initiative,”
including the previous “Climate Change Action Pro lany”’and any other new or pfcviously
authorized Rescarch and Development (R&D) hereid (except for the U.S. Global Change
Research Program incluged in Question 3 below). For ?eh camponent, plcase indicate cach
specific budget account/ the specific legistative authority (including the specific statutc, the
section citation, and the language of the section) for the program, and a brief description of the
program. /) '

2. In Section 2 ("Programumatic Details") of OMB's February 2, 1998 handout, "Climate Change
Techoology [nitiative - 1999 Budget Briefing Materials,” plcase 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, FY 98, and FY 99. /Also, for each
paragraph, for the requested funding in FY 99, please pruvide evidence of any accomplishments
from the FY 93 - FY 97 funding, if any#Tastly, 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. {

. 3. Please provide a table with FY 89 - FY 99 historical budget authority for your agency for the
various components of the “U.S, Glo'ya.l Changce Research Program™ which were or are devoted
exclusively to climate change R&D."For each component, please indicate each specific budget
accountthe specific legislative authority for the progmn;('mcluding the specific statute, the
section citation, and the language of the section), and a brief deseription of the program-

. If funded in any of FY 93 - FY 97, please provide evidence of any accomplishments from
these dollars./ Also, for requested funding in FY 99, please indicate any program

performance measures for the funding, aad, for cach such measure, please
provide data for the 1990 base y d annual data for the most recent three-year period
for which data are availablc}

. 4. Please provide a table with FY 89 - FY 99 historical budgct authority for your agency for any
other components of the Administration|s climage change program (i.c., in addition to those
included in ansyver o questions 1 and 2}l For each component, plgase indicate each specific
budget account, the specific legislative authority for the program (including the specific statute,
the section cilation, and the language of the section), and a brief description of the program. %

5. For the FY 99 request, pleasc provide a table showing what part i funding to continue
initiatives funded in FY 98 or prior years and what part is brand new actrvity/ 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

: 1T/90
(11174 XVd 9T:6T [IHL 86~
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a brief description of the program.’ For each brand new actvity, plcase indicate expected
requestéd funding annuatly through FY 03. '

6. Please identify the full set of your agency-specific performance measurey for the
Administration’s Climate Change proposal (besides thase indicated in response to questions 2
and 3), iacluding data for at least the 1990 base ycar, FY 97, FY 98, and FY 99. Also, please
identify how any of your agency-specific measures (iacluding those in response to questions 2
and 3) relate 10 those for any other Federal agency. Lastly, please degcribe any interagency
efforts to identify end relate the entire set of climate change performance measures, including
which agencies are involved and. the names of the agency representatives,

7. Please providc a table for FY 93 - FY 97 identifying all assistance (including grants,
cooperative agreements, and other transacuions) and contract awards to nou-profit and for-profit
orgraizations for any climate change activity, including the date, argount of the award, namc of

the organization, purpose of the award, and a summary of any resul(s) from the award, Please
provide a copy of any final report from these awards.

8. Since January 1993, has your agency participated in any interagency effort(s) relating to
climate change in any of the following areas: (2) review of current legislation and/or the need foc -
any new legislation; (b) review of current rules, any needed revisions to current rules, and/gr any
needed ncw rules; (c) production or review of aay environmental data and/or analyses: (d)
production or review of any cost-benefit data or aualyscs; and/or (¢) production or review of any
economic data and/or economic analyses? If so, please identify the interagency effort, its

tember agencies, its membership not only from your agency but also from other Federal

agencies and/or any non-Federal parties, all drufts and analyses from the effort(s), and any
commeats from your ageacy on any drafts. -

9. Sincc January 1993, has your agency either prepared or reviewed any environmeantal, cost-
benefit, and/or economic data and analyses relafing to the White House Inidative on Global
Climate Change? if so, Please provide & copy of all data, analyses, and any comments by your
agency. -

10. Did your ageacy comment on any of the draft tastimony on climate change by
Administration witnesses since the President’s 1998 State-of-the-Unian address (includiog, but
ot limitcd to, testimony by CEA Chair Janet Yellen on the Economics of the Kyoto Protocol
before the House Commerce Committee)? If so, plcasc provide a copy of the draft lestimony and
any comments by your agency. o
—_—— T T

I1. Has your agency suggested any altemative policy options for climate change? If 30, please
provide a copy of all drafts and supponing analyses and any comments from othcr Federal
ageucies on your alternatives,

XVd LT:6T MHL 86/T1,/90
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12. Docs your agency plan to revise any existing legislation or propose any new legislation
relating W climate change (including legisiation that will have the effect of reducing greenhouse
gas cmissions 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 ali legal and policy analyses regarding the
applicability and availability of existing legislation to implement the Kyoto Protocol and any
comments from other Federal agencics on ke analyses.

13. Does your agency plan (o revise any existing rules or propose any ncw rules relating to
climate change (including regulatory actions that will have the effect of reducing greenhouse gas
emissions whether or not that is the intended purposc of the regulatory action)? If so, plcase
identify and describe all such initiatives, including any cost-benefit analysis, and a timetable for
their development and promulgation. Also, provide any and all analyses that were prepared or
considered of the cumulative effects on the U. S. economy and/or energy system of ail or any

combination of regulations that were issued since 1992, that were proposed, and that are being
devcloped that have or will have such effacts.

