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emoky cebln alr reclreulated and blown by
faps back intog the cabin, The reason for
reciroulating alr, according to one jet manu-
facturer, ls to make passengers feel more
comfortablé by mising the humldity—purely
from their own body water. Otherwise, hu-
mildity can get uncomlortably low, especially
on long Alghts.

“] find It just amazing,” sald one FAA
worker, “that the way airlines cut down on
weilght 18 by taking off life rafts and cutting
down fresh alr, Think of the things they
don't take off —the 250-pound lNguor carts.
for example, You can serve drinks without
the carts. And most of the partitions in the
cabln, like between first class and coach—
those are purely decorative. They must welgh
quite » lot, but they stay. And the thick.
colored carpeting on the walls,

“Someone ought to take another look at
the priorities operating here."®

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS
4. 180
At the request of Mr, InoTYE, the Sen-
ator from Arizonsa (Mr. DeConcini} was
added as & cosponszor of 8. 150, a bill to
amend title 5 of the United States Code
to provide payments ynder Government
health plans for services of qualified
mental health specialists.
8. 88a
At the request of Mr. Inouye, the Sen-
ator from Arizona (Mr. DECONCIRI}) Was
added as a cosponsor of 8. 688, a bill to
amend titles XVIII and XTX of the So-
clal Securlty Act to provide that com-
munity mental health center szervices
shall be covered under part B of medi-
care and shall be a required service under
medicaid.
H. 1803
At the request of Mr. JounsTon, the
Senator from Montana (Mr. Bavcus)
was added as a cosponsor of 8, 1503, &
bill to authorize the President to allocate
supplies of crude oil and petroleum prod-
ucts durlng & severe petroleum supply
shortage.
8. 1838
At the request of Mr, Demrtox, the
Benator from Nevada (Mr, Laxant), and
the Senator from California (Mr. Hava-
Kawal were added os cosponsors of S.
1688, & bill to amend the Immigration
-and Neaetlonality Act to provide prefer-
ential treatment In the admission of
certein children of U.S5, Armed Forces
personnel.

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED FOR
PRINTING

STANDBY PETROLEUM ALLOCA-
TION ACT OF 1581
AMENDMENT NOH. 582 AND 53

(Ordered to be printed and to lie on
the tahle.)

Mr. BRADLEY submitted two amend-
ments intended to be proposed by him to
the bill (8. 1503} to suthorize the Presi-
dent to allocate supplies of crude ofl and
petroleum products during a severe pe-
troleuum shortage.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS, 1882

AMENDMENT NOS. B34 THROUGH g1

(Ordered to be printed and to e on
the table.)
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Mr. McCLURE submited 23 amend-
ments intended to be proposed by him to
the bill (H.R. 4035) making approptia-
tions for the Department of the Interlor
and related agencies for the flscal year
ending September 30, 1982,

{The text of the amendments and re-
marks of Mr. McCLyag appear elsewhere
in today's RECORD.) .

NOTICES OF HEARINGS
COMBMTITTEE ON BAKKING, HOTSING, AND
URBAK AFFAIRG

Mr. GARN. Mr. President, on Tuesday,
November 3, the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs will conduct
hearings on the proposed pipeline that
would transport natural gas from the So-
viet Union's Yamul gasfields to Western
Europe. The project poses slgnificant
dangers for the NATO alllance and ralzses
serious guestions for U.8. forelgn policy.
The hearings will focus on what would be
an appropriate and effective U.8. re-
sponse to this danger, including the role
for U.S. export controls.

Witnesses will include representatives
from the relevant Government agencles,
as well as experts on energy and security
matters and Soviet affalrs. Currently just
one morning of hearings is planned, with
the possibility of holding further hear-
ings at a later date, should cireumstances
warrant it.

Mr. President, this iz a very serlous
matter, one in which severel of my col-
leagues and I have taken a great interest,
The notlon of diversifying energy sup-
ply by going from the Persian Gulf to
the Soviet Union 1s lke embracing Mu’
ammar @adhafl in order to reduce re-
linnce on the ayatollah. I just do not
feel that the Europeans realize the
danger, at least not sufficiently. At the
same time, any effort to prevent the
project from going through, if that effort
{s to be successful, must come from a
strong, high level, conslstent, sustained,
and coordinated policy by this Govern-
ment that includes the offer of alterna-
tive spurces of energy to the Buropeans.
The Western Europeans must have reli-
able sources of energy, and that means
that they cannot become dependent upon
their enemies to get it. The Banking
Committee hearings should go & long way
to further the progress in conducting
such an effective T.8. policy.

COMBMITIEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL REEDURCES

Mr. McCLURE. Mr. Prezident, I would
like to announce for the information of
the Benate and the public the schedul-
ing of & public hearing before the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources
to consider Benate Joint Resolution 111,
consenting to an extenslon and renewal
of the interstate compact to conzerve oll
and gas., The hearing will be held on
Thursday, November 12, beginning at 10
a.m. in room 3110 of the Dirksen Senate
Office Bullding.

Those wishing to testify or who wish to
submit written statements for the hear-
ing record should write to the Commit-
tee on Energy and Natural Resources,
room 3104, Dirksen Senate Office Bulld-
ing, Washington, D.C, 20510.

For further Information regarding
this hearing you may wish to contact Mr.
Gary Ellsworth of the committes staff
at 224-T7148.
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FOREIGN ASSISTANCE ACT OF 1981

® Mr. WEICKEER. Mr. President, I was
necessarily abzent from the Senale yes-
terday during consideration of S. 1188,
the forelgn assistance bill. Meetings
with several groups of constituents in
Connecticut prevented me from casting
my vote on final passage and several
amendments which were offered. I would
like to announce for the record that had
I been able to vote, I would have voted
aye on final passage of the bill, because
I helleve on balance it represents an im-
portant step to meet the internationsl
obligations and pursue the foreign policy
of the United States.

On the matter of assistance to Chile,
I oppose the outright repeal of restriction
on asslstance to the Chilean Government
and thus would have supported the mo-
tion to table the Helms unprinted
amendment No. 502 and the Percy sub-
stitute, No. 603.

Senator HATFIELD's amendment No.
518 expresses a legitimate concern for
the stability of that regiom and the
human rights record of the Zia Govern-
ment; consequently I would have voted
to approve the $100,000,000 deletion,

Fitially, I would have opposed Senator
Herms®' amendment No. 500 dealing with
Zimbabwe as it would be disruptive of
our efforts to assist and establish good
relations with that young nation. e

HARRIB POLL ON CLEAN AIR

@ Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, the
Clean Ajr Act is one of the landmark
environmental statutes enacted during
the last decade. The 1870 law marks the
commitment of thiz country to the
achievement of healthy air. Our nation-
al commitment was reaffirmed in 1077,
when Congress enacted clean alr amend-
ments to fine tune the law.

The Senate Commitiee on Environ-
ment and Public Works will soon begin
to conslder amendments to the Clean
Alr Act. Before this process beginsg, I
would like to call to the attention of my
colleagues a recent Lou Harrizs poll.

This poll should be given serlous at-
tention as we debate clean air issues in
thiz body. It indicates that an over-
whelming majority, 80 percent, do not
fevor any relaxation In existing Federal
regulation of air pollution. An equally
significant aspect of the poll is the fact
that not a single major segment of the
public wants environmental laws re-
laxed, whether you look at large city
residents, young people, women, groups
categorized by income, professlonals,
white-gollar workers, union members,
Democrats, Republicans, those over 65,
or those who voted for Ronald Reagan.

Mr, President, this iz a powerful mes-
sage. As Mr. Harris states, the results
speak for themselves. He summarized
the message of his poll results in the fol-
lowing way:

By any measure, they sdd up to a power-
ful mesasge to Democrats and Republicans
allke here In Congress: renew the Clean Alr
Act and don't do anything to It that would
in any way meake the alr dirtler than it s
now. Whila the public thinks thet someo reg-
ulatlon In other arcas ought to be relazed
or eéven abollshed, they will oppose wvehe-
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pmently any measure that might have the af-
fect of reversing some of tho environmental
galng that have been made In the last ten

Tha Amerfcan people are willing to make
phorifices in many sreas to stop the miseries
and ravages of infation and an economy that
ts out of joint. But they will not tolerate
any reductions in enviroomental clean-up

afforts—and will regard such cuts as hreat--

enlng the very guality of lfe In this last
guarter of the twentleth century.

I em nmot an expert on this legislation nor
on the subject of environmental regulation,
but I can tell you this: this mesage on the
deep desire on the part of the Amerlcan peo-
ple to battle pollution le one of the most
overwhelming and clearest we have over
recorded In our twenty-flve years of survey-
ing public opinion.

I ask that Mr. Harris' testimony be
printed in the Recorp following my
statement.

