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&m.oky cabin a.1r rect.reul.,ted and blown by 
t.na bl\Ck tnto the ubtn. The reuon for 
re<:;lroula.ttng tlr, a.ccordlng t,o one Jet. ma.nu­
ra.ct.ureT, l& to m&Jce .pa&aengen feel more 
eomtortable by ral$1ng the hun'lldlty-purely 
Crom tbelr o••n body water. Otberwt»e, bu­
ml:d.tt.y oan get unconu'0ttab1y low. espcel&llf 
on long flights. 

"1 Ond tt Ju.st amnztng," satd one FAA 
worker, ""the.t the way eJ.rUnes cut down on 
wetgbt 1$ bf taking off llte r&tt.& IU\d cutting 
down frt$h aJr, Thlnk or the thl.D.p they 
don't take otr-the 2-SO•pound Uquor cart.a. 
ror example. You cAn atrve drtnlta wtt:,bout 
the carte. And moot or the pa.n.tttone tn the 
eabln, llke between tint clN& anct coa.dl­
tboee a.re purely decorative. Tbet tnn&t wetgh 
quJte a lot. b-ut t.bey atay. And tbe th1Ck. 
colored ee.rpetsng on tll.c walls. 

"Someone ought to take another look at 
tbe prtorlttea operating here."e 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
8 . uo 

At tho request ot Mr. JNotrn, the Sen­
ator from ArlzOna (Mr. DECONCJm) was 
added as a cosponsor of S. 150, a bill to 
amend title 5 of the United States Code 
to provide pa.ymcnts under Government 
health plans !or oervlces 01 qualilled 
mental health specialists. 

8. 8$11 

At the request of Mr. INOVYE, the sen­
ator from Arizona (Mr. DBCoNCINI) was 
added a,; a cosJ)Onsor ol s . 688, a bill to 
amend titles XVIII and XIX of the So· 
clal security Act to provide that com• 
mun.tty mental health center services 
shall be covered under part B of medi­
c.are and shall be a required service under 
medlc,ald. 

a. U03 

At the request of Mr. JOHNSTON, the 
Senator from Montana <Mr. BAucus) 
was added as a cosponsor of S, 1503, a 
blll to authorize the President to allocate 
supplies of crude oil and petroleum prod­
ucts during a severe petroleum supply 
shortage, 

a. •oa 
At the request o! Mr. DmTos, the 

Senator from Nevada (Mr. LAX.\L'I) . and 
the Senator from C'allfornia <Mr. llA.YA­
KAWA) wero added a.. .. cosponsors of s. 
1698, a bill to amend the Immigration 

· &nd Nationality Act to provide prefer-
ential treatment In the admission of 
certain children of U.S. Armed Forces 
personnel. 

AMENDMENTS SUBMI'ITED FOR 
PRINTING 

STANDBY PETROLEUM Al.J.,OCA· 
T.ION ACT OP 1981 

.u,{J;l'fOMENT NOS. lltl AND 693 

(Ordered to be printed anc1 to lie on 
the table.) 

Mr. BRADLEY submitted two amend­
ments Intended to be proposed by him to 
the bUJ cs. 1503) to authorize the Presi­
dent to allocate supplies of crude oil and 
Petroleum products during a severe pe­
troleum shortage. 

DEPARTMENT OP 'rHE INTERIOR 
AND lml.ATED AGENCIES APPRO· 
PR.IATIONS, 1982 

.lMl!NDll4ENT NOS. 0 4 TIJltOO'GK $1$ 

<Ordered to be printed and to Ile on 
the table.) 

Mr. McCLURE submltec1 23 amend­
ments Intended to be proposed by him to 
the blll (H.R. 4035> maklng approprla• 
tions for the Department of the Interior 
and related agencies for the fl.seal year 
enc1J.ng September 30, 1982. 

(The text of the e.mendments and re­
marks of Mr. McCLuac appear elsewhere 
In today's RECORD.). 