14. Has your agency participated in discussions or reviewed any documents relating to
international emissions trading, joint implementation, and/or the Clean Development

Mechanism? If so, please provide a copy of nll drafts and any comment provided by your
agency.

——

Xvd LT:6T NHL 86/1T1/90
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i. Whea a request calls for the production of records, the Subcoinumittec requests all
responsive records that are in the agency’s possession, custody, or control through the date of the
final submission of records (o 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 Subcommittee, and
indicate the source of any record if the source is not accurately reflected on the record itseif.

Please submit all records on single-sided paper and submit an inventory of records produced if
the volume is mare than 100 pages.

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

4. For the purposes of this and related requests in the future, the “record” or “recards” shall
include any and all drafts, originals, and non-identical copies of any item whether written, typed,
printed, electronically recoeded, transeribed, punched, or taped, however produced or reproduced,
and includes but is not limited to any writing, transeription, or recording, produced or stored in
any fashion, including any and all computer catries, memoranda, notcs, talking points, letters,
journal entries, reports, studies, calendars, manuals, press releases, opinions, documents,
analyscs, messages, summaries, bulletins, e-mail messages (in hard copy and clectronic 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-<mployee without limitation. “Record™ or “records” shall also include redacted and
unredacted versions of the same record.

Xvd 8T:6T QHL 86/T11/90
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Agency:

Number of
Letters/Verbal
Subcommittee
Requests:

Number of Questions:

Status of Response to
Questions:

Number of Document
Reguests:

Number of Pages of
Documents Produced:

Staff Hours
Spent Responding:

CEA 202 395

6958

P.882-882

/) FAUGUA DUAS
395 -A39L

Council of Economic Advisers

1 request ( March 13 McIntosh letter)
58 questions (from -Mclntosh 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)

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

Approximately 100 hours

TOTAL P.BO2
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Julie Anderson
White House Climate Change Task Force
P s |
3 7 \3 (/q}
FROM.: Amy Holley  / o 2 ‘- 2
Department of the Interior - ¢ J°
~——
RE: 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 follow-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. i —&
3. DOI has submitted to the Subcommittee answers 10 questions 1-5 (budget), and has

collected all documents and information related to the remaining 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 OMB 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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[Agency Status of Document Number of Pages - Staff Hrs. Spent
Production ‘of Documents Responding |
" T Drmdumnd T T
Produced B i . =
UsSboT Letter-completed 8 pages 40 hours
(6 DOT modes inveolved
to compile information)
USDOT Verbal-pending 20-25 pages 20 hours to date
(response on budget data) co (more to come)
Page 2
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Agency

Letters! Verbal

_ L Number of Questions and Status of Response 1°
Subcommittee Requests . Document Requests
— = : _ ]
: ! ] I I L "1‘\\ - I
// ~ y

GSDOT Letter (1) 14 questions /' Coupleted "y //

__.McIntosh letter~3/11/98 / m 6{&

C.. Response letter-3/31/98 § — J
USDOT Verbal (1) S v

3 questions :
Request-early April <
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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 HUD'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. HUD'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 public
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. w ﬂN corrchd 4 pPAvne  Cof

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. Sinece 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

po4

)
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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 comments on any climate change issues.

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

Again, our records show that we have not provided comments.

#e4
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THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR d'

General and special fande—Continued

A RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY--Continued

tracts with industry, nonprofit research organizations, and
educational institutions, and through agreements with State
and local governments and other Federal agencies. '

In 1999, the research program will focus on activities to
support research examining the implications of significant
changes in public and assisted housing policy, the impacts
of welfare reform on HUD-assisted households and HUD-sub-
sidized developments, the success of instituting a continuwm
of care approach to help the homeless and other areas. Na

The 1999 request includes $10 million to support an initia
tive known as the Partnership for Advancing Technologie
in Housing (PATH). PATH is a key component of the Presi
dont’s Climate Change Technology Initiative (CCTI). Ene
usge in buildings accounts for more than one-third of air emis
sions, producing more than 350 million metric tons of carbon
cmisgions. PATH will help to significantly reduce: housing
utility costs; carbon emiscions; construction injuries; losses
due to fire and disasters. The funds will be used for PATH-
related housing technology research, field demonstrations of
promising new technologies, information dissemination, and

the development of product evaluation systems.

Funding for PATH is proposed as part of the Research
Fund for America. This proposal highlights the Administra-
tion’s priority to providing needed and sustained investments
in important Federal research programs on a deficit neutral

is. A discussion of the Research Fund for America, and

o other funds for the environment and transportation, can

found in Section II of the Budget volume.
Gdject Classification (In millions of dollars)

\artiicstin s 85-0108-0-1-481

1997 ectont 1988 00t 1999 ext.
252 Oer SeORY e 31 35 L
410  Grants. gubsithes. and contribulions q S $
999 Total obligations » L] 50

FAIR HOUSING AND EQUAL OPPORTUNITY

Federal Funds
Genersl and special fonds:
FAIR HOUSING ACTIVITIES

For contracts, grants, and other assittanes, not otherwise provided
for, as suthorized by title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968, as
amended by the Fair Housing Amendments Azt of 1988, and section
661 of the Housing and Community Development Act of 1987, as
amended, ($30,000,000] $52,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, (1999) 2000, of which [$15,000.000) $29,000,000 chall
be to carry out activities pursusat to such section 561. No funde
made available under this heading shall be used to lobby the execu-
tive ar logislative branches of the Federal Government in connection
with a specific contract, grant or loan. (Depariments of Veterans Af-
fairs and Housing and Urdan Development, and Independent Agencies
Appropriations Act, 1998)

