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TECHNOLOGY : HOUSE SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY
COMMITTEE PASSESNANOTECHNOLOGY

REAUTHORIZATION

On Wednesday, May 07, 2008, the House Committee on
Science and Technology held a mark-up of HR 5946, t
National Nanotechnology Initiative Amendments AER608.
HR 5490 amends the 21st Century NanotechnologydRese
and Development Act to make several changes to the
implementation process and priorities of the Natlon
Nanotechnology Initiative (NNI).

Four amendments were adopted in committee by wate
The amendments included two amendments by RepeEddi
Bernice Johnson (TX) to include a representativenfa
“minority-serving institution” in the Presidents Ridory
Committee on Nanotechnology; and to include théec®pf
“environmental health and safety” in nanotechnoledycation
programs. The other two amendments, offered by BRegan
Baird (WA), dealt with ensuring remote access to
nanotechnology education and nanotechnology fiesilfor
secondary schools and researchers, respectively.

For more information visihttp://science.house.gov

| MMIGRATION : EDUCATION & LABOR EXAMINES

IMPACT OF GUESTWORKER PROGRAMS

On Tuesday, May 6, 2008, the House Education abdi_a
Committee held a hearing entitled “Do Federal Paiogg Ensure
U.S. Workers Are Recruited First Before EmployenseHrrom
Abroad?” The Committee heard from a number of vates,
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including: The Honorable Leon R. Sequeira, Assisgetretary for Policy, U.S. Department of Labomid

Goldstein,

Executive Director, Farmworker Justice; and Dr. favd Sum, Director/Professor, Center for Labor Marke

Studies, Northeastern University, Boston, Massagttsls

In his opening remarks Committee Chair George K{l\artinez) referred to his provocatively-titled
Indentured Servitude Abolition Act, which would digirage employers from using disreputable guest
worker recruiters and hold foreign labor recruitensl employers accountable for the promises thésentde
noted, “As we look at greater protections for gwestkers, we also have to ask whether labor priatiestin
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those programs are sufficient to shield U.S. waKesm downward pressure
on their wages and working conditions, and whetteare doing enough to
recruit qualified U.S. workers to fill open jobsde concluded by saying: “As
we debate reforms to our nation’s immigration lalnsope that this hearing
will highlight the critical need for Congress toaeh stronger labor protections
that will protect immigrants, guest workers, an&Uworkers — and for the
Labor Department to enforce the protections alreadthe books.”

Issues raised at the hearing included:

- whether wages are being depressed because divgulesr programs;

- the rationale for continuing the H-2A temporagyieultural workers
program and the H-2B temporary non-agriculturalkeos programs as
separate programs with different requirements;

- whether agribusiness is doing enough to modeitsagorkforce and
increase productivity, and whether employers aenionally substituting
immigrant guestworkers for younger U.S. workers] an

- whether younger workers are available and wiltmgake agricultural
jobs.

For the testimony of the witnesses, gohtihp://www.edlabor.house.gav

ENVIRONMENT : SENATE ENVIRONMENT & PuBLIC WORKS

HoLDS HEARING ON PERCHLORATE AND TCE IN WATER

On Wednesday May 6, the Senate Environment anticRi¥orks
Committee held a hearing on the safety and regulaif perchlorate and TCE
(trichloroethylene) in drinking water.

Perchlorate is a chemical that can leech into drmkvater, interfering with the
thyroid and hormone systems. In her opening statgr@hairwoman Barbara
Boxer noted that in 2005 the GAO found nearly 4id€ssn 35 states
contaminated with perchlorate, of which 106 sitesenin California.

Sen. Boxer strongly criticized the EPA’s lack ofiae on perchlorate and
demanded an explanation from chief witness BenjdmiGrumbles, Assistant
Administrator for Water, U.S. Environmental ProtentAgency. One flaw
Boxer pointed to was that when the EPA issued dagae for perchlorate
cleanup at toxic waste sites, the agency basedlltheed level on a 154-pound
adult whose only exposure to perchlorate is fromkiing water, despite the
knowledge that the most vulnerable population teiplerate exposure is a
developing fetus exposed through the mother.

