Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
Digital Library Collections

This i1s a PDF of a folder from our textual collections.

Collection: Roberts, John G.: Files
Folder Title: JGR/Advisory Committees (2 of 3)
Box: 1

To see more digitized collections visit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/diqgital-library

To see all Ronald Reagan Presidential Library inventories visit:
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection

Contact a reference archivist at: reagan.library@nara.gov

Citation Guidelines: https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing

National Archives Catalogue: https://catalog.archives.gov/



https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digital-library
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
https://reaganlibrary.gov/document-collection
mailto:reagan.library@nara.gov
https://reaganlibrary.gov/citing
https://catalog.archives.gov/

386 DECISIONS -OF THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL . S.f80

regardless of the size of the parcels involved. See Franklin J. Rindt,
B-199900, February 10, 1981, and /7arold J. Geary, B-188717, Janu-
ary 5,-1978. Where the separate parcels are eonveyed to an individual
purchaser, however; we have treated the separate transactions as giving
Tise to a presumption that the parcel not containing the residence is
excess, thus warranting cons:deratlon of the factors discussed in 54
Comp. Gen. 597. -

In William C. S!oam B~190607 February 9 1978, we c'onmdered the
claim of an employee who had divided his land into two parcels. Within
a period of 3 days, he sold the two-acre parcel on which the residence
was situated and the adjacent five-acre parcel to the same purchaser, In -
that case, we upheld the agency’s finding, based on the factors set forth
in 54 Comp. Gen. 597, that the five-acre parcel was not related to the
residence site. In part, the agency’s finding was based on the fact that
one acre was generally regarded as am adequate building site in the
area and the fact that the five-acre parc}could be developed separately
from the parcel containing the residence. ‘ o

Consistent with the above decisions, the fact that Mr. Linderman
divided his residence and the one-acre Tot into two parcels for the
purpose of sale ralses a presumnption that he conveyed land in excess
of that which reasonably relates to the residence site. However, the
information obtained by the Department of Agrieulture regarding
land use in the vicinity of Mr. Linderman’s residence reasonably re-
buts any inference that any part of the land sold did not reasonably
relate to the residence site. In fact the separate conveyances were part
of a single transaction in which the entire one-acre parce] was trans-
ferred to a single purchaser for use as a residence.

Since the two realtor’s fees paid by Mr. Linderman do not exceed
the fee he would have paid to transfer the one acre as a single parcel,
he may be reimbused the $300 ainount claimed.

[B-202455]

Department of Energy——Advisory Committees—Establishment—
Energy Policy Task Force—Federal Advisory Committee Act
Compliance

The Energy Policy Task Force (EPTF), a Department of Evergy (DOE) ad-
visory committee, was not legally established on the date of its first meeting be-
cguse the Becretary of Eneru‘ had not completed consultation with General
Services Administration (GSA), published determination notice, or filed its
charter with the Library of Congress or conrmressional enmmitfees with “legisla-
tive jurisdiction™ at that time as reguired by the Federal Advisory Committee
Act (FACA). But it is thought DOE officials made good faith attempt to follow
approval and filing procedures. 5 U.S.C. App. 1, sec. 8 (1976) ; OMB Circular
No. A-63, Revised (1974).




gy Policy Task Force—Federal Advisory Committee Act
ipliance—Approval and Coordination Functions

Tegislative history shows requirement for agency head approval of ad-
ry committee, after comsultation with Office of Management and Budget
{2}, was developed to limit growing number of advisory committees. Since

fnation and approval functions, although late, were duly performed by both
and OMB, with final decision made to. authorize creation of EPTF, re-
ble officials had made determination this advisory committee was neces-
so basic concerns motivating Congress to establish these requirements had
addressed.

sidence. Department of Energy—Advisory Committees—Establishment—

aser. In rgy Policy Task Force—Federal Advisory Committee Act
et forth mpliance—Notice Requirements S

d to the ACA requirement for public notice of creation and objectives of advisory com-

act that : mittee was met only minimally because first Federal Register notice, printed 8

e in the = s hefore first meeting of EPTF, gave only broad description of EPTF purpose

e thout referring to its major function, i.e., preparation of the National Encrgy

»arately . lan draft. Congress and public had no access to BPTF charter or membership
: ibt prlor to meeting,

derman Department of Energy—Advisory Commlttees————Establlshment—-
for the Energy Policy Task Force—Federal Advisory Committee Act
L exeess ﬂompliance—Charter Statement Requirements

ver, the PTF charter does not describe in sufficient detail its objectives and scope of
I i ctivity or its duties as required by sections 9(c¢) (B) and (¥) of FACA since no
rArdIng mention is made of the Natiomal Energy Policy Plan, even though development
1bly Te- {.a proposed plan is EPTF's sole function. Further, if EPTF’s Plan drafting
S tole gives it more than solely advisory functioms, its charter should so state,
Sonilbl} iting authority given for those functions. Unless provided by statute or Pres-
e pm‘t - ldential directive, advisory cominittees may be utilized solely for advisory func-
- : tions under 5 U.S.C. App. I, sec. 9(b), but under 15 U.8.C. 776(a), DOE may be
s trans- able to use advisory committee to perform some operational tasks. :

ﬁ’epartment of Energy—Advisory Committees—Establishment—
Energy Policy Task Force—Federal Advisory Comrmttee Act
Comphance———Me tbership Balance Requirements

All interests need not 'be represented or represented equfuly to meet FACA and
Federal Energy Administration Act balance of memhership requirements. Re-
quired standard must be judged on case-by-case determination depending on
statute or charter creating committee. EPTF does not achieve FACA minimum
e balance of interest or represent all interests required by Federal Energy Ad-
nent— ministration Act. Deficiency ‘may be overcome by changing EPTE membership
: 0 achieve better balance of energy, environmental and consumer interests. 15
e Act ~U.8.¢ C. 776(a) (Supp 111, 1979) 5 U.S.C. App. I, secs. 5 (b), () (19(6)

Department of Energy—-—-—Advxsory CommmeeaﬁExpendxtures-—
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ment of Energy (DOE). You expre.ssed concern ‘that not all reqmr&
ments of section 17 of the Federal Energy Administration Act’ 0
1974, the Federal Advisory Committee Act and DOE regulations had
been followed in relation to the EPTF Charter ﬁhng requlrements
and the composition of its membership.

Due to the urgency of your request, there was msuﬁicmnt t1me to:
obtain an official response from DOE. The information contained:
herein was developed through interviews with Office of Management:
and Budget (OMB), DOE, and General Services Administration
{GSA) officials concerned with the formation of the EPTE, memo
randa and other materials supplied by, DOE, including the DOE Sec~ f
retary S letter to you dated March 20 19 1 ‘ e

Estabhshment of EPTF

Section 17 of the Federal Energy Act of 1974, Pub. L. No. 93-275,
approved May 7, 1974, 88 Stat. 96, 110, 15 U.S.C. § 776 (1976), set
forth procedures for the Administrator of the Federal Energy Ad-
ministration, the predecessor of the Department of Energy, to estab-
lish advisory committees. Subsection (d), 15 U.S.C. § 776(d), provides -
that unless inconsistent with this section, the provisions of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (FACA), 5 U.S.C. App. I (1976), will
also apply to DOE'’s advisory committees. For the reasons discussed:
below, we conclude that some of FACA’s provisions governing the
establishment of advisory committees were not complied with.

Section 9(a) of the FACA prohibits establishment of an advisory
committee unless there has been 2 formal determination by the head
of the involved agency, after consultation with the Director of the
OMB, that the proposed committee is “in the public interest in con-
nection with the performance of duties imposed on that agency by
law.” A “timely” Federal Register notice of that determination is
also required. 5 U.8.C. Appendix I, §9(a) (1976). (Executive Order
No. 12024, December 1, 1977, 42 Fed. Reg. 61445, under authority of:
Reorganiaztion Plan No. 1 of 1977 (42 Fed. Reg. 56101, October 21,
1977), transferred advisory committee act over51ght functlons from
OMB to GSA.) :

The required determination and request for coneurrence was sent
in a letter from the Secretary of DOE to the Acting Administrator
of GSA on February 9, 1981, after reviews by the DOE Offices of
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eneral Counsel and Committee Manao-ément found that it contained
the necessary findings. Enclosed with the letter was a copy of the pro-
posed EPTF Charter and a proposed Notlce of Determination to
Establish the Task Force.
The FACA, as modified by Executive Order 12024, requires GSA
pproval of an agency determination of need for an advisory com-
ittee. In this eonnection, section 6(a) of OMB Circular A-63, Re-
ised (1974), requires that the GSA Committee Management Secre--
ariat be ®* * * gatisfied that establishment of the advisory committee
would be in aceord with the Act * * *” before the agency head can
publicly certify that the “* * * committee is in the public interest.”
This certification is then required by the Circular to be published in
the Federal Register with a description of the nature and purpose
of the proposed committee at least 15 days prior to the filing of the
Committee’s Charter. A shorter period between the notice and filing
_is permitted “* * * for good cause * * *.” DOE requested a walver
_ofthe 15 day period for EPTF. .
Following review of the proposal for creation of the EPTF, GSA
requested the Energy and Science Division of OMB to conduct a “sub-
stantive review” of it. Our interviews with GSA and OMB officials
indicate that OMB reviews of advisory committee proposals have been
routinely sought even though responsibility has been transferred to
- GSA. GSA’s review of the EPTF was made following the recent re-
lease of OMB Bulletin 81-8, ordering a 5 percent reductlon in ex-
penditures for consultants and advisory committees. Additional can-
- tion by GSA in concurring in establishment of the EPTF may have
‘been prompted by that bulletin. According to an OMB official, work .
on revising the Federal Budget prevented OMB from completing con-
sideration of the EPTF proposal until after the February 19 meetmg
_of the Task Force.
The GSA Committee Management Secretanat adwsed the DOE
" Deputy Advisory Committee \{[anagement Officer by telephone on
February 27, 1981, that GSA. concurrence had been granted “as of
February 19,” with termination for the EPTF set at June 30, 1981,
_Instead of the two-year period requested. Waiver of the 15-day wait-
- ing period between publication of the Notice of Intent to Establish .
‘and the Charter filing was granted. However, the record indicates
_that both officials concluded that February 19 could not be used as
the effective date of the Charter or in the establishment notice “since
the Comm1ttee is not oﬁicmlly established until the Charter is filed.”
It was not until March 5 that the determmatwn nomce was pubhshed
46 Fed, Reg. 15310. The EPTF charter was filed with the congresslonal )
oversxght commlttees and the Library of Congress on the followmg
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Techmcally then, the EPTF was not 1egally estabhshed on th
date of its first meeting. Although the Secretary of DOE had mad,
‘the. necessary determination,” consultation with GSA had not bee
completed and no determlnatlon notice had been pubhshed 5 US.C
App. I, §9(2)(2). Addltmna]ly, at the time of the February 19

