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This increased collaboration will not happen without an understanding of, and
commitment to, systemic reform by federal, state, and local civic leaders as well as
support by the American public.

Vice President Gore presented a preliminary version of the National Perfor-
mance Review’s recommendations to state and local leaders at the 1993 NGA
conference in Tulsa, Oklahoma. NGA expressed great interest in the recommen-
dations and suggested that the president convene a meeting to review the National
Performance Review concepts and implement the steps to increase partnership
between the federal, state, local, and tribal governments as quickly as possible.®

Actions Taken by the Administration to Convene Meetings Between Federal,
State, and Local Governments to Review and Advance Intergovernmental
Recommendations of the National Performance Review

1. The White House Office of Intergovernmental Affairs and the federal
agencies have several efforts under way to strengthen intergovernmental partner-
ships. EPA, for example, has developed an intergovernmental steering committee
to guide efforts toward an agency/state environmental partnership. It also has
established several committees to improve intergovernmental communication,
including the Local Government Advisory Committee, Small Town Task Force
Advisory Committee, and Tribal Operations Committee. Finally, EPA is commit-
ted to creating a Tribal Office, and state and local representatives continue to
participate in EPA’s negotiation processes on major new regulatory activities.

2. Outreach to state, local, and tribal officials also has been a central component
of the administration’s welfare reform process. The White House Working Group
on Welfare Reform, Family Support and Independence, established by the presi-
dent in May 1993, sought and received considerable input from state and local
leaders in welfare reform.

3. ACIR has proposed a nationwide initiative of research, consultation, and
consensus-building among federal, state, and local officials and private citizens,
culminating in a “Federal-State-Local Leadership Roundtable,” during the fall of
1995, to seek common ground for fundamental intergovernmental reform.

4. EPA, USDA, Department of the Interior (DOI), and several other federal
agencies are working together to develop ecosystem management projects in
regions throughout the country. This project will involve extensive intergovern-
mental collaboration and partnership. e =

5. HUD is developing a strategy to consolidate seven community planning and
development plans that state and local jurisdictions are required to prepare. The
development process is highly inclusive of federal, state, and local partners and
involves citizen participation from around the nation.

6. The Department of Energy’s Office of Energy Efficiency and Renewable
Energy project on “Reinventing Federal, State, and Local Partnerships” is working
to involve stakeholders earlier and more completely in the strategic, multi-year
annual operating and budget planning. Three activities are the focus of this

“Ibid
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result would be an enhanced ability to deliver and disburse state and local funds, in
a way that enhances the quality of intergovernmental service delivery.

Actions Taken by the Administration to Simplify Reimbursements
for Administrative Costs

To accomplish this simplification, numerous departments have reduced regula-
tions and processing times that have improved customer service to grantees,
reduced costs, and simplified reimbursement procedures.

1. DOT’s Federal Highway Administration has successfully tested the use of an
electronic signature to speed part of its grantdelivery process. The programisbeing
expanded to additional phases of grant delivery to eliminate and modify other cost
requirements.

2. In July 1993, the Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) at
USDA amended regulations to provide an alternative method of calculating the fees
states may charge when they issue federal phytosanitary certificates. Now states
may calculate fees on a “cost-per-certificate” or “cost-per-hour” basis.

3. The Food Stamp Program (FSP) at USDA has drafted two proposed rules to
simplify regulations and increase state agency flexibility. The first rule, “Simpli-
fication of Program Rules,” proposes changes in recertification, standard utility
allowances, residency, length of certification periods, and notice requirements.
Many of the changes also promote conformance with procedures in the AFDC
program. The second rule, “Provisions on General Assistance Vendor Payments
Requirements for Anticipating Income and Reporting Changes,” includes simpli-
fied procedures for handling reported changes in household circumstances. Both
rules are currently in the process of clearance at USDA.

4. The Rural Development Administration (RDA) at USDA has proposed,
subject to final clearance, to relax the requirements for business and industry
borrowers to furnish annual, audited financial statements. Current regulations
require audited statements from all borrowers—except those obtaining seasoned
loans—with a balance of $100,000 or less. The proposal would allow RDA to
accept unaudited annual statements from new borrowers receiving loans up to
$500,000. The proposal also would allow unaudited annual statements from all
borrowers who have provided audits for three years, are current with payments, and
have a loan balance not exceeding $1,000,000. This action will make the program
more attractive to, and effective for, small businesses.