Boxer has introduced two bills, the first, the “Etdorate Monitoring and
Right to Know Act” (S. 24), would require EPA tostere the rule requiring
that drinking water be tested for perchlorate, wodld mandate that the results
of those tests must be disclosed to the public.sEwend, the “Protecting
Pregnant Women and Children from Perchlorate A8t"(50), requires EPA to
quickly set a perchlorate standard for drinkingewahat protects pregnant
women and children.

Some Committee members expressed concern at tegisihe EPA,
stating that this issue is better handled by sisiEnthan by legislators. Boxer
stressed that the EPA is not performing at accéptabels and that the
American public deserves to stay informed and ptetk She warned that
without action, individual states are likely to g®tir own regulations.

Grumbles stated that, “The Agency has placed a pighity on making a
regulatory determination for perchlorate as soopassible and intends to
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make a final determination by the end of this ydde explained that the agency makes its determainat
based on whether the contaminant is likely to earsadverse health effect, whether it is knowlikely to
occur in public water systems at a frequency awel lef public health concern, and whether, in thie s
judgment of the Administrator, the regulation preésea meaningful opportunity to reduce risk forqoss
served by public water systems. Grumbles statddatttais time, it is not yet clear whether or tieg agency
will choose to regulate perchlorate.

For more information on this hearing, please vitifp://epw.senate.gav

HOUSING: FAR-REACHING LEGISLATION TO ADDRESSCRISIS IN THE HOUSING AND

FINANCIAL SECTOR ISAPPROVED IN HOUSE; SENATE PROSPECTSUNCERTAIN

On Thursday May 8, 2008 the House of Representasipproved and forwarded to the Senate H.R.
3221, a combination of several pieces of legishaieeking to help alleviate the nation’s worsertingsing
crisis. One portion of the bill deals with housstgbilization by seeking to expand the Federal lihgus
Administration's insurance program to back new $ofm borrowers threatened with foreclosure. Thie bi
would provide new authority for the FHA to backinginced loans, provided the holder of the original
mortgage voluntarily reduced the debt owed to céfllee reduced value of a home. Another component
would authorize federal bonding authority of ugi® billion to be used for refinancing for subprime
mortgages, new financing for first-time buyers, aodstruction of additional low-cost housing.

The measure included a provision, authored by Repsy Miller (Diamond Bar) and Jerry McNerney
(Pleasanton) and sought by the bipartisan Cali#o@uongressional Delegation, to make permanen itent
increase in the maximum loan limits offered by FhiRd those supported by the government sponsored
enterprises or GSEs -- Fannie Mae and Freddie Mathree entities are temporarily allowed to engag
activity with loans as high as $729,750 in the krfhcost U.S. areas ... which includes the couitiagich
the majority of Californians reside. Without intention, the temporarily-elevated limits will fddack to
about $363,000 for FHA and to $417,000 for the GS&/th its large volume of high housing prices,
California is more affected by these limits thay ather state. The McNerney-Miller provisions wérst
introduced as legislation on Monday as the Homeow@pportunity Act, and was quickly added to the
legislation that moved out today.

For more information, visitattp://financialservices.house.gav/

PRESIDENT SIGNS BILL TO CONSIDER CREATING A MUSEUM OF THE AMERICAN LATINO

On Thursday, May 8, 2008, President Bush signet¥ 39, a bill originally authored by Rep. Xavier
Becerra (Los Angeles) that includes a provisiomiing the Commission to Study the Potential Creatiba
National Museum of the American Latino.

The newly-passed law creates a Commission of 23bmaesywho will be responsible, during an 18-month
period following enactment, for researching a gamestablishing and maintenance a museum, asasell
fundraising plan for supporting the creation andmesmance of the Museum, and a report on outstgndin
issues. The Commission would also organize a rat@nference of both policymakers and experts to
discuss the Museum'’s viability. All this is scheellito take action within 18 months of the bil’'sspage.

For more information, visitttp://becerra.house.gov

HOMELAND SECURITY : HOUSE OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE EXAMINES HOSPITAL

FUNDING AND EMERGENCY SURGE CAPACITY

Beginning on Monday May 5, 2008, the House Committe Oversight and Government Reform held
two days of hearings on the surge capacity of halspimergency departments in the event of a massttg
incident such as a terrorist attack. A ‘snapshatvgy completed by the majority staff of the Comest
found that on Tuesday, March™&t 4:30pm, none of the 34 level 1 trauma centarsgipating in the
survey had sufficient ER capacity to treat the sudichflux of victims that would result from a tenst
bombing similar in size to the 2004 Madrid bombing.
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Three of the five level 1 trauma centers in Los éleg were so overcrowded at the time of the snapsho
that they had already closed their doors to neveptst After the Madrid attack, 29 patients arriaadne
hospital in critical condition. None of the Levarduma centers surveyed in Los Angeles had thieadrcare
capacity to handle this volume of severely injuveddims. On average, the trauma centers surveyddhby
two intensive care unit beds available.