' meeting, the Charter had not been filed “with the standing commit,
" tees of the Senate and of the House of Representatives having legi

lative jurisdiction” of DOE as required by section 9(c) (2) of the
FACA. We understand that the DOE Office of General Counsel

informed the Secretary that although the first EPTF meeting could

be considered to violate the FACA, he felt that there had been sub-
stantial compliance with the law and that any postponement of the

meeting could prevent the Department from making the deadline for
submission of a National Energy Policy Plan, with respect to which

the EPTF was to advise DOE,
Facing what they believe to be a choice between responding to an
urgent need to develop a comprehensive energy,plan for the new

Administration within the time period promised, %hich would be two

months after the deadline imposed by the DOE Organization Act
DOE officials concluded that the FACA +violations constituted “harm-

less error” and opted to proceed with the EPTF meeting according

to the schedule announced in the Federal Register on F: ebruary 11.
46 Fed. Reg. 11858,

Although the FACA and OMB Circular A—63 were not comphed
with, we think that DOE officials acted in good faith in attempting
to follow the approval and filing procedures for establishing an

advisory committee and, in fact, addressed most of the concerns that
motivated the Congress to establish these requirements. The delay

in concurrence by OMB had not been anticipated. Qur study of the

legislative history of the FACA showed that the requirement for .

approval by the agency head, after consultation with OMB, was
developed to limit the growing number of advisory committees. Since
the coordination and approval functions, althongh late, were duly

performed by both GSA and OMB, with a final decision made to
authorize the creation of EPTF, the responsible officials had made

the determination that this additional advisory committee was
necessary.

There were, however, some more significant FACA provisions
which were also not complied with. The requirement that the public

be given notice of the creation and objectives of the advisory com-
mittes was met only minimally. The first notice appeared in the Fed-
eral Register just eight days before EPTF’s first meeting. Tt provided

only a broad description of the purpose for the Task Force without
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reference to the National Enefgy Policy Plan. The tentative agenda
for the meeting, however, clearly stated that the meeting would be
open for the public and written and oral statements would be accepted.

‘The public did not have access to the advisory committee’s charter
or membership lists before the meeting, nor was Congress adequately
informed so that it could perform its oversight functions before the
February 19 meeting. However, as letters from the National Wildlife

ederation and other groups demonstrate, at least some of the public
‘was able to challenge the selection of members for the EPTE: by the

“time of the first meeting.

EPTF Charter and the National Energy Plan

Section 9(c) of FACA requires that before an advisory commit-
tes meets, a charter describing, among other things, the committee’s
objectives and scope of activity must be filed. EPTF’s charter does
‘not appear to reflect its duties adequately since no mention is made of
‘the National Energy Policy Plan, even though the imminence of the
Plan’s due date was cited by DOE in justification for proceeding with
‘the February 19 meeting, and, as discussed below, the sole function

f the EPTF seems to be to develop a proposed plan. ,
- Section 801 of the Department of Energy Organization Act, Pub.
L. No. 95-91, approved August 4, 1977, 91 Stat. 565, 610, 42 U.S.C.
§ 7321 (Supp. IIX 1979), requires the President to prepare and submit
8 National Energy Policy Plan to Congress “not later than April 1,

979, and biennially thereafter” which is to “consider and establish
energy production, utilization, and conservation objectives * * * nee-
essary to satisfy projected energy needs of the United States * * *.”

EPTF’s Charter describes the committee’s objectives, scope, activi-

and duties as follows: =~ o .

T_he DOE Energy Policy Tésk Force prbvides the Seyc‘:kretary of Energy with ‘
adﬂce’ and recommlendatlons on the broad range of policy and programmatic
issues in energy. The functions of the Task Force will be foarfold. Tirst, the task
Force, individually and collectively, will identify and select ecritical national
energy proplems and issues. Second, the Task Force will suggest changes in
energy policies and programs to address those issues and problems. Third, the
Task Force will assess both the relative importance of particular energy policy

T Drogram initiatives and the feasibility of forming the national consensus

€cessary to. their implementation. Fourth, the Task Force will examine for
reasonableness both mature policy proposals and the analyses and agsumptions on

h“?hvthe.? are based. - . I S5 S o0 I B :

0 mention is made of the Plan required by section 801. o .

It 1s thus not clear from the Charter precisely what role EPTF will

lay in the drafting of the National Energy Policy Plan. Nonetheless,

hen DOE asked GSA to waive the 15 day advance notice period, its
S its need to seek “advice immediately from a group of
oncerned with energy production, utilization and conserva-

870 -83-27: QL3
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tmn for use in drnftmg the "\Tatmnal Energy Po]lcy Plan. Further, we'

were 1nformally advised that when GSA and OMB approved the Task
Force, they limited its Jife to June 30 in the belief that its functions,
relat1ve to preparatlon of DOE’s contrlbutlon to the Plan would then

" The DOE Orgamzatlon Act requires that in developmg the Plan the
President must consult with “consumers, small business, and a wide
‘range of other interests, lncludlng those of individual citizens who
" have no financial interests in the energy industry.” Apparentlv pursu-- -
‘ant to thls requirement, the EPTF was to hold a series of public meet- -
ings in a number of c1t1es bemnnlng in ear]y March (later postponed
to April).

We have also been adv1se,d the EPTF Wln actually prepare a draft
of the National Energy Policy Plan for the Secretary’s approval. Tt
certainly appears that the evident haste in establishing the EPTF was
connected with attempts to begin the Plan drafting process which was
already behind the statutory deadhne, (I%}y letters of February 4, 1981,
the Secretary of DOE informed the Congress that the April 1 statutory
deadline would not be met but promised to have the Plan readv by

about June 1, 1981.) )

Accordingly, we believe that EPTF’s charter does not descrlbe in
sufficient detail its objectives and scope of activity or its duties as re-
quired by section 9(c) (B) and (F) of FACA. Further, if EPTF’s
actual role in drafting the Plan gives it more than solely adv1sory
functions, its charter should have so stated, citing the authority given
for those functions. Section 9(c) (F). Unless provided by statute or
presidential directive, advisory committees may be utilized solely for
advisory functions, 5 U.S.C. App. 1§ 9(b). While it appears that under
15 U.S.C. § 776 (a) DOE may be able to use an advisory committee to
perform some operational tasks, EPTF’s charter explicitly states that
it has only advisory functions. ’

Balance in EPTF Membership

One of the primary concerns of Congress in enacting FACA gen-
erally and the more specific provisions of section 17 of the Federal
Energy Act of 1974, 15 U.S.C. § 776, supra., was to assure that advisory
committes membership would not be dominated by any particular in-
terest. The Congress wished to limit, as far as possible, advisory coru-
mittee bias in the reports such committees furnish to the President or
to the sponsoring agency. o

As noted above, we do not have a clear idea of the extent of EPTF’s
involvement in preparing a draft National Energy Policy Plan for
the Secretary’s (and then the President’s) approval. Since that Plan
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Gorernment employees, to advise With respect to or to formulate or carry out
any agreement or plan of action affecting any industry or segment thereof, the
Administrator shall endeavor to ‘insure that each such group is reasonably
representative of the various points of view and functions of the industry and
users affected, including those of residential, commercial, and industrial con-
‘sumers, and shall ‘include, where appropriate representation from both State
and local government, and from representatives of State regulatory utility com»‘
missxons’ selected after eonsuItation with  the respecﬁve nahonal,

DOE’s process. for se]ectlon of members for the EPTF was marred
at the outset by the pressures created by the short time allotted for
its creation. It was not until February 4, only 15 days before the
EPTE’s first meeting, that the first tentative list of proposed mem-
bers was compiled, and no prospective members were contacted before
February 9. As a result, we were informally advised, only cursory
attention could be given to the qualifications and characteristics of all
the Committee members by reviewing officials. For example, officials
in DOE’s Office of General Counsel informed us that they had to
accept the representations made on submitted lists as to the charac-
teristics of the proposed members. The responsible GSA oﬂiclal said
that he could only make a spot check on the membershlp and that it
isthe Iespon51b1hty of the sponsormtT aaency to assure balance reqmre-
ments are met. Ea , ’

While DOE representatlves said that the list of candidates was
compiled from suggestions made from staff throughout DOE, some
of the persons named as contributing to the selection process said that
they were only consulted after the list of candidates had essentially
been compiled. The Director of the Office of Consumer Affairs, DOE,
said she did not see the list until February 13. At that time, she in-
formed the Secretary’s Office that in her opinion, the proposed Task
Force was illegal because it did not contain any minority members,
She submitted a list of minority people with past advisory committee
experience. Although none of her suggested members were appointed,
a black woman was subsequently added to the EPTF. While we can-
not say how much weight others’ views were given in the selection
process, all of the accepted nominations appear to have been made
from within the Secretary’s Office or by the Committee Chairman.

