
Message

From: Pat Michaels [PMichaels@cato.org]
Sent: 12/6/2017 9:03:38 PM
To: Bennett, Tate [/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=lfa92542f7ca4d01973bl8b2fllb9141-Bennett, El] 
Subject: Important op-ed draft re endangermentt
Attachments: Pruitt-EFRossMc-JSedits RM.docx

From: Ross McKitrick [mailto:i Ex. 6 |
Sent: Wednesday, December 06, 2017 9:32 AM 
To: Joshua Shnayer <jshnayer@cato.org>
Cc: Joseph Verruni <JVerruni@cato.org>; Pat Michaels <PMichaels@cato.org> 
Subject: Re: Great McK piece

Thanks Josh. Here's a rewrite.
As to the bottom line, about whether it's "good for the planet or not", the audience for this item are not looking for big 
abstractions like that. They want practical advice on how the mendacious tricks used by bureaucrats to expand their 
regulatory reach can be thwarted.
-Ross

On 2017-12-05 5:06 PM, Joshua Shnayer wrote:

Ross, here is some initial feedback for you to consider. Let me know what you think.

From: Pat Michaels
Sent: Tuesday, December 05, 2017 1:50 PM 
To: Joshua Shnayer <jshnayer@catQ.org>
Cc: Joseph Verruni <JVerruni@cato.org>; 'Ross McKitrick' <j Ex .”6 \
Subject: Great McK piece

You should consider a real highbrow outlet like WSJ. Very timely and certainly a brand new idea. 

PJM
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