5. Recognizing the critical role state agencies play, EPA proposes implementing
fee systems which would cover the costs of point-source control permitting,
enforcement, monitoring, and related surface-water programs. Such fees move us
closer to a system where polluters, not the public, pay the costs of programs that
enable polluters to discharge in an environmentally unsafe manner.*

6. OMB has initiated the following measures to implement two additional
National Performance Review recommendations: changing the small purchase
threshold for purchases under grants, and simplifying certifications under grants.

““Brian Burke, “Environmental Activities that Reflect the Administration's Commitment to Building
a New Partnership with State and Local Governments,” White House memorandum, 5 July 1994.
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THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN /2 7/

Shaheen, Cappiello, Stein & Gordon

Professional Association
Attorneys at Law

Willam H. Shaheen
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Eugene A. DiMariano, Jr.
D. Michael Noonan *
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November 9, 1994

President Bill Clinton
White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear President Clinton:

Rooert A. Stein
Steven M. Gerdon
Andru H. Volinsky

Michael J. Sheehan
Peter G. Callaghan
Paul A. Maggiotto
Of Counse':

Arpiar G. Saunders, Jr,
Amy R. Goldstein
Diane Perin Hock

Concord Offce

In addition to being a senior partner in this lawfirn | am a part-time Distnct Court
Judge in Durham, NH. We met many years ago for a brief moment in Memphis when |
was the U.S. Attorngy in New Hampshire and you were the Governor In Arkansas. | have
followed your career with interest and supported you in the last election. | continue to
support you. My belief is that you are on the right track and that your agenda must be
completed. | have doubts that it will ba completed in the two years that remaln before

_your re-election becomes imminent.

My political experience is that | was Jimmy Carter's state chalrman here in New
Hampshire when he ran for President for the first time. | believe | understand the hopes
and fears of our citizenry. My belief that your agenda must be completed is so strong
that | am willing to resign from my Judicial appointment and work on your re-election

campaign.

My tamily is a strong democratic family in New Hampshire. My late father was the
Sheriff of Strafford County, William N. Shahesen, and my wife is presently the State
Senator for this district, C. Jeanne Shaheen. She has just won her race with sixty
percent (60%) of the vote. If you feel | can be of assistance please do not hesitate to

contact me.

Mery truly yours,

Ll

Mailing Address; P.O. Box 977 ¢ Dover, New Hampshire 03821-0977
Trela House ¢ One Waldron Court ¢ Dover, New Hampshire 03820
Telephone: (603) 749-5000 ¢ (800) 451-1002 ¢ FAX: (603) 749-1838
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October 26, 1994

When the American people vote for a Democrat or Republican for
office they are trying to vote in the best man or woman from each
party. People are not voting in the Democrat to undermine the
Republican Party, nor do we vote in a Republican to undermine the
Democratic Party. A good Republican and a good Democrat can work
together for the good of our nation. However, when you have the
Democrat leaning toward the left like some of the Democrats were
before Bill Clinton became President both the Democratic and
Republican Parties are hard to work with. It is the same way when
the Republican Party leans too far right, like now. Republican and
Democratic Parties have trouble working with far right and for good
reason, they are too one-sided and they are only for the wealthy.
Any President, Democrat or Republican would have a difficult time
getting a good Health Insurance plan through, because left-wing
Democrats and right-wing Republicans lobbying. Big money would
undermine any President, Democrat or Republican. Who would come up
with a good Health Insurance plan? Some people in our government
and big money, are trying to get the right to law in the United
States. The right to work law means you do not have any right to
work. Whoever you work for can lay you off for any reason. 29
states with right to work laws are working like a black hole in the
universe. There are good paying jobs from other states going to
the "right to work" states for cheap labor. At this time the
"right to work" states are doing better than they did before
because good paying jobs from other states are going to the "right
to work" states for cheap labor. 1In the long run it is going to
backfire. If all 50 states would go to right to work law, all
people in the 50 states would be working for cheap 1labor 1like
Mexico. People work for low salary, they pay less State and
Federal Income Tax, so there would pbpe a big lay off in Government.
The worker would then make less money and would not buy expensive
things like cars and homes, etc. So, state, city and county
receives less in sales tax. We would then see a big lay off in
branch government and manufacturing.

Yours Very Truly,

Rkl il

Ronald Carlson

A Concerned Citizen
10920 East Side Dr.
Oklahoma City, OK 73165

