Twenty-two persons had been appointed to the EPTF at the time
of its first meeting on February 19, 1981. While the DOE press release
announcing formation of the Task Force, released on that date, de-
scribed its members as including “a broad representation from the oil
and gas industry, consumer interests, environment and conservation,
civic, academic, and public service,” the background of its membership
appears to be of a considerably narrower composition. Half of its
members are chief executives or senior executives of major energy
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’ e from state overn-
geratrons, four are academlcwns, and three ar g

ts, including a State Governor.
'Onclude that there is an absence of effective representatlon :hom

(4) local governments
(5) customer owned utility compames
(8) low-i -income consumers '
(7) elderly persons
(8) oil jobbers ;
9)- natural gas transmission lines
(10) independent, small refiners
(11) rural interests
(12) independent marketers

(13) service station dealers. i
We might point out that the statutory balance requlrements o not

Juire that all interests be represented equally or that all interests be
DPresented in any given committee. The determmatzon of whether the :
ndard of balance is met must be made on a case—by case basis and
epends argely on the statute or charter creating the committee. ‘How-

e thmk that the FPTF as presently constltuted does not achieve
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the FEA Act This deﬁmency mlght be overcome by chan ging the Taak ,
Force’s membershlp For example, the Secretary of Energy might
immedmtely ‘appoint ‘additional members to the EPTF to provide for
‘ representatmn by interests now missing from the advisory committae,
- Many of the problems encountered in the establishment of the EPTF
* might have been avoided if recommendations of past GAOQ reports con-
_cerning ,adwsory commlttees had been followed. For example, in our
'February 2, 1979 report, “Use, Cost, Purpose, and Makeup of Depart-
ment of Energy Adv1sory Commlttees,” EMD 79-17, B- 127685 we .

concluded

a0 DOE should formahze all 1ts Written gmdelines to help insure that the
criteria are consistently applied. Such criteria and everall guidelines are needed
to insure that committee membership is balanced and at the optimum level neces-
sary to meet the objectives of the committee. EMD 79—-17 B-127085 at 2.

In that same report, we criticized exxstlng DOE adv150ry commzttee
charters as follows: . I

The Federal Advisory Committee Act requires tlkgt each advisory committee’s
charter contain the scope and responsibilities of the committee and the time
period necesgary for it to carry out its purpose. * * * We found that although
DOE’s advisory committee charters contain general information on the com-
mittees’ activities, responsibilities, and length of existence, 12 of the 20 charters
do not contain specifics on these matters. These specifics are needed so that each
comrnittee has a clear understanding of its scope and objectives, which in turn
helps to prevent the potential for overlap and duplication among the committees.

In our previous report, “Better Evaluations Needed to Weed Out Useless
Federal Advisory Committees™ (GGD-76-104, April 7, 1977), we recommended
that OMB require Federal agency committee charters to be clear and specific
in stating their purposes and include specific timespans for committees to
accomplish their purposes. * * * (R)esponsibility for these matters has been
transferred to GRA. GSA officials told us that they have empharized the need
for committee charters to be clear and specific in their discussions with Federal
agencies. However, * * * DORE is still producing charters which are vague and
general, reinforcing our belief that formal guidance is needed. * * * Therefore,
we reiterate the recommendation contained in our Aprll 7, 1977, report. * * *
Id at 3.

Furthermore in our recent report, “Conduct of DOE’ Gasohol
Study Group: Issues and Observations,” EMD 80-128, B-200545,
September 30,1980, we found:

* * * that the process used to select Gaschol Study Group members was highly
personalized and non-systematic. Members were selected primarily on the
referral of others without detailed knowledge of their backgrounds or finaneial
mterests. ** = EMD 80-125, B-200545 at iii.

In that report we concluded :

GAO believes problems with the qtudy group member selection process are at
the heart of the allegations raised concerning possible conflicts of interest and
}gadequate qualifications on the part of Gasohol Study Group members. * * -*

at V.

We continue to beheve the Secretary shonld take more care in the
selection of advisory committee members and should adopt uniform
guidelines to aid in the selection process.
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Comp. Gen.] DECISIONS OF THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL

Funding of EPTF

As agreed by your staff, in response to your request for us to audit
the expenses of EPTF, we have reviewed expenditure information
supplied by DOE and determined that $1272.25 in direct expenses
were incurred in connection with the EPTF Task Force meeting of
February 19, 1981. These are the only direct expenses attributible to
EPTF to this date. Of this amount, $519.85 was spent as reimburse-
ment for travel expenses of three task force members. Most of the
members did not request reimbursement. The other $752.40 in expenses

vere incurred in connection with recording of the meeting transcript.
These items were charged to the Office of Secretary’s budget for travel,
salary and related expenses (budget account no, 89X0232). Since each
agency is held responsible by section 5 of FACA for providing sup-
port services for each advisory committee established by or reporting
to it, the use of these funds for this purpose seems legitimate.

With your permission, we will release this letter to the Secretary

f Energy and recommend actions be taken to reconstitute the EPTF

o that a more satisfactory balance of energy interests may be repre-

nted in its membership. We hope this mforrnatlon wﬂl be useful to

our subcommlttee
| [B—202781]'
Contracts—-—Buy American Act——-Forelgn Products»—End Product

ComponentSMSmall Busmess Set-Asxdes

rmshmg of foreign product by smaH busmess does not automatlcally negate
Its status as Small business concern; firm may qualify as small even though
tem is not complefbly of domestic origin if it makes sxgmﬁcant contribution

to manufacturer or production of contract end item.
Con!racts»—-Awards——S mall Busnness Concerns———-Slze—-mForelgn-
Made Component Use :

hallenge to status of small business furnishing either item with foreign com-
Donents or foreign end product must be resolved by Small Business Administra-
h, rather than General Accounting Office, so protest on basxs that firm does

i qualify for set-aside will be dismissed. .

Bu}’ Amerwan Act——-Small Business Concerns—-——Buy Amerlcan Act ,
Small Busmess Reqmremenls '




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

August 16, 1982

MEMORANDUM FOR EDWIN L. HARPER Ef
FROM: RICHARD A. HAUSER

SUBJECT: President's Economic Policy
Advisory Board Meeting

We have reviewed the attached documents. Once the three
corrections noted below are made, and the notice forwarded to
the Federal Register, you will be in procedural compliance
with the Federal Advisory Committee Act. Without knowing the
specific agenda items and the details of the information to
be discussed, we cannot assess the substantive validity of
the. exemptions relied upon to close the meeting. I would
remind you, however, that when the President relies in part .
upon 5 U.S5.C. § 552b(c)(1l), he certifies that the discussion
in public of a portion of the materials would disclose matters
that are specifically authorized under criteria established
by an Executive order to be kept secret in the interests of
national defense or foreign policy. If such information is
not to be the subject of at least a portion of the meeting,
this exemption should not be claimed.

The corrections are as follows:

(1) The second paragraph of the Federal Register notice
should be corrected to read: "All agenda items concern
matters listed in Section 552b(c) of Title 5, United
States Code, specifically sub-paragraphs (1), (4), (8)
and (9) thereof, and will be closed to the public.™

(2} The first sentence, third paragraph, of the
President's determination to close the September 8
- meeting should be corrected to reflect that the meeting
may be closed pursuant to 5 U.S.C. §§ 552b(c){(1), (4),
(8) and (9), instead of pursuant to § 522b(c), Sections
l, 4, 8 and 9. : ,

(3} The second sentence, second paragraph, of the same
Presidential determination should read that the President
is reporting that he has determined that the deliberations,
if disclosed, would likely frustrate the purpose of the
Board, which he established. This change will render

the sentence consistent with the balance of the text.

Attachments
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MEMORANDUM FOR: COUNSEL'S STAFF ATTORNEYS

rroM: D. EDWARD WILSON, IJR.

ACTION

Approved

_____ Please handle/review

X For your information

- For your recommendation

For the files

— . Please see me/call me

Please prepare response for

signature

-As we discussed

COMMENT

Return to me for filing




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

NATIONAL ANTI-HUNGER COALITION,
ET AL.,

Plaintiffs,
V. Civil Action No. 82-3592
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF ‘THE

PRESIDENT'S PRIVATE SECTOR
SURVEY ON COST CONTROL, ET AL.,

Defendants.

MEMORANDUM

This case comes before the Court on cross—-motions anc
requires the Court to interpret the application of the
Feaeral Advisory Committee~Act, 5 U.S5.C. App. I, as it
impinges on an advisory committee survey now being conducted
for the President at his request.

~On Februéry 18, 1982, Preéident Reagan announced his
intention to éstablish a "Private Sector Survey on Cost
Control in the Federal Government." Its purpose was to call
on the expertise of "leaders from the business, labor, and
academic communities” to obtain detailed management and
cost control advice with a view towards reducing runaway
costs in the federal gector.i

By Executive Order No. 12369, 47 Fed. Reg. 28899 (July
2, 1982), the President established the Executive Committee

of the Private Sector Survey. The Executive Committee was

;/ July ‘15, 1982, White House Press Release at 2; attached

to plaintiffs' motion for a preliminary injunction,filed
December 22, 1982.



to be composed of no more than 150 citizens appointed by the
President from the private sector.g/ It was to conduct
in-depth reviews of Executive branch operations ana to
advise the President, the Secretary'of Commerce. and the
heads of other federal agencies.

The Executive Order also provided that "[tlhe Committee
is to be fﬁnded, stafféd and equipped . . . by the private
sector without cost to the Federal Government." Id. To
implement this objective, the Foundation for the President's
Private Sector Survey on Cost Control was established. The
Foundation;’a non-profit corporation of the District of
Columbia, made an agreement with the Secretary of Commerce
on July 7, 1982, under which it was to provide assistance.to‘
£he Committee including facilities and staff support.r Thé
Foundation's Management Office has organized thirty—six
"task forces," each co-chaired by two or more members of the
Committee, to do the "preliminary work of the sﬁ;vey,
including fact-gathering, statistical evaluations, and the
formulatipn‘of_preliminary reports."é/ Twenty—-two of the
task forces are assigned to study particular agencies, and
the remaining fourteen are studying cross-agency functioﬁs.