Program an8 Fiasachig (In millions ot dollars)

\gemicglion code 86-0144-0-1-751 1997 ccivel 1998 ext. 1995 osd.
Cusigations by orogram actieRy:
00.01 Fair hoysing assi: ] . 1 ba) i)
00.02 Fair housing initialives u 15 29
1000  Total oblipstions (sbiect class 41.0) ..o cccvcenes 35 8 L7}
Guigetary resogrses avaitadls lor obiigation:
2140 Umpigaed oaience avaliadte. st of year:
Urmested (k] |

2000 HeS tutget FUIMALY (RB3) .o » 3 3!

=
2130 ynobligated DALINCE ERBING .. ., .
o —_—
7380  Yot2) budgetary msources available Rr obligation a2 % “ o
2385  New obligations =35 .38 -
2040 Unobilgeted Dalance available, end of yew

Urinvested ..

tew lroget audonly (gross). detad
4000 Appronalien —_— 30 k)

2
Changs 10 wAGN0 00aboRS: I
72.00 Unpsid obligsticny. stert ol year. Odligated balence: o
[T 5 Y R 3 s
7310 Row stligations 35 n 52
73.20 Total outiays (GRSS) ..o -8 -1 R
1840 Unpsid obligations, end of year: Obiigated balance
Suttys (o), dett:
86.93 Ouvtiays from cymrent BABNCES ...t e 8 n »
1128 bodyget sothortty anrd outisys:
89.00 Gudget ovtharity - k] 30 33
90.00 Outieyy ® 2 2

The Budget proposes an appropriation of $52 million in

1999 for fair housing activities to fund programs, consistent
with the President's “One America” policy, which will support
new efforts to end houwsing discrimimation, 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 VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968 as amended,
provides funding to State and local agencies to assure prompt
and effective processing of Title VIII (Civil Righta Act of 1968)
complainta.

The additional $8 million in funding requested for FHAP
will support the President’s fair housing 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 housing agencies to address housing discrimination. 1t
is estimated that the number of new State and local agencies
with laws equivalent to the Fair Housing Act will increase
to 86 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 preveuting discrimina-
tion in housing and for enhancing fair housing opportunities.

Of the $29 million requestad, $10 million will be used to
fund 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

Pederal Funds
General and Special Funds:
LEAD HAZARD REDUCTION

For the Lead Hazard Reduction Program, s authorized by sactions
1011 and 10532 of the Residential Lead-Besed Mazard Reduction Act
of 1992, $85,000,000 ¢o remain availoble until cxpended, of which
§25,000,000 shall be for a Healthy Homes Initiative, which shall
ba a program pursuont to sections 501 and 502 of the Housing and

(P5]3)
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]
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June 4, 1998

The following is a status report on the clearance of agency Icuters to Rep. McIntosh. In some
cases, agencics divided their response into morc than one Jetter given the large number of
questions submitied by the Subcommittec in arder (o provide mformation in a timcly manner.
This status report only covers letters submitted to OMB for clearance. Agencics 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. ln 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 Housc Counsel’s Officc and not included in this status report. Agencies with
documents involving third party equities are also not included in this report.

Agency Date Cleared by OMB

Labor 4/14
Commerce 4/21
National Science Foundation 4/22
Smithsonian 4/22

Environmental Protection Agency
Treasury

Defense

NASA

Energy

State

Office of Science & Techuology Policy
Interior

Agency for Intemational Devclopment
OMB

Council on Environmental Quality
Council of Economic Advisers
Agriculture

Transportation

Housing &Urban Development

Health & Human Services

Tennessce Valley Authority

National Economic Council

4/22, 5/15 (two sets)

4/28, 6/1 (two sets)

5/1 (second sct in review)

5/4

5/6 (second sct in review)

517

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, nol submitted for review
sent, not submitted for review
sent, not submitied for review
scnt, not submitted for review
sent letter
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AGENCY

Nationa! Science
Foundation

Committee Requests
Letters/Verbal

Letter of March 11, 1998
Phone request 4/27/98
Phone Request 4/29/98
Phone Request 5/11/98

Phone Request 6/1/98

Number of Questions and
Documents Requested
14 Questions

4 Foliow-up questions

Request for publication

Request for additional data

Request for additional data

Status of Response

Response sent 4/24/98
Response sent 5/4/98
Sent 5/4/98

Sent 5/29/98

Pending
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AGENCY

T

' Status of Document

" Number of Pages of

T
i

" Staff Hours Spent

Production Documents Produced . Responding
National Science 4/11/98 Letter (Response | 8 pages } 12
Foundation sent 4/24/98
' 4/27/98 Phone request 136 pages 10
(response sent 5/4/98) :
' 4/29/98 Phone Request Existing publication 1
(response sent 5/4/98) '
- 5/11/98 Phone Request 1138 pages -15
(Response sent 5/29/98) _
Phone request 6/1/38 Approximately 4 pages 6
(Response pending, :
expect it to go out week of |
: 6/15/98)
a .
3
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Chronology for OMB Letters from Rep. Mclntosh

Number of Letters Sent to OMB. There were four letters sent to OMB. The March 2nd and
March 6th letters were addressed jointly to OMB 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 OMB 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 L etters.