NOTICES OF HEARINGS 
COM.:AllTTEE ON SANKINO, HOlJSJNO, AND 

'U1U)AlC AffAlRS 

Mr. GARN. Mr. President, on Tuesday, 
November 3. the Committee on Banking, 
Hou$1ng, and Orban Affairs will conduct 
hearings on the proposed ptpellne that 
would transPort natural gas from the So­
viet Union's Yamul ga.sftelds to Western 
Europe. The project pases slgnlftcant 
dangers tor the NATO alliance and ratses 
serious questions for U .s. foreign policy. 
The hearings wUI locus on what would be 
an appropriate and effective U.S. re­
SPonse to this danger, Including the role 
for U.S. expert controls. 

Witnesses will include representatives 
from the relevant oovemment a,encles, 
as well as experts on energy and security 
matters "'1d soviet affairs. Cum,nlly Just 
one morning of hearings is planned, with 
the possibility of holdtng further hear• 
ings at o. later date, should circumstances 
warrant It. 

Mr. President, this is a very serious 
matter, one in whtch several ot my col­
leagues and I have taken a great interest. 
The notion of diverslfylng energy sup­
ply ·by going from the Persian Oul! to 
the Soviet Union i,, like embracing Mu• 
ammar Qadha.tl tn order to reduce re­
liance on the a,yatollah. I Just do not 
fe<!I that the Europeans realize the 
danger, at least not sutllclentl)'. At the 
same tlrne. any effort to prevent the 
proJect from going through, tf that effort; 
1s to be successful, must come from a 
strong, high level, conststent, susta.ined. 
and coordinated policy by this Govern­
ment that Includes the offer ol alter.nl>• 
tive .sources of energy to the Europeans. 
The Western Europeans must have reli­
able sources of energy, and that means 
that they cannot become dependent upon 
their enemies to get tt. The Banking 
Committee hearings shoulc1 go a long way 
to further the progress 1n conducting 
such an effective U.S. policy. 
COMNJ'TTP,;E ON UfDGT ANP NATCRAL JUtSOU1'C1!S 

Mr. McCLURE. Mr. President, I would 
like to announce for tbe lnformotlon of 
the Senate and the publtc the sehedul­
ing of a. public hearing before the Com­
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources 
to consider Senate Joint Resolution 111. 
consenting to an exten$1on and renewal 
of the interstate compact to conserve 011 
and gas. Tho hearing w11t be held on 
Thursday, November 12, beginning at 10 
a.m. In room 3110 of the Dirksen Senate 
Otllce Butldlng. 

Those wishing to testify or who wish to 
submit written statements tor the hear­
ing record should write to the Commit­
tee on l!!nergy and Natural Re.sourcP.S, 
room 3104, Oirksen senate Office Build­
ing. Washington. D.C. 20510. 

For further Information regarding 
this hearing you niay wish to contact, Mr. 
oary Ellsworth of the committee .staff 
M22~7146. 

ADDITIONA1, STATEMENTS 

FOREIGN ASSlSTANCE ACT OF 1981 
• Mr. W.:ICKER. Mr. President. I was 
necessarily absent from the Senate yes­
terday during consideration of s. 1198, 
the foreign assistance bill. Meetings 
with several groups of constituents in 
Connecticut prevented me from cuttng 
my vote on final passage and several 
amendments which were offered. I v.•ould 
like to announce tor the record that had 
I been able to vote, I would have voted 
aye on !lnal pa,s•age of the blll, because 
I believe on balance it represents an im­
portant step to meet the tntematlonal 
obltgatlons and pur•ue the foreign policy 
of the United States. 

On the matter oJ assistance to Chile, 
I oppose the outright repeal 01 restriction 
on assistance to the Chilean Government 
a.nd thus would have su,pparted the mo­
tion to table the Helms unprinted 
amen<lment No. 502 and the Percy sub­
stitute, No. 503. 

Senator HATFIELD'S amendment No. 
518 expresses a Jeg1tlmate concern tor 
tile stabillty of that region and the 
human rights record of the zta Qo't'ern­
ment; conseQuently I WOUid have voted 
to approve the $100,000,000 deletion. 