Apart from the chairmen, none of the task force members are

2/ The President increased the size of the Committee to
not more than 170 members by Executive Order 12398,
48 Fed. Reg. 377 (January 5, 1983). :

3/ Affidavit of Kenneth Millian at 6, 7, filed with
defendants' motion to dismiss, January 20, 1983.



members of the Committee, nor do the task forces have any
authority to make recommendations to agencies or to the
President.
| Plaintiffs are individual recipients of federal food
assistance benefits'and the National Anti-Hunger Coalition,
a group whose primary objective is "alleviation of hunger
and malnutrition in this country through the participation
of poor persons in policy decisions which affect their
lives." Plaintiffs' memorandum filed December 22, 1982,
at é; Because of their concern that the Survey's
~submissions to the Committee may affect benefits available
under federal food assistance programs, plaintiffs first
sought access under the Federal Advisofy Coﬁmittee Act
(FACA), 5 U.S.C. App. I, § 10, to all documents being
generated by three task forces reviewing federal feeding
programs. That access was denied and this suit followed.
Plaintiffs allege that the Sﬁrvey is in violation of
the FACA because the membership of the Executive Committee
is not "balanced," as’required by that Act, and because
the task forces are "subcommittees" covered by the Act and
conséquently must giVe plaintiffs access to their documents
andvpermit plainfiffs to participate in task force meetings
Aand éctivities being conducted td develop initial proposals
for the Survey. Plaintiffs seek a preliminary injunction
granting full relief and defendants in turn have filed a
motion to dismiss alleging that plaintiffs lack standing

under the FACA and asserting that in any case neither the



Executive Committee nor the task forces are operating in
violation of that Act. Depositions have\been taken and
affidavits and documents filed. The parties have agreed the
motions should be treated as cross-motions for summary
jﬁdgment and after full argument and briefs the matter ié

ripe for determination.

I. The Federal Advisory Committee Act

The FACA defines an "advisory committee" as follows:

The term "advisory committee" means any:
committee, board, commission, council, conference,
panel, task force, or other similar group, or any
subcommittee or other subgroup thereof (hereafter -
in this paragraph referred to as "committee"),
which is--

(A) established by statute or reorganization

plan, or
(B) established or utilized by the President,
or ~

(C) established or utilized by one or more
agencies, '
in the interest of obtaining advice or
recommendations for the President or one or more
agencies or officers of the Federal Government,

5 U.Ss.C. App. I, § 3(2).

All advisory committees meeting this definition are
subject to numerous requirements. Committee meetings must
be open to the public, notice of meetings must be published

in the Federal Register, and all records, reports, and other

documents generated by the committee must be open to public
inspection. 5 U.S.C. App. I, § 10. There is also a
requirement that membership of the committee be "balanced in

terms of the points of view represented." 5 U.S.C. App. I,

§ 5(b) (2).



ITI. Standing

Defendants at oral argument acknowledged that, under
several recent cases in this Circuit, plaintiffs have
standing to challenge violations of § 10 of the FACA, which
outlines required advisorv committee‘procedures such as open
meetings, access to documents and records, and so forth.

The regquirement of "balanced" membership, however, occurs in
§ 5 of the Act. Because no court has éctually granted
standing under that section, defendants still argue that no
judicial review is available as to that section. 1In

Physician'sAEducation Network, Inc. v. HEW, 653 F.2d 621,

622-23 (D.C. Cir. 1981), this Circuit dealt with a plaintiff
alleging unbalanced membership under § 5 of the FACA. 1In
dicta, the court noted that a plaintiff denied actual
representation on an advisory committee would have standing
under the FACA. The Court's discussion of standing made no
distinction between requirements under § 5 and réquirements
un&er § 10 of the Act. Nor is any distinction readily
apparent to this Court. ©Under the circumstances of this
case plaintiffs will be granted standing to challenge
committee membership as well as to question the committee's

} 0 ‘v > 4
compliance with the procedural requirements of the Act.~

4/ Plaintiffs have also alleged a cause of action against
defendants under the Administrative Procedure Act. (APA),

5 U.5.C. § 706, apparently to support their view-that -
judicial review 0f defendant's actions is available.- R
Plaintiffs' memorandum in opposition to defendants' motion
‘to dismiss, filed February 4, 1983, at 12. -In particular,
{footnote continued on p. 6)



IIT. The Executive Committee

As defendants concede, the Executive Committee is
subject to the Act's requirements. Defendants allege, and
plaintiffs do not diépute, that the Executive Committee has
complied and will comply with the procedural requirements
found in § 10 of tﬁe Act. The Executi?e Committee has
already held’an open, public meeting on February 4, 1983, in
full accordancé withrFACA requiremenﬁs.“ A subcommittée
cbnsisting of 30.committee members, also subject to FACA
requirements, was created at that meeting to conduct a-
series of further public meetings commencing in March of
1983 at which the subcommittee will consider findings and
recommendations drafted by task forces aﬁd cleared through
the Management Offic§ of the Foundatipn. Those findings and
recommendations will be available to the public for written
comments at least two weeks before_they are consideredvat a
meeting of>the subcommittee. After reviewing th; task
forces' material and the public comments thereon the
subcommittee will formulate recommendations to be sent to
the President. The full Executive Committee will be

reconvened, again in accord with the FACA, to formulate a

(footnote continued from the preceding page)

plaintiffs allege that defendant Department of Commerce has

acted arbitrarily and capriciously because the Committee and
task forces do not have a "balanced" membership as required -
by the FACA and Commerce's implementing guidelines..  Because
the Court finds that plaintiffs have standing it is not . 3
necessary to address the issues of whether plaintiffs have a -
cause of action under the APA and whether the events

complained of constitute "agency action" reviewable under
its provisions.



summary recommendation which will also be sent to the
President. There is no dispute that plaintiffs will be able
to participate in the Executive Committee's and
subcommittee's formulation of recommendations.

In addition to these procedural reguirements, however,
§ 5 of the FACA also requires that "the membership of the
advisory committee . . . be fairly balanced in terms of the
points of view represented and the functions to be performed
by the advisory committee." 5 U.S.C. App. I, § 5(b)(2).
Plaintiffs‘contena that the Executive Committee is not, in
fact, "balanced." kThey note that virtually all of the
Committee members are executives of major corporations; one
is from the labor community, and two are academics. They
urge a lack of balénce because there are no pﬁblic intérest
advocates and no beneficiaries of federal food assistance
programs suchAas the individual plaintiffs among _the
Committee's membership. |

Nowhere in the FACA is the meaning of the term
"balanced" explainéd. Interpreted most broadly, it would.
take far more than a mere 150 individuaisxto ensure that
every point of viewvconcerned with the financial
administration of;federal programs be represented. Congress
implicitly recognized the unworkability of such a
requirement when it described "balanced" in terms ofiﬁthe
functieés to behpéfformed by the advisory dommittee;“;

In this case, the function to be performed by the

Private Sector Survey is narrow and explicit. The



President's express intent in establishing the survey was to
apply to federal programs the expertise of leaders in the
private sector with "special abilities to give detailed
advice on cos£~effective management of large organizations."
White House Press‘Release, supra, at 1. In order to
accomplish this objective, the President\of necessity
gathered the Committee members not from the public at large,
but from the priﬁate sector. He selected those who have
experience in the fiscal management of large priVate
organizationsi Surely Congress did not intend to prohibit
the President from seeking specializéd advice and while one
may speculate that different choices might have been made to
accomplish the‘President's objectivevthe simple gathering of
a discrete grdup of experts in a particular narrow fieldvis
not in itself:enbugh to render such én advisory committée

5/.

unbalanced in thé sense of the FACA.

5/ Plaintiffs have alleged that the Committee has departed
from its narrow mandate and in fact is researching and
considering substantive changes in federal programs. The

sole support for this contention is the affidavit of Robert
Greenstein, the director of a private consulting organization,
who claims that some members of a task force met with him to
discuss entitlement programs and "clearly indicated in the
conversation that [they] were looking at basic policy changes
involving benefit levels in programs such as food stamps, as
well as management and administrative issues." Affidavit of
Robert Greenstein at 2, attached to plaintiffs' motion for a
prelim@nary injunction, filed December 22, 1982. The remarks
and opinions of a task force member, speaking with-a. private ..
consultant, are not enough to indicate that the task forces- -
are in fact developing recommendations for substantive . o
program changes. Deposition testimony taken by plaintiffs
suggests that task force members in fact regard their role

as one of administrative and management experts only. See
Deposition of John Bode, filed February 10, 1983, transcript at 45
(Bode Tr.); Deposition of Mary Jarratt, filed February 10,
(footnote continued on p. 9) ,



The "imbalances" to which plaintiffs point are, in
fact, simply irrelevant to the ability of the Executive
Committee to perform its limited function fairly and
impartially. To require the Committee to contain members of
pﬁblic interest groups or members of.the public receiving
federal benefits would operate not to "balance" viewpoints
bﬁt to change thé cost-control function of the "private
sector“ survey. Plaintiffs have failed to demonstrate any
imbalance in the Executive Committee within the meaning of
the FACA. Thus it is unnecessary to confront plaintiffs’

far—reaChing suggestion that Congress>contemplated that the
.cdurts should be placed in the role of reviewing the

. . 6
President's choice of advisors.—

Iv. The Task Forces

Plaintiffs further allege that the task forces utilized
by‘the Foundation, as described earlier, are "advisory

committees" under the FACA and therefore also subject to the

(footnote continued from preceding page)

1983, transcript at 5 (Jarratt tr.); and Deposition of
Richard W. Strauss, filed February 10, 1983, transcript at
46 {(Strauss tr.). More importantly, the task forces

completely lack any authority to recommend substantive
policy changes and there is no indication that either the
President or any agency would solicit or accept the

views of a task force member on any substantive issues.

