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RECORD TYPE: FEDERAL (NOTES MAIL)}

CREATOR: "EQP.GOV Postmaster General" <Postmaster@EQPZ.EOP.GOV> ( "ECP.GOV Postmaster
CREATIQON DATE/TIME:10-JUN-2002 09:30:21.00

SUBJECT:: Delivery Notification: Delivery has failed

TO:Samuel A. Thernstrom ( CN=Samuel A. Thernstrom/OU=CEQ/O=EQPEEQOP [ CEQ ] )}
READ : UNKNOWN

TEXT:
This report relates to a message you sent with the following header fields:

Message-id: <85256BD4.0048FE37.00@sgeopll.eop.gov>
Date: Mon, 10 Jun 2002 09:17:13 -0400
From: Samuel_A._Thernstrom@ceq.eop.gov
To: James_Connaughton@ceqg.eop.gov, Phil_Coconey@cedq.eop.gov,
Scott_McClellanéwho.eop.gov, povenmiresl@state.gov, watsonhl@state.gov,
jill.schroeder@hg.doe.gov, Kameran_L._Bailey@ceq.eop.gov,
matyak.joe@epa.gov,
Karen_Y._Knutson@ovp.eop.gov, Robert_C._McNally@opd.eop.gov,
William A._ Pizer@cea.eop.gov, panastas@ostp.eop.gov,
rrussell@ostp.ecp.gov,
John_A._Cloud@nsc.eop.gov, Tevi_Troy@opd.eop.gov,
Joel_D._Kaplan@who.eop.gov,
Marcus_Peacock@omb.eop.gov, Robert_§S._Failrweather@omb.eop.gov,
Candida_P._Wolff@ovp.eop.gov, Christine_Ciccone@who.eop.gov,
rlitterst@who.ecp.gov
Subject: USCAR: NYT Saturday editorial & JLC letter to editor

Your message cannct be delivered to the following recipients:

Recipient address: matyak.joelepa.gov

Reason: Remote SMTP gerver has rejected address

Diagnostic code: smtp;550 5.1.1 unknown or illegal user:
matyak.joe@epa.gov

Remote system: dns;marconi.rtp.epa.gov
(TCP|198.137.241.51|11411134.67.208,99|25) (marconi.rtp.epa.gov -- Server
ESMTP [PMDF V5.2-33 #42056])

Original-envelope-id: 01KIRE21BRHE9H498N@EOP.GOV
Reporting-MTA: dns;EQPC.EOP.GOV

Action: failed

Status: 5.1.1 {Remote SMTP server has rejected address)
Original-recipient: rfc822;matvak.joelepa.gov
Final-recipient: rfc822;matyak.joelepa.gov

Remote-MTA: dnsg;marconi.rtp.epa.gov
(TCP|{198.137.241.51|1141|134.67.208.99}25)

(marconi.rtp.epa.gov -- Server ESMTP [PMDF V5.2-33 #42056])
Diagnostic-code: smtp;550 5.1.1 unknown or illegal user:
matyak.joelepa.gov
Return-path: <Samuel_A._Thernstrom@ceq.eop.gov>
Received: from TCP-DAEMON by EOP.GOV (PMDF V5.2-33 #41062) id
<01KIRE2Q0CAWIHL9ZLAECP.GOV> (original mail from
Samuel A. Thernstrom@ceq.eop.gov); Mon, 10 Jun 2002 09:18:52 EDT R
Received: from CONVERSICN-DAEMON by EQP.GOV (PMDF V5.2-33 #41062) id
<01KTRE21APSWOE498NEEOP.GOV> for matyak.joel@epa.gov; Mon, 10 Jun 2002
09:18:21 EDT
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Received: from mhub2.eop.gov ([198.137.241.11]) by EOP.GOV (PMDF V3.2-33
#41062) with ESMTP id <01KIRE1EW40QUSISBPREEOP.GOV>; Mon, 10 Jun 2002
09:17:51 -0400 (EDT)

Received: from sgeopll.eop.gov ([165.119.1.33]) by mhub.eop.gov (PMDF
V6.1-1 #41014) with SMTP id <01KIRE0S77BISSEKNWRmhub.eop.gov>; Mon, 10 Jun
2002 09:17:21 -0400 (EDT}

Received: by sgeop{l.eop.gov{Lotus SMTP MTA v4.6.7 (934.1 12-30-1999)) id
85256BD4.0048FF1C ; Mon, 10 Jun 2002 09:17:18 -0400