. 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, OMB, and the West Wing (Todd
Stern).

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

Clearance Process for OMB/CEQ Documents. The OMB 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 Damus also reviewed the OMB 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 Kirschenbam From: Jerry Golden 6-15-98 4:13pn;m p. 1 of 3

Date : Jun 15 1998, 04:09 PM

To: Amy Kirschenbam
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 Kirschenbam From: Jerry Golden 6-15-98 4:13pm p. ¢ of 3

Sheet?2

Agency Letters/Verbal Number of Questions and
Subcommittee Requests |Document Requests

Fourteen questions and
1. March 11, 1998 letter to |[document requests

Chairman Craven Crowell contained in the original letter
from the Honorable David from Congressman
Tennessee Valley Authority [Mcintosh Mcintosh

2. Verbal requests for
clarification from Ms. Barbara
F. Kahlow

Page 1



To: Amy Kirschenbam

From: Jerry Golden

Sheet?2

6-15-98  4:13pm

Status of Response

Status of Document

Number of Pages of

Staff Hours Spent

Production Documents Produced {Responding
l’*f
gi. -
1 One report of
. approximately 200 Approximately 60
Response completed. Response completed. pages hours.

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

2. One report of
approximately 50

pages.

2. April 21, 1998 letter from
Jerry L. Goiden, 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
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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
Treasury 1. March 11 14Q’s 1-7sent to Hill: May 1 9.000 pages at WH Counsel for
8-14: Internal review review
2. April tollow-up Response sent to Hill: June 1 N\A
R
3. Verbal Request N/A C\J/A /
for salaries & @
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: OMB 20.000 pages at WH Counsel for
document clearance review
requests .
@,OO() in internal agency review’]
2. Verbal Request Supplemental answers sent to
for supplemental Hill: May 21
info
Smithsonian 1. March 11 14Q’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
T T 80 subparts | 7. 8, 14, 43: Internal review
L DT Remainder of Q’s: OMB
/ clearance
o & 70,00¢ 540




STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH

Interior 1. March 11 14Q’s 1 - 5 sent to Hill: June 2 200 pages sent to Hill: June 2 200
6 - 14: Internal review
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 | 4Q’s Sent to Hill: May 4 135 pages sent to Hill: May 4
request tor
supplemental info
3. April 29: Verbal Sent to Hill: May 4 Existing publication
request for
publication
4. May 11: Verbal Sent to Hill: May 29 1100 pages sent to Hill: May 29
request for -
additional data
5. June 1: Verbal Internal review
request for
additional data
OTSP 1. March 11 14 Q’s 1-7; 10-14 sent to Hill: 5 boxes
8-9 in internal review
2. Verbal request
for salaries &
expenses
4p L TAZ 255

T, boxes




STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH

CEA 1. March 13 58 Q’s 1-7 sent to Hill: May 18 195 pages produced: May 18 100
More documents at WH counsel for
review

2. June 4 Request tor
salaries &
expenses

CEQ

OMB

AID

State

Labor 1. March 13 14 Q’s 1-14 sent to Hill: April 16 200 pages sent to Hill: April 16 30
More documents

TVA

USDA

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

NEC 1. ( g )

HHS

DOD

DOT 1. March 11 14Q’s 1 - 14 sent to Hill: March 31 8 pages 60

2. Verbal request 3Q’s Internal agency review 25 pages
\ob 473

Q4




STATUS OF RESPONSES TO CHAIRMAN MCINTOSH

TOTALS 25\ Qs 72,479 pooges 499
ez PRSI 4+ 5 bexes &\:gﬁ@




798 FRI 12:03 FAX

06/12 @002

Author: Mark FRIEDRICHS at po-03 L//,

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

e ————==----- Message Contents --------—--—---—-———-sc-cc--- _'%J
This is what is being faxed now to Julie Anderson at 395-2342 as theQ)Q< :

' [6 Q&As to McIntosh; 35 Q&As at OMB for interagency review (for

\

Department of Energy's response to the questions: MQ&\éy(
: M\t \

--the number of letters from the McIptosh Subcmte R _\Cb

(one, with a follow-up letter asking for the status of our response]

—_the number of verbal requests for additional material 2

[one call with three questions on initial response, with g AN

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 OMB, still in agency)

roughly one month, or more); 4 Q&As still under review within.
DOE. ] - ' -

-—status of document requests (sent, searching for, etc.)
[Initial document searches complete; proposed responses under
review internally or at OMB; no results from document searches
have been sent to McIntosh.] - S

——est. number of document pages provided 'lm.g;@N*ﬁmfvaN“
[First 6 Q&As, with attachments, were several hundré pages;
remaining Q&As and attached documents- are tens of thousands of
pages. ] - o

--est. number of hours of staff time spent responding to McIntosh \\L¢
staff requests. &§§7
[500 hours, roughly) : _ b”‘<ﬁ
o _ N :
g ot ¢
N ERIVES
.’:ﬁ(\ l\‘\/?\(/ A" ‘/J\_/' . ,\/)
- 14 u_,, o . ) -
J\YJ - s G
o € <