6/ 1t is also unnecessary to reach defendant's argument
that, because the requirement of balanced membership is
described in the FACA as a "guideline" which "shall be’
followed by the President" to the extent it is "applicable,"
5 U.85.C. App. I, § 5(c), it in fact imposes no requirement of
compliance on the President and is merely hortatory.
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same procedural requirements as the subcommittee and the
Committee itself. The Court, however, agrees with
defendants’that the task forces are not subject to FACA
requirements. They do not directly advise the President or
any federal agency, but rather provide information and
recommendations for consideration to the Committee.
Consequently, they are not directly "established or
utilized" by the President or any agency "in the interest of
obtaining advice or recommendations." 5 U.5.C. App. I, |
§ 3(2). ’
| There is no question that the task forces are intimately
involved in the gathering of information ébout federal
programs and the formulation of possible reéommendatiqns for
consideration of the Committee. That is not enough, ﬁowever,
to render them subject to the FACA. The Act itself applies
only to committees "established or utilized by" the
President or an agency "in the interest of obtaining advice
or recomﬁendations for the President of one Or more
agencies."” 5 U.5.C. App. I, § 3(2) (emphasis added). The
Act does not cover groups pérforming staff functions such és
those performed by the so-called task forces.

The task forces at issue do not provide advice directly
to the President or any agency, but rather are utiliied by
and provide §§vice to only the Executivg)Committeg, which

then provides advice to the President or agency. The .



distinction is not just a semantic one.i Before the =
Committee can produce final recommendations, it must gather
information, explore options with agencies to get comments
and reactions, and evaluate alternatives. Plaintiffs admit
that, under their proposed interpretation'of the Act, the
procedural requirements of the FACA would apply to these
preliminary actions. But surely Congress did not
chtemplate that interested parties like the plaintiffs
should have access to every paper through which |
recommendations are evolved, have a hearing at every step of
the information~gathering and preliminary decision-méking
process, and interject themselves into the necessary
underlying staff work so essential to the formulation of
ultimaté policy recommendations. The language of the
statute itself distinguishes between advisory committee
members and advisory committee staff. Cdmpagg_S‘U.S.C.
App. I, § 5(b)(2) with § 5(b) (5). Staff would be expected
to perform exactly the sort of functions performed by the
task forces at issue -- gathering information, developing

work plans, performing studies, drafting reports and even

7/ See Lombard v. Handler, 397 F. Supp. 792 (D.D.C. 1975},
aff'd without opinion, 546 F.2d4 1043 (D.C. Cir. 1976), cert.
denied, 431 U.S. 932 (1977) (the Environmental Protection
Agency entered a contractual relation with the National
Academy :0f Sciences under which the Academy conducted
certain-studies.. The academy in turn relied on its
Committee on Motor Vehicle Emissions (CMVE). The CMVE was
held not to be a committee subject to FACA in part because
"it appears that the E.P.A. is "utilizing" the Academy
itself, and not the C.M.V.E." 1Id. at 800).




discussing preliminary findings with acency employvees.

There 1s no reliable evidence that the task forces at
issue have gone beyond such functions and have actually
started advising agencies on policy recommendations. If the
task forces were in fact providing advice directly to
agencies, they might indeed be functioning as advisory
committees within the meaning of the Act. However, not only
do the task forces lack authority to do this but plaintiffs
have wholly failed to demonstrate by deposition or otherwise
that;such is the case. Defendants, challenging plaintiffs'
assértion, point to depositions taken during the course of
piaintiffs' discovery which suggest that the task force
members in fact were not advising agencies and were
completely aware they lacked authority to do SO.‘ The
depositions also suggest that the agency employees meeting
with the task force mempers did not regard their\discussions
as advisory and had no intention of taking any action based
on those discussions. Bode tr. at 26, 28, 53—57, 50;
Jarratt.tr. at 28, 34~36; StraussftrQ at 53—58. In éum,
plaintiffs have completely failed to introduce any evidence
suggesting that the task forces are in fact operating in an
advisory capacity rather than simply providing information

and draft proposals to the Executive.Committee.

V. Conclusion
It is clear that Congress in passing the FACA wished to
create some controls and standards governing the advisory

committee process, to control the proliferation and expense
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of such committees and to ensure that Congress and the
public retain access to information regarding their number,
membership and activities. 5 U.S.C. App. I, § 2. However,
the statute that resulted is another example of unimpressive
legislative drafting. It is obscure, imprecise, and open to
interpretations so broad that in the present cohtext at
least it would threaten to impinge unduly upon prerogatives
" preserved by the separation of powers doctrine. Not
surprisingly, litigants seize on such uncertainties and may
try to press statutory claims beyond constituticnal
bouhdaries. The courts do not welcome their role in such
disputes. Many with considerable merit on their side
criticize the involvement of federal courts in matters of
this kind although the fault lies primarily with
conéressional drafting. If more expertise were applied to
such enactments to ensure that Congress states W}th more
precision what it intends, the rules of the game would be
more sharply drawn and court involvement could be less.

The present'contrOVersy is a good example of this
phenomenon. The Act leaves a myriad of guestions unansweréd,
espécially concerning the extent to which Congress intended
to interfere with the President's formulation of policy. A&
‘?resident constantly seeks, as he should, informed advice.
His choice of advisors should be 1atgely his personal

concern under our tripartite form of government.
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The Court's task in the absence of clear indications in
the statute or its legislative history to the contrary must
be to achieve a common-sense interpretation. Congressional
concerns must be accommodated in a manner that produces a
constitutional result, in this instance to leave the
President with substantial freedom to formulate policy
recommendations free from excessive intrusion. If the Act
were interpreted as plaintiffs suggest the effort of the
President to seek fiscal advice from the private sector
would come to a total halt and the attempt to formulate
efficient fiscal management of the government would bog down
in a plethora of hearings, demands for document access and
increasing time-consuming litigation. In thé context of
this case, the language of the statute reviewed in light of
those concerns demands that this Court grant summary
judgment for defendants and deny plaintiffs relief.

The Court holds that the Executive Committee is
balanced within the meaning of the Act and the task forces
are not subject to the Act's procedural requirements because
the task forces are not utilized by the President or the
agencies for advice or recommendations. Defendants' motion

to dismiss is granted and the complaint is dismissed.

wk49/1¢4quféf

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT QOF COLUMBIA

NATIONAL ANTI-HUNGER COALITION,

)
ET AL., )
)
Plaintiffs, )
)
V. ) Civil Action No. 82-3592.
)
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE ) ey e e
PRESIDENT'S PRIVATE SECTOR ) T
SURVEY ON COST CONTROL, ET AL., ) i e
) . .
Defendants. ) FER 2 <04y
| 3 I Sk Sl R PL R S )
Jil"‘u;‘:‘_;y i‘- ;. ) P R E\

ORDER
For the reasons stated in the Court's Memorandum
'filed herewith, it is |
ORDERED that plaintiffs' motion for a pfeliminary;
injunction is denied, defendants' motion to dismiss 1is

granted and the complaint is hereby dismissed.

~

: B
L el LG 020

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

February 5)‘{ , 1983.



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT / ‘Zé?
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ! /

FES 15 1<43

I

NATIONAL ANTI-HUNGER COALITION,
et al.,

Plaintiffs,

v. Civil Action No. 82-3592

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE
PRESIDENT'S PRIVATE SECTOR
SURVEY ON COST CONTROL, et al.,

Defendants.

Nl il i il e Nl Nl il il it NtV oV

PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR
IN CAMERA SUBMISSION

Plaintiffs hereby move the Court to require defendants to
submit for in camera inspection the most recent drafts of the
reports being prepared by the three defendant Task Forces.
Plaintiffs have requested tﬁat defendants voluntarily make these
reports available to the Court for in camera inspecPion, but
defendants have declined to do so.

These reports will aid the Court in achieving a final
resolution of this case in two ways. First, the reports will
clarify whether the recommendations being considered by the
Task‘Forces relate to policy changes in domestic feeding
programs for low-income persons as plaintiffs contend, or in-
volve only issues of managerial officials, as defendants suggeSt.
The answer to this question is germane to plaintiffs' balanced

representation claim. - Second, the reports will assist the-:: @ ::

ot



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February 10, 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR FRED F., FIELDING
FROM: JOHN G. ROBERTS@HC
SUBJECT: Representative Levitas Reguest for List

of Presidential Advisory Committees,
Task Forces, Etc.

On Februarv 2, 1984, a member of Congressman Levitas's staff
called Executive Clerk Ron Geisler and asked for a list of
all commissions, councils, boards, task forces, etc.
established by President Reagan. Ron told the irritated
caller that such a list was not readily available. The
caller then asked for at least a list of commissions
established by executive order. Ron told her that we would
get back to her, and referred the inguiry to the Legislative
Affairs Office. Dave Wright of Legislative Affairs asked me
this morning if we had any objection to releasing to Levitas
the attached list, which Ron provided. The list, which may
be incomplete, is kept by the Clerk's Office on an ongoing
basis. It includes both advisory committees and govern-
mental task forces, whether established by executive order,
statute, Presidential statement, or memorandum.

Legislative Affairs does not know why Levitas wants the
list. A comparison of this President's propensity to create
committees with that of President Carter would not be
fruitful from Levitas's point of view. Excluding committees
established by statute, Carter created 83 commissions, task
forces, etc., in his first three vears, compared to 72 for
President Reagan. Levitas may have other interests, such as
compliance with the Advisory Committee Act.

I think we should release the list to Levitas, along with
Ron's note explaining how it was compiled. The vast
majority of the committees or task forces were publicly
announced when formed; those few interagency task forces or
working groups that were not are not confidential in any
sense. Levitas has told Wright that he would like an answer

todaz.



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

February 2, 1984
LYNN:

Jill Peterson, 225-4272, called for
Rep. Levitas today reguesting a list of
all commissions, councils, boards, task
forces, etec. that have been established
by President Reagan. GHe also wants a list
of the ones that have been established at
the direction of the President. He wants
this information as soon as possible,

I politely informed her that no such
list existed, and to compile one would take
an extensive search of the files at the
White House. Quite frankly, she was a litte
hot under the collar by the time she was
referred to me. She had talked to several
offices at the White House and assumed she
was getting the run-around because no one
could readily produce this information.

g %§>% i;ng her total request could
not be/fUlTilTed,; 'she requested a list of
the organizations established by Executive
Order. I told her that we would certainly
look into the matter and get back to her
as soon as possible.

I also informed her that the information
she was seeking could be obtained from the
Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents,
if the Congressional research service at the
Library of Congress cared to research the
matter.

Please inform me on this matter when

a decision is made.