Mr, President, I urge all Senators to
read the results of this poll. They can be
g valuable puide to us in the coming
months,

The testimony follows:

TEsTIMONT OF LOoUis HaRRIS

Mr. Chairman, it is s privilege to be bere
today, I wish to note that I am hereé not as
i partlsan for or againgt the Clean Alr Act
or specific amendments that have been or
may be proposed to It. Instead, T appear hare
at your invitatlon to relate to you and the
Committes Lthe results of a poll our firm has
Just conducted on this l$sue. This SUFVey WaS
not conducted for any private or publie In-
terest, but instend 1s part of the Harrls Sur-
vey, which appears In over 200 nowspapérs
acrois Lhe country. Indeed, portions of thls
survey appeared this morning in those news-
PRpers,

Before I discuss our letest findings, how-
ever, I'd llke to review briefly the hlstory of
Amerlean publle opinion on environmentsl
Issues, As Iate ns 1967, people were by no
means wvery concerned about pollution or
committed to cleaning up the environment.
BY 48 Lo 44 percent, the public opposed pay-
log $16 more per yenr ln federal taxes In or-
der to fnance alr and wiater pollution con-
trol. Concern about the environment was
then centered largely among the younger,
more afuent, college-educated, and Fubur-
ban sectors of the populatlon. But public
concern. over alr and water poliution took
hold in earnest as the country entered the
19708,

In 1971 Amerlcans [1sted pollution control
ns & national problem second only to the
state of the ecomomy—ahead of the war in
Vietnam, crime, and soclal unrest. Seventy-
three percent reported slgnificant levels of
alr pollution iIn thelr commuanlties, and In a
sharp turnaround from four yeara carlier,
a 60-3% percent majority esld they were
willing to endure higher taxes of $#15 per
vear to curb =ir and water pollutlon, even
A6 publle willingness Lo pay higher taxes
for other federsl programs wae declining.
Clear]ly, voncern over pollution had become
0 natlonal lesue—no longer just n cause for
8 eelect few.

As the 18705 progrossed, and the nation
was beset simultaneously by o deep reces-
slon and serlous shortages of epergy, the
publie recognized that efforts to solve the
energy crisls and reduce whemployment
might confllct with attempts to clean up the
environment, Yet, as we found In 1076, an
overwhelming 3 to 1 majority opposed cut-
ting back on antl-pollution standarda and
controls En order fo obtaln more jobes of more
EREFEY, .

Inetead, with typleal Amerlean confldence
In our abllity to solve our problems in &
pluralletlc way, the pubifc satd that they
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thought we could contipue efforis L0 clean
up alr and water pollution and at the¢ same
time find both more energy and a way to
turn the economy sround to ense unemploy-
ment. I should note here that an increasing
number of Amerleins suy they would favor
golng slow on the lmposition of new envi-
ronmental controle=—bul not the relaxation
of existing standerds—Iif theéy were con-
vinced that thls would heip our energy
problems,

Bo today, after a decade of the Clean Alr
Act and B years of the Clean Water Act, pub-
lie eoncern for both aspects of environmental
pollution remslns high. As has slmost al-
Wways been the case, water pollutlon is com-
sldeéred o sUghtly more serlous problem, in
lght of reports of toxlc epllls and the possi-
ble presence of carclpogens o drinking
water, However, elforts to control alr pollu-
tion elso enjoy strong support.

Crur latest results, which are attached to
my lestimony, show clearly just how com-
mitted the American people are in their re-
solve not to cut back or relax exisiing federnl
standards on alr pollutlion., We gave prople
we interviewed across the country three over-
all cholees on what should be done by this
Congress aboutl the Clean Alr Act: should it
be made stricter than it 1s now, ahould It be
made lesg strict, or should It be kept the
same os 16 1s now?

The largest single group. & majority of 61
percent, want to keep the Act without
change, But another 20 percent opt for mak-
ing the act even strleter, whilo no more
than 17 percent want it made less strict,
This means that by 80 to 17 percent, & slza-
ble mujority of the public natlonwide does
not want to see any relaxatlon in existing
federal regulation of air pollution.

Perhaps a3 impressive B8 this overnll di-
vislon 13 the fact Lhat nol a slogle major
segment of the public wants the enviran-
mental laws made less strliel. Let me go
through & st of key groups, Most in favor
of not réfaxing the cleen air regulations are
big-clty residenis (by B83-14 percent), young
people under 30 (80-10 percent), women
(B2-13 perecnt), those with Incomes botween
16,00 and 526,000 {B5-13 percent), profes-
slonals (B3-15 percent), white collar wotkers
{82-16 percent). unlon mémbers (82-16 per-
cant). Democrats (B4-13 percent), political
moderates (B3-18 percent), and llberals (82—
15 percent}.