06/12/98 FRI 12:02 FAX @oo1

DEPART\IE\T OF ENERGY .
OFFICE OF POLICY AND INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS (PO)
Forrestal Building

- . ) Washington, D.C. 20585
V . | | FA_X:.('202.) 536-3047
DATE: &//34/9/7
o T lpe ﬂnc%/s@ﬂ %9‘5/&899\4

(‘IAVIEJOFFICE/TELEPHOVE NO.) -

) .FR'OM Mafg J:;O@/J//(’/? 3/ 68@'”;@(&)5/

(VA\IE/OFFICE/TELEPHOVE NO )

This transmittal consists of _[_ pages (EXCLUDING 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 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 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 Date Cleared by OMB
Labor 4/14

Commerce 4/21

National Science Foundation 4/22

Smithsonian 4/22

Environmental Protection Agency 4/22, 5/15 (two sets)

Treasury 4/28, 6/1 (two sets)
Defense 5/1 (second set in review)
NASA 5/4

Energy 5/6 (second set in review)
State 5/7

Office of Science & Technology Policy
Interior

Agency for International Development
OMB

Council on Environmental Quality
Council of Economic Advisers
Agriculture

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

Transportation sent, not submitted for review
Housing &Urban Development sent, not submitted for review
Health & Human Services sent, not submitted for review
Tennessee Valley Authority sent, not submitted for review
National Economic Council sent letter
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Congress of the United States
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COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND OVERSIGHT
2157 RavyBURN HousEe OFFICE BUILDING
WASHINGTON. DC 20515-6143

MasoRiTy 12021 2255074
“hNOAITY - 202) 225-5051
™Y 202) 225-6852

June 4. 1998

The Honorable David MclIntosh

Chairman

Subcommittee on National Economic Growth.

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

Dear Chairman Mclntosh:

HENRY A. WAXMAN CALIFORNIA
RANKING MINORITY MEMBER

TOM LANTOS. CALIFORNIA

308 WISE. WEST VIRGINIA

MAJOR R. OWENS. NEW YORK

EDOLPHUS TOWNS. NEW YORK

PAUL E. KANJORSKI. PENNSYLVANIA

GARY A. CONDIT. CALIFORNIA

CAROLYN B MALONEY NEW YORK

THOMAS M. BARRETT, WISCONSIN

ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

CHAKA FATTAH. PENNSYLVANIA

ELWAH E CUMMINGS. MARYLAND

DENNIS KUCINICH. OHIO

B0OD R. BLAGOJEVICH ILLINOIS

DANNY K DAVIS. ILLINOIS

JOMN F. TIERNEY. MASSACHUSETTS

JIM TURNER. TEXAS

THOMAS H. ALLEN. MAINE

HAROLD E. FORD Jr . TENNESSEE

BEANARD SANDERS. VERMONT
INDEPENDENT

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 ability of our
negotiators to do their job effectively.

Despite those genuine concerns. in response to a request by Rep. Schaeter. 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 statf 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 Executive 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 trom 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 refused 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
Admuinistration policy,” these tvpes 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 tvpes 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.

I 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.

' “Quayle’s Quest: Curb Rules. Leave "No Fingerprints’.” The Washington Post. January
9.1992.

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

* Ibid.. p.

RV

* Ibid.. p.

(8]




The Honorable David Mcintosh
June 4. 1998
Page 5

| hope that you and your staff take the opportunity to view 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. [t would also be inconsistent with the approach you followed
while at the White House Council on Competitiveness.

Sincerely,

(q(zw7 A Wapunce_

Henry A. Waxman
Ranking Minority Member

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



The autached document is the response by the Office ot the Vice President to questions
tor the record submitted by the Subcommittee on Treasury. Postal Service and General
Government tor the Subcommittee’s March 17. 1992, hearing.

[t was submitted to the Subcommirttee on April 29. 1992 by the Office of the Vice
President.
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White House Qffice

What criteria is used in determining whether 3 Presidential trip is for "official
business" or politicai/campaign purposes? Who makes this decision? Is there any
independent oversight of this decision?

White House officials evaluate each proposed trip to deterrni_ne'w_hether it is official
or political in nature. Among the criteria considered are the'mdmdual(s') or group(s)
making the invitation, those individuals or groups meeting with the President or First

Lady, and the nature of the remarks.

Following the trip, the actual schedule of the trip and remarks by the President are
reviewe2 10 ensure that events occurred as planned. This final review determines
che sctual designation 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-
oif by the appropriate official with the White House Counsei’s Qffice, Advance
Office, Political Affairs Office, and White House Operations. The Deputy Assistant
:o0 the President for White House Operations approves and signs a trio summary for
wrips designatec as 1009 official. '

Regarcless of the nature of the trip, cerzain individuzis are designated as official
sraveilers at all times. In adcition, a travel autho ization form for each traveller is
prepared and signed by the Deputy Assistant to the President for White House
Operations for each and every tip.

The General Accounting Office (GAQ) periodically reviews the White House travel

exaenses and rio summaries ‘or the accounting of official charges. In the past,
GAC has founc ine methocs in accounting for travei excenses to0 be appropriate.

Special Assistance 1o the Presicent

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?

There are no full-time staff dedicated to the Council. Two of the twenty-six FTEs
requested oy the Office of the Vice President would devote a substantial amount of

their duty hours (approximately 70 1o 80 percent) to supporiing the Council. The
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 moare 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 12291 and 12498. These executive orders also contain the criteria
that the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) and the Council use in reviewing
regulations and discussing reguiatory policy.