Ron Geisler

i

L



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

The sattached is merely & reference informastion list

used by the Executive Clerk's 0ffice which contains
orgenizations that:

(1) are directly established by the President by
Executive Order, Presidentisl Memorandum,
Remarks, Statements, or Press Releases;

(2) ere established with the approvel or at the
direction of the President; and/or

(3) &are established when the President signs &
bill into lew and that particular law
requires the President to appoint a single
individusel to & position or several individ-
uals to & Commission, Committee, etc.

The list does not contein such things as Study
Groups, Tesk Forees, Conferences, etc., that are
established by the Heads of Departments or Agencies
or other govermment officiels. Also, it does mot
contein all the orgenizstions thet are created when
the President signs & till into lsw, except &s
indicated in subparagraph (3) sbove, when & Presi-
gentiel sppointment ie involved. '

Al

Ronald Geisler
Executive Clerk



ORGANIZATIONS ESTABLISHED SINCE JANUARY 20, 1981

(REAGAN ADMINISTRATION)

TITLE
PRESIDENTIAL TASK FORCE ON REGULATORY RELIEF
PRESIDENT'S TASK FORCE ON THE U.S. AUTO INDUSTRY

UNITED STATES BUSINESS COMMITTEE ON JAMATCA
FIVE CABINET COUNCILS

PRESIDENT'S ECONOMIC POLICY ADVISORY BOARD

PRESIDENT'S TASK FORCE ON ATRCRAFT CREW COMPLEMENT

INTERAGENCY TASK FORCE FOR FEDERAL ASSISTANCE TO ATLANTA

TASK FORCE ON IMUIGRATION AND REFUGEE POLICY
COMUNITY DEVELOPMENT SUFPORT PROGRAM TASK FORCE
PRESIDENT'S COUNCIL ON INTEGRITY AND EFFICIENCY
 PRESIDENTIAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON FEDERALISM
COORDIFATING TASK FORCE ON FEDERALISM

INTERDETARTMENTAL TASK FORCE ON PUERTO RICO

_ PRESIDERTIAL TASK FORCE ON THE ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES
PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION OF HOUSING

MILITARY MANPOWER TASK FORCE

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION (Departiment of Transportation)

U.S.»PRC (People's Reputlic of China) Joint Commission
s merce” and Traie

AFRICAN DEVELODMENT BANK (Depariment of State)

FPRESIDENTIAL COIMISESI0ON O ERCADCASTING TO CUERA

pabantn il aort i uil 1 FErh Ly NI ey per s I Y ke 1‘\ VD '*‘r TR
FPRESIT DTS TASY ¥LUbTE TN VETE BECTCR 1 IATIVE

pER SRS I VN LT i W

AUTHORITY

Statement by Vice President on
1/22/81. Announced by Presiden
on same day.

Speakes' Briefing, 3/3/81, "was
appointed a month ago.”

Press Release, 2/24/81
Press Release, 2/26/81

Executive Order 12296, 3/2/81
(Announced by Press Release,
2/10/81)

Presidential letters, 3/5/81
BErady FEriefing, 3/5/81
Presidentisl Memorandum, 3/6/8:
President's remarks, 3/§/Sl
Executive Order 12301, 3/26/81
Executive Order 12303, 4/8/81
Press Release, 4/8/81

Notice to the Press by Meese,
L/10/81

Executive Order 12308, 6/5/81
Executive Order ;2310, 6/16/81
Press Release, 7/8/81
Presidential Memorandum, 7/13/

Public Law 97-31, 8/6/81

Meese Memo "FOR THE PRESIDENT"
Selected Heads of Depts/Agcys,

Public Law 97-35, 8/13/81
Executive Order 12323, 9/22/81

" 0 P ~ ~iah 0
Executive Crder 12320, 10/3470
1EX ¥
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ORGANIZATIONS ESTARLISHED SINCE JANUARY 20, 1981 (Cont'd)

£

TITLE

PRESIDENT'S FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY BOARD
RATIORAL PRODUCTIVITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
ENTERAGENCY'COMMITTEE ON THE ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES
PRESIDENT'S INTELLIGENCE OVERSIGHT BOARD

NATIONAL COMMISSION ON SOCIAL SECURITY REFORM

'PRESIDENTIAL TASK FORCE ON THE DISMANTLING OF THE
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

EMERGENCY MOBILIZATION PREPAREDNESS BOARD

" TASKFORCE O TGAL BRUTTY FoR worw® T

NATIONAL VOLUNTARY SERVICE ADVISORY COUNCIL ({ACTION Agency)

WHITE HOUSE POLICY TEAM AND STEERING GROUP - -
DISMANTLING THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

SOUTH FLORIDA TASK FORCE (Crime and drug smuggling)

CABINET COUNCIL ON LEGAL POLICY

AGRICULTURAL TASK FORCE TO PERU (Agency for Internstional

Development )

PRIVATE SECTOR SURVEY ON COST COWTROL IN THE
FEDERAL, GOVERNMENT

PROPERTY REVIEW BOARD

CABIWET-LEVEL TASK FORCE TO PROVIDE MODEST SHORT-TERM
RELIEF FOR THE HOUSING INDUSTRY

CABINET-LEVEL WORKING GROUP TO CONSIDER LORG-TERM
STRUCTURAL REFORM OF THE HOUSING INDUSTRY

PRESIDENRTIAL COMMISSION ON DRUNK DRIVING

PRESIDERT'S TASK FORCE ON VICTIMS OF CRIME

AUTHORITY
Executive Order 12331, 10/20/81
Executive Order 12332, 11/10/81
Presidenfial Memorandum, 12/2/8
Executive Order 12334, 12/4/81

Executive Order 12335, 12/16/81
(Originally announced by the
President as & "Task Force" in
National address on 9/24/81)

Presidential Statement, 12/17/8

Presidentisl Memorandum, 12/17/

" Bxecutive Order 12336, 12/21/81

Charter, effective 1/11/82

Press Release, 1/12/82

Presidential Statement, 1/28/82
Press Release, 1/29/82

White House Briefing by Peter
McPherson,; Administrator of the
Agency for International Develc
ment, 2/5/82

Press Release, 2/18/82

Executive Order 12348, 2/25/82

Press Release Fact Sheet, 3/29/
Press Release Fact Sheet, 3/29;

Executive Order 12358, L/1L/82

Executive Order 12360, 4/23/82
(Crginally ennounced by the
President in Louisiana on §/28,
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ORGANIZATIONS ESTAELISHED SINCE JANUARY 20, 1981 (Cont'd)

TITLE

PRESIDENT 'S COMMITTEE ON THE ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES
INTERAGENCY TASK FORCE ON DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION

E¥ECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE PRESIDENT'S PRIVATE SECTOR
SURVEY ON COST CONTROL IN THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

SENICR INTERAGENCY GROUP ON INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC PCLICY

INTERNATIONAL PACIFIC HALIBUT COMMISSION (United States

end Canada)

* WHITE HOUSE COORDINATING COUNCIL ON WOMEN

PRESIDENT'S NATIONAL SECURITY TELECOMMUNICATIONS
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

"REFORM 88" TASK FORCE - FRESIDENT'S MANAGEMENT
IMPROVEMENT INITIATIVES

12 TASK FORCES - FEDERAL INITIATIVES AGAINST DRUG

TRAFFICKING AND ORGANIZED CRIME (Department of Justice)

WHITE HOUSE CONFERENCE ON PRODUCTIVITY

TASK FORCE ON FOOD AND AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT (Agency

for International Development)
PRESIDENTIAL AGRICULTURAL TASK FORCE TO VENEZUELA
. PRESIDENTIAL AGRICULTURAL TASK FORCE TO LIBERIA
INTERNATIQNAL PRIVATE ENTERPRISE TASK FORCE

PRESIDENT'S COUNCIL FOR INTERNATIONAL, YOUTH EXCHANGE

NCRTH ATLANWTIC SAIMON CONSERVATION ORGANIZATION,
COUNCIL OF THE :
NORTH AMERICAN COMMISSION OF THE
WEST GREENLAND COMMISSION OF THE
IORTH EAST ATLANTIC COMMISSION OF THE

AUTHORITY

Executive Order 12367, 6/15/82

Carlton Turner briefing, 6/2L/8:

Executive Order 12369, 6/30/82

Presidential Memorandum, 7/23/8:

Public Law 97-176, 8/15/82
(reconstitutes an earlier
commission with the same name)

Press Release 8/27/82

Executive Order 12382, 9/13/82

* Préas Releasé, 9/pa/Bp

Press Release, 9/22/82
Announced by President, 10/1L4/8

Public Law 97-367, 10/25/82

Speekes' briefing; 10/26/82

Press Release, 10/29/82
Press Release, 11/6/82
Executive Order 12395, 11/20/8:

Presidentiel Memorandum to the
United Stetes Information Agenc
requesting establishment (orig:
announced by Press Release, 5/:

Public Law 97-389, 12/29/82

Executive Order 12400, 1/3/83
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ORGANIZATIONS ESTARLISHED SINCE JANUARY 20, 1981 (Cont'd)

TITLE

INTERAGENCY TASK FORCE ON THE TIMES BEACH DIOXIN PROBLEM
CULTURAL PROPERTY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION ON INDIAN RESERVATION ECONOMIES

PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION FOR THE GERMAN-AMERICAN
TRICENTENNIAL

WHITE HOUSE COORDINATING COMMITTEE ON FRIVATE SECTQOR
INITIATIVES '

. WORKING GROUP ON HANDICAPPED POLICY (Cabinet Council on
’ Human Resources)

FEDERAL HOSPITAL INSURANCE TRUST FUND,.EDARD OF TRUSTEES
OF THE

""" FEDERAL OLD-AGE AND SURVIVORS INSURANCE TRUST FUND AND

THE FEDERAL DISABILITY INSURANCE TRUST FUND, BOARD
OF TRUSTEES OF THE

FEDERAL SUPPLEMENTARY MEDICAL INSURANCE TRUST FUND,
BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE » -

PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION ON THE CONDUCT OF UNITED
STATES - JAPAN RELATIONS

PRESIDENT'S ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON WOMEN'S BUSINESS
OWIWNERSHIP

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON PRIVATE SECTOR INITIATIVES