One of the reasons for the hearing was becaudedapartment of Health and Human Services has issued
three Medicaid regulations that will reduce fedéualds to public and teaching hospitals by tenisikibns
of dollars over the next five years. Last montle, ifouse passed bipartisan legislation that wousdgome
the regulations and give Secretary Leavitt ande&acgy Chertoff an opportunity to reevaluate their
implications for homeland security.

The Committee first heard testimony from an indelggr expert on terrorism, an emergency room
physician, a trauma surgeon, a nurse with expdrtisenergency preparedness, and a state official
responsible for planning for disasters like a testattack. On the second day of the hearingwleféderal
officials with lead responsibility for homeland seity and for Medicaid: the Secretary of Homeland
Security, Michael Chertoff, and the Secretary oaltteand Human Services, Michael Leavitt, delivered
testimony and answered questions.

In opening remarks, Chairman Henry Waxman (Los Aeg)ecalled attention to “a complete breakdown
in communications between the Department of Honteecurity and the Department of Health and Human
Services.” This is in spite of homeland securitediive number 21, which requires the Secretaifté$ to
coordinate with the Secretary of DHS specificatlyehsure maintenance of a robust capacity to peovid
emergency care. Waxman continued, “When the Comenitquested documents reflecting an analysis of
the potential implication of the Medicaid regulaisoon hospital emergency surge capacity, neither
Department was able to produce a single document.”

Roger J. Lewis, MD, PhD, an attending physician pradessor in the Department of Emergency
Medicine at Harbor-UCLA Medical Center confirmeatlhe findings of the snapshot survey were indeed
consistent with a typical day. He addressed the/igigpinequality between funding and demand for ftasp
services, stating that, “It is irrational to bekethat an emergency care system that is alreadywbeémed by
the day-to-day volume of acutely-ill patients woblel able to expand its capacity on short notiaesponse
to a terrorist attack or natural disaster.”

For more information on the above hearing, pleasé tttp://oversight.house.gav

| MMIGRATION : WAYS & MEANS EXAMINES EMPLOYMENT VERIFICATION |IMPACT

On Tuesday May 6, 2008, the House Ways and MeacialSecurity Subcommittee held a hearing on
“Employment Eligibility Verification Systems anddtPotential Impacts on SSA’s Ability to Serve Res,
People with Disabilities, and Workers.” The focdighee hearing was to examine the current E-Verilgtp
program and proposed expansions, including the eimpfaincreased immigration-related workloads on
SSA'’s ability to serve seniors, people with diséibs, and survivors of deceased workers. It alsamined
the potential impact on businesses and employleedethnical and implementation challenges of esipan
and the data security implications of having peasamformation in the SSA database accessiblexto si
million businesses nationwide.

The Subcommittee heard from a number of withesselsiding: Rep. Ken Calvert (Corona); Richard
Stana, Director of Homeland Security and Justiaae@@ment Accountability Office; Barbara Kennelly,
President and Chief Executive Officer, National @aittee to Preserve Social Security and Medicard; an
John Trasvifia, President and General Counsel, Mexenerican Legal Defense and Educational Fund, Los
Angeles.

Rep. Calvert testified in support of his bill, H.F, which would require employers to conduct
mandatory employment eligibility verification usitige E-verify system. He noted several provisionkis
bill that would allow for a transition to mandatorgrification that could benefit SSA databases. He
acknowledged that there is no perfect system, lgegduthe Committee not to make the “perfect” thensy
of the good.
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Mr. Stana stated that in 2005, GAO recommendedDht8 include an assessment of the feasibility and
costs of addressing program weaknesses, suchlaktyn@ detect identity fraud, in a planned e\ation of
the E-Verify program, and that DHS has implemeniesirecommendation. Additionally, he testifiedttha
“A mandatory E-Verify program would necessitateirmreased capacity at both U.S. Citizenship and
Immigration Services (USCIS) and SSA to accommottaestimated 7.4 million employers in the United
States. . . . Although DHS has not prepared offmat figures, USCIS officials estimated that andetory
E-verify program could cost a total of about $768iom for fiscal years 2009 through 2012 if onlgwily
hired employees are queried through the progranabodt $838 million over the same 4-year peridubih
newly hired and current employees are queried.”

