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air as it pertains directly to ozone
though. For the next 5 years we know
that the air is going to continue to get
cleaner through the continued imple-
mentation of the existing ozone provi-
sions of the 1990 Clean Air Act amend-
ments. However EPA has stated now
that the existing attainment deadlines
for ozone are not going to be enforced.

You understand this; we have got a
rule right now that says this is the
standard, .12 parts per million over a 1-
hour period. They want to go to .08
parts per million over an 8-hour period,
and | will admit an 8-hour period
makes sense, but why from .12 to .08
throwing hundreds of counties out of
attainment because when you do that
the EPA said that they will not enforce
the deadline at which those standards
must be reached.

So now you have said, as | said in the
very beginning, as Mr. DINGELL reiter-
ated, to that child who is 8 or 9 years
old who is on the playground having
problems breathing, you said to the lo-
cation where they are located if 1999 is
the deadline that you have to reach .12
parts per million, forget about it, we
have got a new standard, and we are
going to give you 10 or 12 years longer
to reach that deadline.

In addition, the States that have im-
plementation plans are going to stop
right now. They are going to quit be-
cause now we have moved the target.
This is bad policy. We need to know
more about the science. We have to do
more studying. The ramifications are
hard for all of us to grasp, but we know
they will not be good. This new stand-
ard is going to disrupt the clean air
progress that we could make under ex-
isting ozone standards, and we do not
have to do it. There is no reason that
we should be taking this on.

Let me reiterate again about these
PM-2.5 monitors, 50 of them exist. We
have to manufacture more, we have to
get them implemented, get them lo-
cated, rather, around this country,
gather the information. That also is
going to cause a long delay in knowing
where we stand with PM-2.5.

Is there a combination of PM-2.5
molecules that is worse than others?

We have other questions. Why in the
Pittsburgh region and other regions
across this country as we clean up the
air have we seen increased incidences
of asthma?

There are more asthma cases as the
air has gotten cleaner. Why is that?
Well, there is speculation it may have
to do in poorer areas with the fact that
we have insect infestations in homes.
There is speculation it could have to do
with the fact at one time we had hard-
wood floors and now we have gone to
wall to wall carpeting and there is dust
mites and all kinds of particles like
this in carpeting. But we do not have
the answer. Without having that an-
swer, without understanding why we
are seeing more asthma as the air is
cleaned up, we have got this rush to
judgment on behalf of the EPA.

It is a bad policy. It is going to hurt
the country, and it is not going to ben-
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efit the children and other asthmatics
across this country. That is the prob-
lem that we have. The EPA is charging
forward without the ability to imple-
ment the new PM standard. They are
charging forward on ozone without
really having to do that, without really
having the answers to many of these
questions.

Again, | know the White House has
heard from us, the White House has
heard from local officials, from State
officials, from State legislators. They
have heard from people in the adminis-
tration that have the same concerns
that RoN KLINK has, that the gen-
tleman from Michigan, [Mr. DINGELL]
has, and thus far the silence from the
White House has been deafening.

I will say one more time we have lost
enough jobs in southwestern Penn-
sylvania and other industrial regions of
this country. We have felt the implica-
tions of those job losses. Families have
been ruined, lives have been ruined, in-
dividuals have been ruined, commu-
nities have been ruined. We now have
one of the largest populations
percentagewise of senior citizens in the
entire Nation because many of our
youngest and best and brightest had to
move away. We are finally getting to
the point where we are regrowing our
industries and what we are saying to
our children and grandchildren: Come
back to Pennsylvania. Jobs exist again.
And now the EPA wants to bring all of
that crashing down around our ears.

If we must go to war on this issue,
then, Mr. Speaker, we will go to war on
this issue. We have done it before. |
have been involved in some battles
that | have lost, but | have been in-
volved in some that | have won. | hope
that we still have time to sit down and
to work this matter out and that cool-
er heads and calmer minds and good
science and the best interests of the
people, the workers across this coun-
try, will prevail.

But | am preparing a piece of legisla-
tion that will keep the standards as
they are, maintain the status quo and
continue to clean the air at the rate we
are cleaning it, and we are ready to
move that. We have got Republicans
working with us, Democrats working
with us, and we will move that legisla-
tion, and | think that we can get it
moved through the House. 1 think
there is enough interest in it.

Let us make those on the other side
tell us why they want to delay cleaning
up the air, why they want children to
be gasping longer, why they want to
cost people their jobs, why they want
to shut down industries in this Nation.

As for me, let us continue the
progress that we have made in rebuild-
ing the industrial base of this Nation,
the industrial might of this Nation,
and let us keep making the progress
that we have done on cleaning the air
and seeing the health improvements
that we have seen across this country.

June 5, 1997

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. TURNER (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today on account of
family business.

Ms. MCKINNEY (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) after 5 p.m. today on ac-
count of official business.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART (at the request of
Mr. ARMEY) for today on account of at-
tending son’s school graduation.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Member (at his own
request) to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:)

Mr. WisE, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. DREIER) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. MCINTOSH,
June 6.

Ms. GRANGER, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BRADY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. ARMEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. THUNE, for 5 minutes, today.

for 5 minutes,, on

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
revise and extend remarks was granted
to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. WISE) and to include ex-
traneous matter:)

Mr. LANTOS.

Mrs. MALONEY of New York.

Mr. ROTHMAN.

Mr. KLECZKA.

Mr. SANDERS.

Mr. VISCLOSKY.

Mr. KUCINICH.

Ms. KAPTUR.

Mr. TOWNS.

Mr. TORRES.

Mr. CONYERS.

Mr. ORTIZ.

Mrs. MEek of Florida.

Mr. KLINK.

Mr. BERMAN.

Mr. MOAKLEY.

Mr. KENNEDY of Massachusetts.

Mr. HINCHEY.

Mr. FORD.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. DREIER) and to include ex-
traneous matter:)

Mr. GILMAN.

Mr. KING.

Mr. DAvis of Virginia.

Mr. LARGENT.

Mr. FORBES.

Mr. KASICH.

Mrs. ROUKEMA.

Mr. HOUGHTON.

Mr. RADANOVICH.

Mr. SAXTON.

Mr. COMBEST.

Mr. MCINTOSH.
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