+

WORKING GROUP ON EWFORCEMENT OF THE TEXTILE IMPORT
PROGRAM

PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION ON INDUSTRIAL COMPETITIVENESS

WATIOHAL RIPARTISAN COMMISSION ON CEWTRAL AMERICA

PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION ON ORGANIZED CRIME

AUTHORTTY
Speekes' briefing, 1/7/83
Public Law §7~hh6, 1/12/83
Executive Order 12L01, 1/1k4/83

Public Lew 97-472, 1/14/83
Press Release, 1/24/83
Press Release, 4/5/83

Public Law 98-21; 4/20/83

Public Taw 98-21, 4/20/83

Public Law $8-21, 4/20/83
Executive Order 12421, 5/12/83
Executive Order 12426, 6/22/83

Executive Order 12427, 6/27/83
(Originally ennounced by the
President in his 1/25/83 State
the Union address)

Meese memorandum, 6/28/83 (Ko
press release)

Executive Order 12428, 6/28/8:
(Originally announced by the
President, 1/26/83)

Executive Order 12433, 7/19/8:
(Originally announced by the
President, 7/13/83)

Executive Order 12435, 7/28/8:
(Orginally announced by the
President, 10/1L/82)

Presidential Mepmorandum 1o Me:
Q/"}/Q'D‘ JUIEW SR, Pl (e U SR R S VLI o
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ORGANIZATIONS ESTAELISHED SINCE JANUARY 20, 1981 (Cont'd)

TITLE

WORKING GROUP ON HAZARDOUS WASTE (Cabinet Council on
Natural Resources and Environment)

COMMISSION ON THE BICENTENNIAL OF THE UNITED STATES
CONSTITUTION

DIRECTOR OF OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION,
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

\

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE RETIREMENT BOARD OF ACTUARIES

ADVISORY BOARD FOR RADIO EROADCASTING TO CUBA
(Executive Office of the President)

MANAGEMERT GROUP (U.S. & Japan) (under leadership of
the Vice President)

JOINT POLITICAL-MILITARY GROUP (U.S. & Isrmel) o

INTERAGENCY GROUFP STUDY OF GRENADA

HATICONAL COMMITTEES ORGANIZING THE PROGRAM FOR THE
FESTIVAL OF INDIA IN THE UNITED STATES IN 1985

NATIONAL SCHOOL SAFETY CENTER (Department of Justice)

AUTHORITY

. Speskes' Briefing, 8/11/83 (48

Public Lew 98-100; 9/29/83

Public Law 98-94, 9/24/83
(effective 11/1/83)

Public Law 98-94, 9/24/83
(effective 10/1/83)

Public Law 98-111, 10/4/83

Presidentisl Remarks, 11/14/83

Presidential Remarks, 11/29/83

Press Eriefing by Jay Morris,
Dep. Dir. of AID, 12/6/83

Press Release, 12/5/83

President's Radio Address, 1/7/



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February 10, 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR FRED F, FIELDING

/\!//,__,.——»—-'
FROM:¢ Q'D JOHN G, ROBER
SUBJECT: Representative Levitas Request for List

of Presidential Advisory Committees,
Task Forces, Etc.

On February 2, 1984, a member of Congressman Levitas's staff
called Executive Clerk Ron Geisler and asked for a list of
all commissions, councils, boards, task forces, etc.
established by President Reagan. Ron told the irritated
caller that such a list was not readily available. The
caller then asked for at least a list of commissions
established by executive order. Ron told her that we would
get back to her, and referred the inguiry to the Legislative
Affairs Office. Dave Wright of Legislative Affairs asked me
this morning if we had any obijection to releasing to Levitas
the attached list, which Ron provided. The list, which may
be incomplete, is kept by the Clerk's Office on an ongoing
basis. It includes both advisory committees and govern-
mental task forces, whether established by executive order,
statute, Presidential statement, or memorandum.

Legislative Affairs does not know why Levitas wants the
list. A comparison of this President's propensity to create
committees with that of President Carter would not be
fruitful from Levitas's point of view. Excluding committees
established by statute, Carter created 83 commissions, task
forces, etc., in his first three years, compared to 72 for
President Reagan. Levitas may have other interests, such as
compliance with the Advisory Committee Act.

I think we should release the list to Levitas, along with

Ron's note explaining how it was compiled. The vast

majority of the committees or task forces were publicly

announced when formed; those few interagency task forces or

working groups that were not are not confidential in any.
sense., - Levitas-has told-Wright that he-would like an answer -

todaz. Jk*)f;‘
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

February 10, 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR FRED F. FIE

T T

FROM: 4&€’JOHN G. ROBER

ING

SUBJECT : Representative Levitas Request for List
of Presidential Advisory Committees,
Task Forces, Etc. ’

On February 2, 1984, a member of Congressman Levitas's staff
called Executive Clerk Ron Geisler and asked for a list of
all commissions, councils, boards, task forces, etc.
established by President Reagan. Ron told the irritated
caller that such a list was not readily available. The
caller then asked for at least a list of commissions
established by executive order. Ron told her that we would
get back to her, and referred the inguiry to the Legislative
Affairs Office. Dave Wright of Legislative Affairs asked me
this morning if we had any objection to releasing to Levitas
the attached list, which Ron provided. The list, which may
be incomplete, is kept by the Clerk's,K Office on an ongoing
basis. It includes both advisory committees and govern-
mental task forces, whether established by executive order,
statute, Presidential statement, or memorandum,

Legislative Affairs does not know why Levitas wants the
list., A comparison of this President's propensity to create
committees with that of President Carter would not be
fruitful from Levitas's point of view. Excluding committees
established by statute, Carter created 83 commissions, task
forces, etc., in his first three vears, compared toc 72 for
President Reagan. Levitas may have other interests, such as
compliance with the Advisory Committee Act.

I think we should release the list to Levitas, along with
Ron's note explaining how it was compiled. The vast
majority of the committees or task forces were publicly
announced when formed; those few interagency task forces or
working groups that were not are not confidential in any
sense, Levitas has told Wright that he would like an answer

todaz.
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Febfuary 10, 1984

MEMORANDUM FOR JOHN ROBERTS

FROM: DAVID L. WRIGHT

List attached per our conversation.



Ron .Geisler ... ...

THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

February 2, 1984
LYNN:

Jill Peterson, 225-4272, called for
Rep. Levitas today requesting a list of
all commissions, councils, boards, task
forces, etc. that have been established
by President Reagan. GHe also wants a list
of the ones that have been established at
the direction of the President. He wants
this information as soon as possible,

I politely informed her that no such
list existed, and to compile one would take
an extensive search of the files at the
White House. Quite frankly, she was a litte
hot under the collar by the time she was
referred to me. She had talked to several
offices at the White House and assumed she
was getting the run-around because no one
could readily produce this information.

ing her total request could
not be/ @F?3§f£§i Yshe requestéed a list of
the organizations established by Executive
Order. I told her that we would certainly
look into the matter and get back to her
as soon as possible.

I also informed her that the information
she was seeking could be obtained from the
Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents,
if the Congressional research service at the
Library of Congress cared to research the
matter.

Please inform me on this matter when

a dzcision is made.




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

The attached is merely & reference information list

used by the Executive Clerk's Office which contains
organizations that:

(1) are directly established by the President by
Executive Order, Presidential Memorandum,
Remarks, Statements, or Press Releases;

(2) are established with the approval or at the k
direction of the President; and/or

(3) are established when the President signs a
© bill into lsw and that particular law
requires the President to gppoint a single
individuel to & position or several individ-
uals to a Commission, Committee, etc.

- The list does not contain such things as Study
Groups, Task Forces, Conferences, etc., that are
established by the Heads of Departments or Agencies
or other government officials. Also, it does not
contain all the orgenizations thsat are created when
the President signs & bill into law, except as
indicated in subparagraph (3) above, when a Presi-
dential appointment is involved. '

\

[N

Ronald Geisler
Executive Clerk



ORGANIZATIONS ESTAERLISHED SINCE JANUARY 20, 1981

(REAGAN ADMINISTRATION)

TITLE

FRESIDENTTAL TASK FORCE ON REGULATORY RELIEF

PRESIDENT'S TASK FORCE CON THE U.S. AUTO INDUSTRY

UNITED STATES BUSINESS COMMITTEE ON JAMAICA
FIVE CABINET COUNCILS

PRESIDENT 'S ECONOMIC POLICY ADVISORY BOARD

PRESIDENT'S TASK FORCE ON ATRCRAFT CREW COMPLEMENT
INTERAGENCY TASK FORCE FOR FEDERAL ASSISTANCE TO ATLANTA
TASK FORCE ON IMMIGRATION AND REFUGEE POLICY

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT SUPPORT PROGRAM TASK FORCE
ERESIDENT'S COUNCIL ON INTEGRITY AND EFFICIENCY
'fRESIDENTIAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON FEDERALISM

COORDINATING TASK FORCE ON FEDERALISM

- INTERDEPARTMENTAL TASK FORCE ON PUERTO RICO

| PRESIDENTIAL TASK FORCE ON THE ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES
PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION ON HOUSING

MILITARY MANPOWER TASK FORCE

BUDGET REVIEW BOARD

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION (Department of Transportation)

U.S.-PRC (People's Regublic of China) Joint Commission
on Commerce” and Trade -

AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT BANK (Department of State)
PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION ON EROADCASTING TO CUBA

PRESIDENT 'S TASK FORCE ON FRIVATE SECTOR INITTATIVES

AUTHORITY

Statement by Vice President on
1/22/81. Announced by President
on same day.

Speakes' Briefing, 3/3/81, '"was
appointed a month ago."