Tne Counci's reguiatary raview zctivities imvolve working cicsely with OMEB in
carrying out that agercy’s regulatcry review program. Normaily, the items it
consicers are those that presen: difficuit issues requiring Cabdinet-ievel atiention, and
particularly where there is a oolicy disagreemens émang agencies who have an
interest in the reguliatory issces. The Council recently acted to coordinate acsivities
curirg @ £0-day regulatory review period for 3l Federzl regulations. In requesting
ggencies 10 undertake this review, the President also established criteria to be used
in evaluating reguiations. The relevant executive orders and a copy of the
President’s memoaoranda are attached.

Please describe each regulatory proposal as it came before the Council or its staff
and then describe the position advocated by the Council or its staff regarding the
regulation. Finally, please describe all changes in proposed reguiations, as they were
finalized, reflecting the comments of the Council and its staff.

The broad scope of this request would require by its literal terms a description of
every proposed regulation reviewed by the OMB since the inception of the Council
in its present form on March 31, 1988. Under the process established by Executive
Orders 12221 and 12498, the Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs (OIRA)
reviews aporoximately 2,200 reguiations ezcA year, althougn the figure reached
2,223 in 1821, This reques: zisa éncompasses various drafts of the regulations and
2 descripton ot zcsitions tzker Oy various agencies curing the review process. The
process cf identifying, gathering anc reviewing these materials for release would
Impose an exitraordinary burden on the limitecd staff resources of the Council and
OMB. The Council wouid be FRapoy to resoond to particular questions sbout
particular reguiations that may De of interest 10 the subcommittee.

Please submit a copy of ail written ccmmunications made by the Council or its staff
to all departments and agencies on any of these propasals.

Courncii swaff frequently meets with OIRA on regulatery issues :hat are being
clorginated anc these meetings ofien invoive interestad agency siwafi. No detziled
records are kept of cCommunications that occur an these occasions, particularly where
crai deiiberstions are involves. [n addition, telephone conversations tske place during
the review process and no records are Keot of routine communications of staff

memaopers.

Those written documents that are generated in the course of deliberations on a
reguiatory issue are pre-decisional and deliberative in nature. Discicsure of these
communications would inhibit the candor of thasa paricipating in the process and,
ds a consequencse, injure the quality of agency decision making. Consistent with
Adminisiration poiicy, these types of communications involving Cabinet-level bodies
are not disclosed excent in extraordinary circumstances. However, if the
subcommittee has specific questions concerning particular regulatory issues, the
Council will seek to provide responsive information.

For each of the regulatory cases that the Council has considered, please list all
communications that the Council has received -- oral or written -- from outside
interests. Please provide the Committee 3 Copy of any written materials received.

Council staff frequently meet with interests outside the government on regulatory

issues that are being coordinated. No detailed records are kept of communications
that occur on these occasions, particularly where oral deliberations are involved. In
addition, telephone conversations take place cduring the review process and no
records are kept of routine communications of s-5¢f members.




Trheose writian documents (N&1 are generziac in the Ccourse cf deliberations on a
r2gulatory issue are pre-decisionzl and deliberative in nature. Oisclosure of these
CSmmunications would diminisn the candor of tnose participating in the process and
(nersfore injure the Guality of zgency decision meking. It is Adminisiration palicy
tn8l nese tyoes of commurnications are rot disclesed excent in exirzordinary
circumstiances. However, |f the subcommitiee has specific questions concerning
particular regulatory issues, the Council will seek to provide responsive information.

parties during that review, are the factual communications inciuded in the rulemaking
docket? Are the Council’s own comments to the regulatory agency inciluded in the
docket? If not. why not?

It should be emphasized that :he Council itself does not éngage in rulemaking.
Instead, it assists in the coordination of the Administration’s review of regulations
being promulgated by Executive Branch agencies and departments. The ggencies
and departments invoived rerzin the statutory responsioility for making their decisions
0asec upon the record that is geveioped. The Council works with them to ensure
compliance witn all of the relevant provisions of the Acdministrative Procedure Act
iN&t are required for implementing reculations. Where mestings with outside parties
are involved as z result of the Vica Presigent’s oolicy to be avsilzble to ail members
of the public who wish to communicate with him or his sta® on poiicy matters,
Councii staff is zvailable to0 work with the agency. This heips ensure that the rules
issued by the acency are basad on information and cdata nlaceqd in ine rulemaking
cocketr where raguired as of the caie of promuigation.

OME’s practice is to invite the rulemaking agency to all meetings that OMB staff has
with cutside interests. Does the Councii follow this practice? If not, why not?

The oractice of :me Councii is o invite stgif of the ruiemaking agency 0 paricipate
N cetberations wnen :the dCeNCy nas an interes: in the reguiatory agency being
Giscussed. When Council stz MeeIs with persons outsice of government, they may
Or may not invite representatives from various agenc:es. Agency represeantatives
may neot be invited on some Occasions simply because it would be incanvenient or
ingoorooriate. This practice is consistent with the general policy foilowed for all
meertings in the Cffice of the Vice President.