For the testimony of all the witnesses, gohtibp://www.waysandmeans.house.gov

TRANSPORTATION : JOINT HEARING ADDRESSESFUNDING FOR TRANSPORTATION

INFRASTRUCTURE

On Thursday, May 08, 2008, the House Committeerangportation and Infrastructure and the House
Budget Committee held a joint hearing on the ta@bitunding transportation infrastructure. Topics of
discussion included the implications of the Natiddarface Transportation Revenue and Policy Comianss
(NSTRPC) Report recommendations, and the reautitaizof the Highway Trust Fund laws.

Peter R. Orszag, Director of the Congressional Bu@dfice (CBO), and Patricia A. Dalton, Managing
Director of the Physical Infrastructure Team at@w/ernment Accountability Office (GAO), delivered
witness testimony.

Orszag said that “Congress would face several emgdis if it sought to enhance the quality of the
nation’s infrastructure — among them determinin@iinds of projects the nation requires; how those
projects should be funded and by whom; and howdwgige an environment that fosters private
development, where that is an appropriate appro&cinther difficulties he enumerated were the imse
estimated costs of infrastructure improvementsraaghtenance, separate and apart from building new
transportation infrastructure; and how to priogtiroducts to seek the greatest return duringithis of
economic hardship.

According to estimates from the Federal Highway Adstration (FHWA), “additional spending of up to
tens of billions of dollars each year on transpateainfrastructure projects could be justified n8oof that
spending would simply maintain the current perfano®of existing infrastructure”, he said. The difiity
for Congress is assessing which of those projeotddioe justifiable. Orszag continued: “Althougle th
rationale for some additional spending is probatigng, the economic returns on specific projeaty v
widely. The evidence suggests that a relativelydahare of net benefits would come from a reltismall
share of projects. Accordingly, even if the Congregre to increase spending, it would be important
identify which projects provided the largest potaenefit from limited budgetary resources.”

Dalton suggested that this problem could potegtladi addressed by developing a Capital Planning
Model. A capital planning approach helps you tosghthrough “rigorous analysis” of projects whichubb
yield the greatest return on the investment, stk $eor example, what kind of return can | exp&on a
rail project versus a highway?” Adopting a methogbtioritize spending is essential to maximize
investments.

Dalton suggested that investments be made a partioified budget. She remarked: “Having an
investment component as a part of the unified budgeld be helpful...to identify investments cleairlythe
budget” and help congress take them into accournwhaking spending decisions. “

According to Dalton, the GAO is current lookingarthe NSTRPC report to assess the recommendations
made therein. She did say, however, that theimastis were based on a scenario where every needed
improvement was made, and did not prioritize basedeturns on investment.

For more information visiittp://transportation.house.gov
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ENERGY: ENERGY AND COMMERCE SUBCOMMITTEE ADDRESSESIMPLEMENTATION OF

RENEWABLE FUEL STANDARDS

On Tuesday, May 6, 2008, the House Energy and Ceooen&ubcommittee on Energy and Air Quality
held a hearing entitled “Renewable Fuel Standdsdsies, Implementation, and Opportunities.” The
discussion focused on the impact of the Energygaddence and Security Act (EISA) of 2007, spedifica
the impact of the ethanol mandate for renewablks fddne Committee discussed the potential negative
impact corn-based ethanol production in the U.8aigsng on the costs of food in the U.S. and abroad
Opinions were expressed on both sides of the isatlemembers disagreeing over whither or not iuigo
be necessary too change this mandate so soonmfiementation, or whether it will take more tintesee
the impacts of ethanol on a scale where decisibastats future could be made.

Rep. Jane Harman (Venice) said this issue has mgmyrtant implications and must be addressed. She
commented: “Climate change is linked to the pdiitdebate about fuel, food, and security.” She
acknowledged that it my be too soon to drastiagaiyerse policies, but added that if there is amiake
impact the issue “deserves a second look.” Shesalsbthat both issues — food and energy — affectight
against terrorists. “If our policies promote stdiva...we may create more terrorists no matter howgete
our fuel”, she said.