Date: Moni, 10 Jun 2002 09:17:13 -0400

From: Samuel_A._Thernstrom@ceq.ecp.gov

Subject: USCAR: NYT Saturday editorial & JLC letter to editor

To: James_Connaughton@ceq.eop.gov, Phil_Cooney@ceq.eop.gov,
Scott_McClellan@who.eop.gov, povenmiresl@state.gov, watsonhl@state.gov,
jill.schroeder@hg.doe.gov, Kameran L. _Bailey@ceqg.eop.gov,
matyak.joe@epa.gov, Karen_Y._ KnutsonCovp.eop.gov,
Robert_C._McNzally@opd.eop.gov, William_A._ Pizer@cea.ecp.gov,
panastas@ostp.eop.gov, rrussell@ostp.eop:gov, John_A._Cloud@nsc.eop.gov,
Tevi_Troy@opd.eop.gov, Joel_D._Kaplan@who.eop.gov,

Marcug Peacock@omb.eop.gov, Robert_§._Fairweather@omb.eop.gov,
Candida_P. Wolff@ovp.eop.gov, Christine_Ciccone@who.eop.gov,
rlitterst@who.eop.gov

Message-id: <85256BD4.0048FE37.00@sgeopll.eop.gov>

MIME-~vergion: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-disgposition: inline

X-Lotus-FromDomain: EQP

New York Times, June 10, 2002

Letters to the Editor:

Bush Is Concerned About the Climate
To the Editor:

"J.5. Sees Problems in Climate Change" (front page, June 3) says that the
predictions of the U.S. Climate Action Report 2002 "present a sharp
contrast to

previous statements on climate change by the administration.™

Actually, last year President Bush noted the rise in surface temperatures
and )

concentrations of greenhouse gases, and said that "the National Academy of
Sciences indicates that the increase is due in large part to human
activity." He

also cautioned that significant scientific uncertainties remain,
emphasizing

that "the policy challenge is to act in a serious and sensible way, given
the

limits of our knowledge.™

The new report reinforces each of these points, discussing the
"considerable

uncertainty" about the science, natural variability of the climate, and
the fact

that "definitive prediction of potential outcomes is not yet feasible."

President Bush's policies are appropriate to the current state of
climate-change

science. By administering 67 programs to curb greenhouse gas emissions and
investing $4.5 billion each year in research and development, the
administration )
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is responsibly addressing this important issue.

JAMES L. CONNAUGHTON
Chairman, White House Council
on Environmental Quality
Washington, June 7, 2002

New York Times, June 8, 2002
Editorial
Global Warming Follies

President Bush continues to stumble on the issue of global warming. Last
year,

to the dismay of America's allies, he rejected the 18397 Kyoto Protocol
committing industrialized nations to reduce greenhouse gases. He also
reneged on

his campaign pledge to impose mandatory caps on carbon dioxide, the most
important of those gases. Now he has dismissed a report written by his own
experts. It asserts that human activities are largely responsible for
global

warming andé warns that the environmental consequences could be severe.

The report is the third in a series of studies required by a climate treaty
signed by Mr. Bush's father in Rio de Janeiro in 1992, but the first

issued by

the new administration. It was presented to the United Nations last week
and

appeared unannounced on the Environmental Protection Agency's Web site. It
does

not openly challenge the voluntary approach Mr. Bush has recommended. But
it is

a serious study reflecting the views of scientists in

six federal agencies, including the President's Council on Environmental
Quality, and its findings align the administration with most mainstream
scientists as to the causes and consequences of climate change. It deserves
better than Mr. Bugh's contemptuous response: "I read the report put out

by the

bureaucracy," he said, before repeating his opposition to Kyoto.

The report obviously presented Mr. Bush with a tickliish problem. Having
abandoned Kyoto and his campaign pledges, he had left himself without a
meaningful strategy to deal with climate change. To acknowledge the truth
of the

study would have regquired him to offer such a strategy, or at least
something

more imaginative than the pallid voluntarism favored by many of his
corporate

friends and big campaign contributors.

%o he chose to brush it off. His timing was unfortunate. On Tuesday Japan
ratified the Kyoto agreement, as have the members of the European Union.
These

countries do not expect Mr. Bush to drop his opposition to Kyoto. But they
have

a right to expect something more than a casual rejection of inconvenient
truths.

Copyright 2002 The New York Times Company | Permissions
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