These writtan documents :ima: 72 generzi2c in the course of celieraticns on 3
regulatory issue are pre-decisionzl and celiverative in nature. Oisclosure of these
ccmrmunicalons would dimirisa the canagor of tnose parlicipatng in the process and
therefore injure the cuality of zgency decision meking. It is Adminisiration policy
in@t these types of CdmMrmunicaticns are nct disclosad exceot in exirzordinary
circumstances. However, |f the subcommitiee has soecific questions concerning
particular regulatory issues, the Council will seek to provide responsive information.

When the Council reviews regulations and receives communications from outside
parties during that review, are the factual communications inciuded in the rulemaking
docket? Are the Council’s cwn comments to the reguiatory agency included in the
docket? If not, why not?

It should be emphasized that :he Council itse!f does not éngage in rulemaking.
instead, it assists in the coordination of the Acdministration’s review aof regulations
being promuigated by Executive Branch agencies and departments. The agencies
and cegartments involved retzin the sigtutory responsibility for making their decisions
Based uoon the record that is deveiopea. Tne Ccuncil works with them to ensure
compliance witn all of the reievant provisions of the Administrative Procedure Acz
iN&t are reguirec for implementing reculations. Where meetings with outside parties
are involved as z result of the Vics Presicent’s policy to be gvaileble to ail members
of the public wno wish to cdmmunicate with him or his sta® on poiicy martters,
Council staff is availadle t0 wark with the agency. This heips ensure that the ruies
issued by the 8Cency are dzsed on information and cats pieced in :re rulemaking
cocket wnere raguired as of the cate of promuigation.

OMB’s practice is to invite the rulemaking agency to ail meetings that OMB staff has
with outside interests. Does the Council follow this practice? If not, why not?

The oractice of :me Ceuncii is o ‘nvite stg7f of ne rulemaking agency o participate
‘N qeiiberations ‘wnen :he dcency n&s an interes: in the reguiatory agency being
Ciscussed. When Counci sta= TieeTls WiITN persons outsice of government, tney may
Or mMay not invite regresentatives from various agencies. Agency regresentatives
May Not e invited on some 0ccasions simply because it would be inconvenient or
inapprooriate. This practice Is consistent with the general poiicy foilowed ‘or ail

meertings in the Office of the Vice President.
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June 5, 1998
‘The Honorable Henry Waxman
Ranking Mcmber

Committee on Government Reform and Oversight
U.S. House of Representatives

Room B-350A Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Ranking Member Waxman:

] am in receipt of your June 4, 1998 letter regarding your concerns with the
Subcommittee’s requests for docupents from the Council on Economic Advisors (CEA).

Your letter mistakenly suggosts that the documents made available by CEA to the
Subcommittee staff that are responsive to requests from the Subcommittee on Energy and Power
are the same documents that are respousive % this Subcommittee’s March 13, 1998 request.
They are not. Indeed, at the end of the Subcommittee hearing on May 19, 1998, Dr. Yellen
expressly acknowledged that CRA was “working very hard at getting the answers” (o the
Subcommirtee’s inquiries. May 19, 1993 Hearing Transcript at 123.

Morcover, neither the White House Counsel’s Office nor the CEA has ever suggested to
the Subcommittee that the documents requested in the Subcommittee’s March 13, 1998 letter
cannot be released because doing so might undermine the Administration’s position in
international pegotiations. Again, Dr. Yellen testified at the May 19 hearing that only “the
documents that we have offered you access 10” implicate the Administration’s negouiations. May
19, 1998 Hearing Transcript at 55 (emphasis supplied). These documents are only the
documents responsive to the Subcommittee on Energy and Power’s request, not this
Subcommittee’s request.

I also fail to understand how the documents that the Subcomumittec has requested could
undermine the United States negotiating position. For example, there is no basis for withholding
economic analyses on which the Administrarion relies (or chooses to disregard) for its claims that
the impact of implcmentation of the Kyoto Protocol on American jobs and the economy would
be “modest.” Yet CEA continues to withhold this matenial.

The Subcommiftee can only make an informed decision with respect to CEA’s
withholding of documents if CEA identifies with particularity those documents that it intends 10
withhold and the reasoas for withholding them. To date, CEA has not produced the requested
documents or any valid explanation for not producing them. Thus, raisiag 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 Subcommittes is seeking to fulfill its Constitutional responsibilities on behalf of the
American people who are entitled to know the facts concerning the Administration’s efforts on
global warming. 1know that you do not want to be a party to concealing those facts.

As always, [ appreciate your continuing interest in the work of the Subcommittee.

Sincerely,

(D0 MLk

David M. McIntosh
Chairman
Subcommittee on National Economic Growth,
Natural Resources, and Regulatory Affairs

cc: The Honorable Dan Burton
The Honorable John Tiemey
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OFFICE OF
POLIC'Y, PLANNING AND EVALUATION

MAY 21 1008

The Honorable David M. Mclntosh

Chairman, Subcommittee on National Economic Growth,
Nauural Resourccs, and Regulatory Affairs

Committee on Government Reform and Oversight

U. S. House of Representatives

Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Chaiman:

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

If you have questions about the attachments, please feel free w call me, or have your staff

contact Dana Ott in the Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations on 260-5414.