Finally, I would have opposed Senator 
HELM.'l' amendment No. 509 dealing wtth 
Zimbabwe as ft would be disruptive of 
ow- efforts to assist and establlsh good 
r,,latlons with that young nation.• 

.HARRIS -l'OLL ON CLEAN AIR 

• Mr, l\,llTCHELL. Mr. President, the 
Clean Alr Aet-1s one of the landmark 
environmental sta.tutes enacted during 
the last decade. The 1970 law marks the 
oominttment ot this country to the 
achievement of healthy air. OUr nation• 
al commitment WIIS reaffirmed In 1977, 
when Congress ena.cted clean a.Jr amend­
ments to fine tune the law. 

The Senate committee on Environ• 
ment and Publtc Works w1l1 soon begin 
to consider amendments to the Clean 
Air ii.ct. Before this process begins, I 
would like to call to the attention of my 
colleagues a recent Lou Harris poll. 

This Poll should be given serious at­
tention as we debate clean 'fl.ir issues 1n 
this ,body. It Indicates that an over• 
whelming majority, 80 )>el'ci!nt. do n<7t 
fe.vor any rel&xatton 1n existing Feder.al 
regulation of air J)Ollutlon . An equally 
signlflca.nt aspect ot the Poli Is the fact 
that not a single major setiment of the 
public wants environmental laws re­
laxed, whether you look at large city 
residents. youna people, \\romen, groups 
ca.tegorlzed by income. protesstonals, 
white.collar workers, union members, 
Democrats, Republtcnns, those over 65, 
or those who voted for Ronald Reagan. 

Mr. President. this is a po~1erful mes­
sage. As Mr. Harris states, the results 
spea.k for themselves. He summarized 
the message of his poll results 1n the fol• 
lowtng wa,y: 

By any meaeure, they ad<I up to a power• 
ful mes.sage to Oemoc.mts tmd Repubucana 
altke here tn oon,gres$! renew the Clean Air 
Act and don't do anything to It that 'O/Ould 
in any way mate the ~tr dirt.ler than It t.a 
now. Wbtle the public t.hlnk& that $01'4.e reg. 
utatlon ID other .,-ou ou.ght to be retue<I 
or even a.boll&bed. they wut oppo&e vebe• 
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a1ently any U'ICMUre that m.lght h•vo the et­
teet or reversing i.ome of Clb.o cnvtronmental 
gal.n& t.hAt have been made ln the lo.&t ten 
,..,.. k 

The Amcrtcful people are wuung to ma e 
&Aerlffces tn in&o,y o.ree.a to stop tho mJ.sel'tea 
.w.d rav•gei of 1nnatton und an economy tha.t 
ts out of Joint. But they will not tole rate 
&.nf reductions In enviroo.mcn.tAI clean- up 
cffOrt&--6Dd will regard such cuts a& three.t--­
en.U,.g the very quality or ure 1n tbl.a la.st 
quarter of the twentieth century. 

I am not an ex;pert on this lcgl&latton nor 
of\ tlte subject of envtronmenuJ. regulation, 
but I cM t.ell you tb.15: thl& me&:Snge on the 
deep desire on the pa.rt of the Amcrtean peo­
ple to battle pollution 16 one ot the most 
0"erwhelmtng and clcfl.ttSt we have ever 
re-corded In our twenty-flve year$ of survey­
tng publlc opJnton. 

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

Mr. President, I urge all senators to 
read the results or this poll. They can be 
a. valuable guide to us in the coming 
months. 

The testill1ony follows: 
"l'ESTtMONT Oll' LOt11$ IIAftftffl 

Mr. Chatrman, lt ls a prlvlle8e t,o be bere 
today. I wt."lh to note that I am be~ not as 
0, par1,1$An for or aga.lnat, the Clea.o Air Act 
or speclftc atnel'.ldmcnt& that ba.ve been or 
ru.ay be proposed to lt. ln$tead, :r appear here 
at your lnvttatlon to relate to you lll'ld the 
commit.~ t.be resUlts or a poll our firm hft.$ 
Ju.st conducted on tbh; 1!$sUe. Thi$ s un-ey was 
not conducted for a.ny private or public In­
terest. but ln&tcud ls part ot the B1url.!I sur­
vey, W'hleh appears 1n over 200 ocwisp~rs 
~osa the country. Indeed. portions of thls 
sur,..ey appeo.red t.hL'I znorntng 1n those news­
p,fl,pets:. 

