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Regrettably, this statute was permitted to
lapse when its reauthorization became mired in
a partisan dispute in the Congress. Opponents
called it a tool of partisan attack against Repub-
lican Presidents and a waste of taxpayer funds.
It was neither. In fact, the independent counsel
statute has been in the past and is today a
force for Government integrity and public con-
fidence.

This new statute enables the great work of
Government to go forward—the work of reform-
ing the Nation’s health care system, freeing our
streets from the grip of crime, restoring invest-
ment in the people who make our economy
more productive, and the hard work of guaran-

teeing this Nation’s security—with the trust of
its citizens assured.

It is my hope that both political parties would
stand behind those great objectives. This is a
good bill that I sign into law today—good for
the American people and good for their con-
fidence in our democracy.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON

The White House,
June 30, 1994.

NOTE: S. 24, approved June 30, was assigned Pub-
lic Law No. 103–270.

Message to the Congress on Continuation of Export Control Regulations
June 30, 1994

To the Congress of the United States:
Pursuant to section 204(b) of the International

Emergency Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C.
1703(b), I hereby report to the Congress that
I have today exercised the authority granted by
this Act to continue in effect the system of
controls contained in 15 C.F.R., Parts 768–799,
including restrictions on participation by U.S.
persons in certain foreign boycott activities,
which heretofore have been maintained under
the authority of the Export Administration Act
of 1979, as amended, 50 U.S.C. App. 2401 et
seq. In addition, I have made provision for the
administration of section 38(e) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act, 22 U.S.C. 2778(e).

The exercise of this authority is necessitated
by the expiration of the Export Administration
Act on June 30, 1994, and the lapse that would
result in the system of controls maintained
under that Act.

In the absence of control, foreign parties
would have unrestricted access to U.S. commer-
cial products, technology, technical data, and as-
sistance, posing an unusual and extraordinary
threat to national security, foreign policy, and
economic objectives critical to the United States.
In addition, U.S. persons would not be prohib-
ited from complying with certain foreign boycott
requests. This would seriously harm our foreign
policy interests, particularly in the Middle East.

Controls established in 15 C.F.R. 768–799,
and continued by this action, include the fol-
lowing:

—National security export controls aimed at
restricting the export of goods and tech-
nologies, which would make a significant
contribution to the military potential of cer-
tain other countries and which would prove
detrimental to the national security of the
United States.

—Foreign policy controls that further the for-
eign policy objectives of the United States
or its declared international obligations in
such widely recognized areas as human
rights, antiterrorism, regional stability, mis-
sile technology nonproliferation, and chem-
ical and biological weapons nonprolifera-
tion.

—Nuclear nonproliferation controls that are
maintained for both national security and
foreign policy reasons, and which support
the objectives of the Nuclear Nonprolifera-
tion Act.

—Short supply controls that protect domestic
supplies, and antiboycott regulations that
prohibit compliance with foreign boycotts
aimed at countries friendly to the United
States.

Consequently, I have issued an Executive
order (a copy of which is attached) to continue
in effect all rules and regulations issued or con-
tinued in effect by the Secretary of Commerce
under the authority of the Export Administration
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Act of 1979, as amended, and all orders, regula-
tions, licenses, and other forms of administrative
actions under the Act, except where they are
inconsistent with sections 203(b) and 206 of the
International Emergency Economic Powers Act.

The Congress and the Executive have not per-
mitted export controls to lapse since they were
enacted under the Export Control Act of 1949.
Any termination of controls could permit trans-
actions to occur that would be seriously detri-
mental to the national interests we have here-
tofore sought to protect through export controls
and restrictions on compliance by U.S. persons
with certain foreign boycotts. I believe that even
a temporary lapse in this system of controls
would seriously damage our national security,
foreign policy, and economic interests and un-
dermine our credibility in meeting our inter-
national obligations.

The countries affected by this action vary de-
pending on the objectives sought to be achieved
by the system of controls instituted under the

Export Administration Act. Potential adversaries
may seek to acquire sensitive U.S. goods and
technologies. Other countries serve as conduits
for the diversion of such items. Still other coun-
tries have policies that are contrary to U.S. for-
eign policy or nonproliferation objectives, or fos-
ter boycotts against friendly countries. For some
goods or technologies, controls could apply even
to our closest allies in order to safeguard against
diversion to potential adversaries.

It is my intention to terminate the Executive
order upon enactment into law of a bill reau-
thorizing the authorities contained in the Export
Administration Act.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON

The White House,
June 30, 1994.

NOTE: The Executive order is listed in Appendix
D at the end of this volume.

Letter to Congressional Leaders Transmitting a Treasury Department
Report
June 30, 1994

Dear Mr. Chairman:
As required by section 511 of the Foreign

Relations Authorization Act, FY 94–95 (Public
Law 103–236), I hereby transmit the report pre-
pared by the Treasury Department on expendi-
tures from blocked accounts.

Sincerely,

WILLIAM J. CLINTON

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Lee H. Ham-
ilton, chairman, House Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs, and Claiborne Pell, chairman, Senate Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

Statement on the Environmental Protection Agency Decision on
Renewable Fuels
June 30, 1994

I would like to commend the Environmental
Protection Agency for its decision to make re-
newable fuels a major ingredient in reformulated
gasoline under requirements of the Clean Air
Act. Today we are making good on a long-
standing commitment to a cleaner environment
and a stronger economy. This decision offers

tremendous potential to provide the U.S. with
thousands of new jobs for the future.

The use of reformulated gasoline will help
to improve the quality of the air in the Nation’s
dirtiest cities. Furthermore, a greater use of eth-
anol and its derivatives could help to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions.
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