Sincerely,

Davné 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 (zxcept for the U.S. Global
Change Research Program included in Question 3 below). For each :omponent, please indicate
each specific budget account, the spccific 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 'Y 94 was the first year of funding for the
Climate Change Action Plan, and FY 99 is the first year of proposed funding for the Chmate 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 theue 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 February 2, 1998 handout,
“Climate Change Technology Initiative - 1999 Budget Briefing Matcrials,” 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, FY 98 and FY 99. Also, for
each paragraph, for the requested funding 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 furding, 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 helow covers performance measures for the years 1990, 1995,
1996, and 1997. Performance lor these programs is not measured against a 1990 base year. Rather,
performance is measured against less efficient lechnologies and practices that would have been in place
in the absence ol the voluntary programs for the year in which the results are measured. As noted in the
table, performance measures are not applicable for 1990 because the programs did not exist at the time.
These measures supplement the performance measures provided in the orisinat answer.
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1990 | 1995 1996 1997
Greenhouse Gas Reductions (million wa 1.2 mmtce 2.4 mnmce 3.0 mmtce
| metric tons of carbon equivalent)
Nitrogen Oxide (NOx) Reductions n/a 11,000 tons 22,000 tons 35.000 tons
Energy Bill Savings v/a $0.4 billion $0.8 billion $1.2 billion
Energy Savings n/a 5.5 billion 10.5 billion 17.2 billion kWh
kWh kWh '
Partners n/a 2,500 3.800 4,600
Industry Sector
1990 | 1995 1996 1997
Greenhouse Gas Reductions n/a | 3.3 mmrce 5.3 mmtce 11.8 mmtce .
(million metric tons of carbon
equivalent)
— 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 | n/a 0 0.1 mmtce 0.1 mmrce
metric tons of carbon equivalent)
Energy Savings (gallons of gasoline) | n/a 16 million 41 million 48 million
gallons gallons gallons
Partners n/a 100 200 300
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EPA Total
1990 | 1995 1996 1997

Greenhouse Gas Reductions 0 4 mmtce 8 mmirce 15 mmtce
(million meltric ons of carbon
equivalent)
Nitrogen Oxide (NOx) 0 11,000 tons 22,000 tons 35,000 tons
Reductions
Energy Bill Savings 0 $0.4 billion $0.8 biliion $1.2 billion
Energy Savings
— electricity 0 ~-5.5 billion kWh --10.5 billion KWh | --17.2 billion kWh
— gasoline 0 -=16 million galions | --41 million gatlons | --48 million gallons
Partners 0 3,100 4,800 6,000

Question 5:  For the FY99 request please provide a table showing what partis fundingto continue

initiatives funded in FYY8 or prior ycars and what part is brand new activity. For each
component, please indicate exch specific budget account, the specific legislative authority of the
program (including the specific statutc, the section citation, and the language of the section), and
a briefdcscription of the program. For each brand new activity, pleasc indicate expected requested
funding annually through FY 03.

Sdpplemental information:

The subcommittee 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 President has projected a 5-year
total increase to EPA’s Climate Change Technology Initiative of $677M, 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 has 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 lcvels for EPA’s portion of the Climate Change Technology Init ative are shown below, and
funding levels for individual programs are expected to grow at approximatcly the same rate of increase:
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Year Funding Increase Over 1998 Enacted Levels
FY 1999 $115 million
FY 2000 $126 million
FY 2001 $137 million
FY 2002 $148 million
FY 2003 $151 million
TOTAL, FY 1999 - FY 2003 $677 million

Question 7:  Please provide a table for FY 93 - FY 97 identifying all assistance (including grants,
cooperative agreements, and other transactions) and contract awards to non-profit and for-profit
organizations for any climate change activity, including the date, amo ant 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 subcommittec has asked for a copy of “any final report™ from all
assistance and contract awards from FY93-FY97 for any climate change activity. As indicatedin 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 dozcns 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 Apency. We have enclosed the final
reports available for these seven awards to the University of Maryland, 1IEC, 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 ESE and approved by OMB, on May 6:
e Summary reports sent with answers to Question 3 and performance measures
specified. :
¢ Question 3 answer summary - ESE cannot meaningfully breakout the climate change
portion of the NASA budget. As a participant in the USGCRP, ESE 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
o Detail reports ordered from ESE programs at NASA Centers; delivery expected at
end of June
e 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, OMB, 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 statements into NASA's response; approved by OMB; 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

.02
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FROM: ~ OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS
NASA Headquarters
Washington, DC 20546

Voice: 202-358-1055
Fax: 202-358-4340

MESSAGE

Number of Pages (Including Cover): O~




Approx

# reports  Status of Document production Approx  Staff Hours
# pages
GSFCOMHQ 20 Being consolidated now 400 480
LaRC as Being shipped to Andrew Hunter 700 240
8SC 0 No reports 0 3
GSFC 100  Shipped to Jeff Lupis for coondinated response 5000 120
ARC 60 Being shipped to Andrew Hunter 900 134

Totals 215 7000 977
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FROM: OFFICE OF LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS
NASA Headquarters
Washington, DC 20546

Yoice: 202-358-1055
Fax: 202-358-4340

MESSAGE

Number of Pages (Including Cover): o~
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Memorardum
Subject Date
Congressional Document Requests June 11, 1998

Regarding Global Climate Change

To From

aAgency Contacts for Oversight Paul P. Colborn/fzz%:z

On Global Climate Change 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 1llth
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 frame
consistent with the committee’s stated needs.

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.O2