In order to provide a partial solution to this plerh, Rep. Stephanie Herseth Sandlin (SD), whofiedti
at the hearing, introduced H.R. 5236, the RenewBigmass Facilitation Act. This bill “revises the
definition of ‘renewable biomass’ to allow fedeyatlourced biomass - and that would include treesdy
brush, thinnings, chips, and slash -- that is resdoas a result of approved preventive treatmetdasceunt
toward the renewable fuels mandate, provided g&dufor the production of biofuels.” Rep. Sandhidghe
current definition “excludes all biofuels made fremomass from private sources unless it comes frmse
trees that are ‘planted’ in a ‘plantation’ and faely managed,” which could potentially exclude tnasody
biomass on private property. | think this is a misigd policy that squanders what could be an ingoort
source of renewable, homegrown energy.” Changiisgdifinition may help us meet renewable fuels
standards (RFS) and further reduce our dependent®egn oil, she added.

Robert Meyers, Associate Assistant Administratothef Office of Air and Radiation for the
Environmental Protection Agency, and Mr. Nathadetene, Senior Policy Analyst for the Natural
Resources Defense Council, were among the witnelsdieering testimony. Meyers said that the AFS
included “safety valves” to protect economic andiemmental interests. He gave examples to illastra
“For example, the Administration will be requiredreview the impact of the AFS annually and mayisij
the annual requirement if short or long term caodg exist that adversely affect the production or
importation of alternative fuels. Under certaircaimstances, the Administration could issue a teargor
waiver of any or all the requirements of the AF8eAFS also includes an automatic “safety valvat th
serves as an “economic backstop” to ensure thatlatzxg 35 billions of alternative fuel does not essively
increase the cost of gasoline and diesel to Amercasumers... [T]he “safety valve” guards against
unforeseen increases in the prices of alternatigés for their feedstocks, protecting other markets being
adversely impacted and minimizing costs to consaniéris feature provides some market certainty —
businesses can calculate their maximum cost of tange. They then can use their ingenuity to delive
value and minimize their compliance costs.” The Bflcontinue to work with Congress to address the
issues surrounding the effective implementatioreakwable fuels standards, he said.

Greene, on behalf of the Natural Resource Defensd,Fsaid that the RFS goals “of EISA may not have
the negative impact attributed to corn-based eth&®commented: The Renewable Fuel Standard
contained in EISA contributed important advancesupnenergy and climate policy that can help migga
global warming, reduce the environmental impactsiofuels, and start to take biofuels out of thedgrice
equation.” He did recommend, however, that Congrestd improve the foundation for RFS by
“[rleforming the current ethanol excise tax crethie ethanol import tariff, and the biodiesel bliexgdtax
credit.”

For more information visiittp://www.energycommerce.house.gov
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HOMELAND SECURITY : HOUSE HOMELAND SECURITY INVESTIGATES DHS RESILIENCE

On Tuesday, May 06, 2008, the House Committee anéiend Security held a hearing entitled, “The
Resilient Homeland- Broadening the Homeland Sec&titategy.” The hearing investigated the Departmen
of Homeland Security’s ability to facilitate a gliiceturn to effective operations in the wake ofa#tack or
disaster.

The Honorable Stewart A. Baker, Assistant SecrdtarfPolicy for the Department of Homeland
Security, and Mr. Erroll G. Southers, Chief of Hdamel Security and Intelligence for the Los Angalésrid
Airports Police Department, delivered key withesstimony.

Baker said “resilience is a part of [the Departrigrapproach to homeland security.” Resilience eof
people, our infrastructure, our economy, our emtaton - is an essential element of ensuring #fietg and
security of the homeland.” Resilience, accordin@ader, goes beyond the government and is trullgen
hands of the American people. He said that the @Gwwent must accept that it cannot prevent or regpon
all disasters, and that the American people wgk tto the occasion in situations that extend beyioad
capabilities of the government alone. The Departimgob, he argued, is to make sure that critical
infrastructure is in place to allow individualstake action when necessary.