Now let me tick off another Iist of key
groups: residents of the Bouth (by 78-17
percent}. resldents of the West (80-17 per-
catk), rural residents [77-18 percent), those
85 and over [T3-22 percent), those with in-
comes ®35,000 and over (7624 percent),
those who voied for Ronald Heagan in 1580
{7622 percent). Republlcans (T5-22 per-
cent), and conservatlves (T6-21 percont).
Mr. Chairman, let there be no doubt about
it: when you obtaln such lopsided major-
Iliea on any lasue, it 15 evident that thore
is & broad and desp consensus acrosa the
land.

In addition, we Lested public attitudes to-
watd slx specific possible amendments to the
Clean Alr Act that we understand nre being
or may be consldered by the Congress,
Here are those results:

By 66-28 percent, & majority 15 opposed
Lo relaxing "pollutlon standards to  allow
power plants to burn higher sulfur content
oll and coal.”

By 57-37 percent, & clear majorlty 18 also
opposed to the federal government postpon-
ing “current desdlines for electrlc compa-
nles meetlng power plant pollulion stand-
ards." These results make evldent that those
electric utilltles which ate seeking any kind
of relaxatlon of existing pollution standards
are bucking public opinion. There is some-
what less apposition, although stlll B siz-
nble majority, Lo postponing the lmposi-
tion of new scandesrde not yot in place.
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By 61-34 percent, another bip majority
rejects the notlon of relaxing “'noatlonal
alr quality standards.”

By & simliar 61-38 percent, a majority
would also oppose rolaxing “regulations that
protect nationsl park and wilderness areas
from alr pollution,™

By B8-3E perccnt, & majority s opposed
tudrelaﬂng “current aute pellution stand-
ards,"

Finally, by & closer 54-42 percent, & ma-
jority would oppose postponing “eurnent
deadlines for auto companies meeting auto
pellution standards.” Let me say that this
last result Indicates some sympathy by the
Amarican people with the plight of the
American automoblle industry. They are well
wware that competition, especlally from the
Japinese, has caused severe hardship in that
industry. But, a5 much &8s thoy would like
to hetp the autoc indusiry, pecpie do not
want to ste deleys in tho Industry meeting
current deadlines on alr pollwtlon standards,
Suech rellef, a majority Teel, will have {0 come
elsewhere.

The last plece of evidence {rom our surveys
I would like to Iniroduce here deals with an
lssue that has been much debated in oon-
nectlon with the Clean Alr Act: tho matter
of putting cost consideratlons on EPA clean
alr standards. Here 15 the gquestion we asked:

“The Clean Alr Act does not permit the
conslderatlon of costs when setting stand-
ards for tho protoection of buman heaith.
The Reagan Administration 18 considerlng
asking Congress to require that polluilon
srandards designed to protect humun henlth
b relaxed LT the costs are oo high, Do you
favor or oppose relaxdng pollution stand-
ards affecting human health, if the costs are
too high?

By & resounding 6532 percent, & eub-
stantial majority says they are opposed to
any constralnt on human healih standands
on oost grounds, It should be noted that
Weslerners areé most strongly opposed (by
T2-28 percent). Other groups stromgly op-
posed are young people under 30 (by T2-27
percent), women | T0-28 percent), those with
incomes between §15.000 and 225,000 (TO0-28
percent), and white collar workera (69-31
pereent).

But il should sl3p be noted that aover o
poreent of the resldents of the Mldwest, the
South, and the Fast, as well as unlon mem-
bers, independents, and polltionl modenvtes
all share this view. The closest divisions are
among Republicans, who oppose cost con-
slralnts by 56-42 percent; conservatives, who
feel the same DY 5641 percent; those who
voleéd [or President Reagan (by 5641 pers
cent); and those with incomes over 535,000
{by 55—21 percent). These are relativel ¥ closa
divislons, but the key fact ia that maforitlea
of every group oppose any effort to put cost
consimints on environmental mguln.tlm:lﬂ
that protect human health.

In many waiys, Mr, Chairman, these results
epeak for themselves. By any mensure, they
ndd up to a powerful message to Democerats
and Republicans allke hero in Conghess: Te-
new the Clean Alr Act and don't do anything
to 1t that would in any way make the alr
dirtier than it 15 now. While the public thinks
that saome regulation in other areas ought
io be relaxed or even abolished, they will op-
pose vehemently any measure that might
have the effect of reversing some of the en-
vironmental gains that have been made in
the last Len Years.

The Amerlcan people sré willlbg to make
eacrifices in many areas to stop the miseries
and ruvages of inflation and an coohiomy that
1s out of joint. But they will not tolerate any
reductions in environmental clean-up ef-
forte—and will regard such cuts as threat-
ening the very quality of llfe In this last
guarter of the twentieth century. I am not
an expert on this legislation nor on the sub-
ject of environmentsl regulation, but I can
tell you this: thie message on lhe deep de-
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