Press Release, 2/24/81
Press Release, 2/26/81

Executive Order 12296, 3/2/81
(Announced by Press Release,
2/10/81)

Presidential letters, 3/5/81
Brady Briefing, 3/5/81
Presidential Memorandum, 3/6/81
President's remarks, 3/9/81
Executive Order 12301, 3/26/81
Executive Order 12303, 4/8/81
Press Release, 4/8/81

Notice to the Press by Meese,
4/10/81

 Executive Order 12308, 6/5/81

Executive Ordér 12310, 6/16/81
Press Release, 7/8/81
Presidential Memorandum, 7/13/81

Public Law 97-31, 8/6/81

Meese Memo "FOR THE PRESIDENT" E
Selected Heads of Depts/Agcys,

Public Law 97-35, 8/13/81
Executive Order 12323, 9/22/81

Executive Order 12329, 10/14/81
(originally announced by the
Thn vt A e AN /G



ORGANIZATIONS ESTABLISHED SINCE JANUARY 20, 1981 (Cont'a)

TITLE

PRESIDENT'S FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY BOARD
KATIONAL PRODUCTIVITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
INTERAGENCY COMMITTEE ON THE ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES
PRESIDENT 'S INTELLIGENCE OVERSIGHT BOARD

FATIONAL COMMISSION ON SOCIAL SECURITY REFORM

:PRESIDENTIAL TASK FORCE ON THE DISMANTILING OF THE

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

EMERGENCY MOBILIZATION PREPAREDNESS BOARD
TASK FORCE ON LEGAL EQUITY FOR WOMEN
NATIONAL VOLUNTARY SERVICE ADVISORY COUNCIL (ACTION Agency)

WHITE HOUSE POLICY TEAM AND STEERING GROUP -
DISMANTLING THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

SOUTH FLORIDA TASK FORCE (Crime and drug smuggling)

CABINET COUNCIL ON LEGAL POLICY

AGRICULTURAL TASK FORCE TO PERU (Agency for International

Development )

2

PRIVATE SECTOR SURVEY ON COST CONTROL IN THE

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

PROPERTY REVIEW BOARD

CABINET-LEVEL TASK FORCE TO PROVIDE MODEST SHORT-TERM

RELIEF FOR THE HOUSING INDUSTRY

CABINET-LEVEL WORKING GROUP TO CONSIDER LONG-TERM
STRUCTURAL REFORM OF THE HOUSING INDUSTRY

PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION ON DRUNK DRIVING

PRESIDENT'S TASK FORCE ON VICTIMS OF CRIME

AUTHORITY
Executive Order 12331, 10/20/81
Executive Order 12332, 11/10/81
Presidential Memorandum, 12/2/81
Executive Order 12334, 12/4/81

Executive Order 12335, 12/16/81
(Originally announced by the
President as a "Task Force" in a
National address on 9/24/81)

Presidential Statement, 12/17/81

Presidential Memorandum, 12/17/8
Executive Order 12336,  12/21/81
Charter, effective 1/11/82

Press Release, 1/12/82

Presidential Statement, 1/28/82
Press Release, 1/29/82

White House Briefing by Peter
McPhersgon, Administrator of the
Agency for Internastional Develop-
ment, 2/5/82

Press Release, 2/18/82

Executive Order 12348, 2/25/82

Press Release Fact Sheet, 3/29/8
Press Release Fact Sheet, 3/29/8

Executive Order 12358, L/14/82

Executive Order 12360, 4/23/82
(Orginally announced by the
President in Louisiana on 9/28/8
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ORGANIZATIONS ESTAELISHED SINCE JANUARY 20, 1981 (Cont'd)

TITLE -

PRESIDENT'S COMMITTEE ON THE ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES
INTERAGENCY TASK FORCE ON DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE PRESIDENT'S PRIVATE SECTOR
SURVEY ON COST CONTROL IN THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

SENIOR INTERAGENCY GROUP ON INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC POLICY

IN’I‘ERNATIONDL PACIFIC HALIBUT COMMISSION (United States
and Canada)

* WHITE HOUSE COORDINATING COUNCIL ON WOMEN

PRESIDENT'S NATIONAL SECURITY TELECOMMUNICATIONS
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

CABINET COUNCIL ON MANAGEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION

"REFORM 88" TASK FORCE - PRESIDENT'S MANAGEMENT
IMPROVEMENT INITIATIVES

12 TASK FORCES - FEDERAL INITIATIVES AGAINST DRUG
TRAFFICKING AND ORGANIZED CRIME (Department of Justice)

WHITE HOUSE CONFERENCE ON PRODUCTIVITY

. TASK FORCE ON FOOD AND AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT (Agency
for International Development)

PRESIDENTTIAL AGRICULTURAL TASK FORCE TO VENEZUELA
. PRESIDENTIAL AGRICULTURAL TASK FORCE TO LIEBERIA

\TE. ENTERPRISE TASK FORCE

D LRI NS ..-._.,..

PRESIDENT'S COUNCIL FOR INTERNATIONAL YOUTH EXCHANGE

NCRTH ATLANTIC SAIMON CONSERVATION ORGANIZATION,
COUNCIL OF THE
NORTH AMERICAN COMMISSION OF THE
WEST GREENLAWD COMMISSION OF THE
NORTH EAST ATLANTIC COMMISSION OF THE

PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION ON STRATEGIC FORCES

v

AUTHORITY
Executive Order 12367, 6/15/82
Carlton Turner briefing, 6/2L4/82

Executive Order 12369, 6/30/82

Presidential Memorandum, 7/23/82

Public Law 97-176, 8/15/82
(reconstitutes an earlier
commission with the same name)

Press Release 8/27/82

Executive Order 12382, 9/13/82

Press Release, 9/22/82

Press Release, 9/22/82
Announced by President, 10/14/82

Public Law 97-367, 10/25/82

Speakes' briefing; 10/26/82

Press Release, 10/29/82

- Press Release, 11/6/82

Executive Order 12395, 11/20/82

Presidential Memorandum to the

United States Information Agency
requesting establishment (origin
announced by Press Release, 5/24

Public Law 97-389, 12/29/82

Executive Order 12400, 1/3/83
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ORGANIZATIONS ESTARLISHED SINCE JANUARY 20, 1981 (Cont'd)

TITLE
INTERAGENCY TASK FORCE ON THE TIMES BEACH DIOXIN PRORBLEM
CULTURAL PRO?ERTY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
PRESIDENTIAL‘COMMISSION ON INDIAN RESERVATION ECONOMIES

PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION FOR THE GERMAN AMERICAN
TRICENTENNIAL

WHITE HOUSE COORDINATING COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE SECTOR
INITIATIVES

. WORKING GROUP ON HANDICAPPED POLICY (Cabinet Council on

Human Resources)

FEDERAL, HOSPITAL INSURANCE TRUST FUND, BOARD OF TRUSTEES
OF THE

FEDERAL OLD-AGE AND SURVIVORS INSURANCE TRUST FUND AND
THE FEDERAL DISABILITY INSURANCE TRUST FUND, BOARD
OF TRUSTEES OF THE

FEDERAL. SUPFLEMENTARY MEDICAL INSURANCE TRUST FUND, _
BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE , -

PRESIDENTTAL, COMMISSION ON THE CONDUCT OF UNITED
' STATES - JAPAN RELATIONS ‘

PRESIDENT'S ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON WOMEN'S BUSINESS
OWNERSHIP

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON PRIVATE SECTOR INITIATIVES

s

WORKING GROUP ON ENFORCEMENT OF THE TEXTILE IMPCORT
PROGRAM

PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION ON INDUSTRIAL COMPETITIVENESS

NATTIONAL BIPARTISAN COMMISSION ON CENTRAL AMERICA

PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION ON ORGANIZED CRIME

PRESIDENT'S TASK FORCE ON FOOD ASSISTANCE

AUTHORTTY
Speskes' briefing, 1/7/83
Public Law 97-h46, 1/12/83
Executive Order 12401, 1/14/83

Public Law 97-472, 1/14/83
Press Release, 1/24/83
Press Release, 4/5/83
Public Law 98-21; 4/20/83

Public Law 98-21, h/20/83

Public Law 98-21, 4/20/83
Executive Order 12421, 5/12/83
Executive Order 12426, 6/22/83

Executive Order 12427, 6/27/83
(Originally ennounced by the
President in his 1/25/83 State ¢

- the Union address)

Meese memorandum, 6/28/83 (No
press release)

Executive Order 12428, 6/28/83
(Originally announced by the
President, 1/26/83)

Executive Order 12433, 7/19/83
(Originally ennounced by the
President, 7/13/83)

Executive Order 12435, 7/28/83
(orginally announced by the
President, 10/14/82)

Presidential Memorandum to Mees
8/2/83; established by E.0. 12k



-5 -

ORGANIZATTIONS ESTABLISHED SINCE JANUARY 20, 1981 (Cont'd)

TITLE

WORKING GROUP ON HAZARDOUS WASTE (Cabinet Council on
Natural Resources and Environment)

COMMISSION ON THE BICENTENNIAL OF THE UNITED STATES
CONSTITUTION

DIRECTOR OF OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION,
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

\

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE RETIREMENT BOARD OF ACTUARIES

ADVISORY BOARD FOR RADIO EROADCASTING TO CUBA
(Executive Office of the President)

MANAGEMENT GROUP (U.8. & Japan) (under leadership of
the Vice President)

JOINT POLITICAL-MILITARY GROUP (U.S. & Israel)

INTERAGENCY GROUP STUDY OF GRENADA

NATIONAL COMMITTEES ORGANIZING THE PROGRAM FOR THE
FESTIVAL OF INDIA IN THE UNITED STATES IN 1985

NATIONAL SCHOOL SAFETY CENTER (Department of Justice)

AUTHORITY

. Speekes' Briefing, 8/11/83 (#803

Public Law 98-100, 9/29/83

Public Law 98-9k4, 9/24/83
(effective 11/1/83)

Public Law 98-94, 9/24/83
(effective 10/1/83)

Public Law 98-111, 10/L4/83
Presidential Remarks, 11/14/83

Presidential Remarks, 11/29/83

Press Briefing by Jay Morris,
Dep. Dir. of AID, 12/6/83

Press Release, 12/5/83

President's Radio Address, 1/7/8k