He commented: “[B]uilding a resilient homeland riggsa us to trust our citizens. We must inform them
and trust them to inform others. We must equip tletin the right tools and technologies - and ttasim to
use those tools to help themselves and othersuldniie to highlight three concrete ways in whitie
Federal government is creating conditions thaefosational resilience: (1) disseminating inforroatthat
allow individuals to act quickly and wisely; (2) mtaining order; and (3) ensuring the availabitfya core
infrastructure that individuals will rely on.”

Southers agreed that ensuring resiliency in the éd@n unpreventable disaster should be integrated
our approach for homeland security. He remarkedréilient society is one that will not disintegran the
face of adversity. Protecting property and sucecdlysévacuating populations that are potentialljharm’s
way lessens the destructive impact of a naturalstis. Making infrastructures resilient rendersitliess
attractive targets for terrorists. Preparing fa worst makes the worst less likely to happen. @ranot stop
very terrorist attack. We can however, reduce ifleand enhance the capability for our continuity o
operations.”

Southers went on to describe how the City of Logées, under Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa, has taken
the lead in integrating resilience into their aetiForism efforts. Mayor Villaraigosa “has placealipe and
counter terrorism professionals in charge of ségatiLos Angeles International Airport, an economi
anchor for southern California. This resulted im@del consisting of a protective design under & n
leadership... LAX today is safer than it was judtmonths ago”, commented Southers. He attributed th
success of this approach to a “more contemporathailistic approach to airport policing” that isafzable
of intelligence analysis, information sharing aadilitates the seamless integration of criticatasfructure
protection.”

For more information visitttp://www.homeland.house.gov

ENVIRONMENT : DRAFT COASTAL IMPACT ASSISTANCE PLAN RELEASED BY STATE

RESOURCESAGENCY
On Thursday, May 1, 2008, the California Resoufogsncy released the Draft California Coastal Impact
Assistance Plan and opened the 30-day public compegiod on the document. The Plan is a resuliTbi"
Federal Coastal Impact Assistance Program (ClAgabéished under the Energy Policy Act of 2005t tha
directs the Minerals Management Service (MMS) &irdiute $250 million per year for 4 years among si
coastal states and their coastal political subings (CPSs) with oil and gas production in the @ute
Continental Shelf (OCS) off their coasts”, accogdia California Secretary for Resources Mike Chaam
CIAP Guidelines require that all CIAP funding beedgor projects and activities for the conservation
protection, or restoration of coastal areas, indgavetlands; mitigation of damage to fish, wildlifor
natural resources; planning assistance and thenatrative costs of complying with CIAP legislation
implementation of a federally-approved marine, talasr comprehensive conservation management;plans
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or mitigation of the impacts of OCS activities thgh funding of onshore infrastructure projects pablic
service needs.

The 17 California Counties that are designate@teive funding under the Draft Plan are Alameda;
Orange; Santa Clara; Contra Costa; San Diego; Samitg Los Angeles; San Francisco; Solano; Maran S
Luis Obispo; Sonoma; Monterey County; San MatemtWie; Napa; and, Santa Barbara Counties.

For more information visiiittp://resources.ca.gov/ocean/CIAP.html

ENVIRONMENT : COALITION OF WEST COAST GOVERNORS SUPPORT M ARITIME

POLLUTION PREVENTION ACT

On Wednesday, April 23, 2008, a coalition of West&t Governors sent a letter to the U.S. Senate
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transport@i@irman Daniel Inouye requesting his support of
H.R. 802, the Maritime Pollution Prevention Actaii07. California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger,
Oregon Governor Theodore R. Kulongoski, and Wasbm&overnor Christine O. Gregoire, believe that th
Act is an “important first step [in] protecting thealth of our citizens in coastal regions andxipeeding
international global trade by vessels to and froemWnited States.”

The Act is the implementing legislation for MARP@Innex VI, passed by the Senate in 2006, which
would authorize the Environmental Protection Ageany the Coast Guard to issue enforcement regunatio
for the emissions from ships coming into U.S. se&Epo

The letter states: “We strongly support an inteamat regulatory solution to reduce emissions from
ships. We believe it must be sufficient to meetair quality needs of not only our three states all areas
of the U.S. and Canada. Implementing the U.S.gsalto the International Maritime Organization (Y
will reduce soot emissions, which will help addrelsate change. We all agree that now is the torect
on reducing the environmental impacts of ships.”

For more information visiittp://gov.ca.gov/press-release/9411/