Before I discuss our latest ft.ndtngs. bow• 
e,;er, I'd Uke to revtew brteny tlle history or 
Amerh~&n put>Ho oph\iQn on environ.mental 
l&$ues. As late •s 1967. people were by no 
means very concerned S.bout pollu tJon or 
eommttted to cleaning up the envtronment. 
BY 46 to 44 percent, the J>UbJtc opposed pay­
tog t,16 rnorc per yeftr In recteral taxes: tn or­
der to finance nlr nnd wAtcr pollution con~ 
trot. Concern about t he environment wns 
then cente.red ta.rs:ety among t he younger, 
mor& amuent., conege .. educated, and subur­
b•u sect.or& or tbt populat.Jon. But public 
concern over •tr •nd wat.er polluUon took 
hold 1n earnest as the couotry entered the 
1970s. 

In 1971 Ar:ne.rlcanfl IJ$ltd polluUon contr()J 
as a nMlon•I problem .second only to t.he 
state of the economy-ahead ot the war ln 
Vietnam. crtmc. an d tsoelal unrest. seventy­
three percent. reported ,stgntncant. level$ or 
air pollut,lon In their oommunlUes. aild in a 
.gl)a.rp turcll\round rrom four yeara curlter, 
a 50-3'1 perct-ot majority said they were 
\L1lllng to endure htgher taxes or $15 per 
vear t.o curb atr and wai.er pollution. even 
tis public WIUtngne8$ to J)Ay higher taxes 
tor other Ccderl\.1 p rograms was decUnlng. 
Clear):,•, concern over pollut.lon bad be,c,ome 
a national IES\lo-no longer Ju.st • cawsc tor 
a &elect tew. 

A.it the 1970$ ptogrcssed. and the nl\Uon 
\l.'83 beset simultaneously by t\ deep reces­
sion and serious short.ages ot energy, the 
public recognt~..ed that efl"orts to t;0JVe the 
energy crtsts and reduce \H1cmp loyment 
might connici with fl.I.tempts -to e lea.n up t.he 
environment,, Yet,. as we tound h") 1976, an 
ovt.rwhcJmtng S to l majOrtty opposed cut­
tlng back on ant1 .. pollutlon standa.rdl'I and 
control.$ fn order t,o obtatn more Jobs or more 
energy, 

Instead. with typical Amertcan confldence 
In our- ability to solve ou.r problems In • 
pluraUstlc way, the pubUc sald th&t they 

thought we could conttoue etrort.& to etean 
up a.Ir and water pouuuon and at the same 
time flod bot·h more energy anel a way to 
turn t he economy around to en.se u nemploy­
ment., I should note here that an Increasing 
number ot Amerle:Ans st1Y the:;- would rl\vOr 
going stow on the lmposltlon ot new envi­
ronmental oontro~but, not the reJaxa t.lon 
of existing stnndt.ll'd~lf they wer& eon• 
vlnced that this would help our energy 
problCD16, 

So today, after a decade ot the Clean Alr 
Act a.nd o ye.,..s or the Clean wa.teY Act, pub­
lic e<>uccrn tor bOth Mpect.$ ot envtrooment.a1 
pollution remains h igh. As has a lm01St al­
ways been the case., water pollution 1a con­
sidered a .slightly Ill.Ore ,erlous problem. In 
l lght of reports of toxJc sp1Us and the possi­
ble presence ot carcinogen., ln drln ktng 
water. JJowever, etrort& co oont.rol a1r poHu­
tJ.on also enjoy s trong support. 

Our latest results, whleh a.re attached to 
tn:V l.e$tlmony, .show clearly Jwt bow com­
mitted the Amer-lean people are In thel.r re .. 
$019e not to cut baek or relax exLitJng federM 
.stR-ndArd& oo nit pOlhtt.lon. We gave people 
we Lntcrvtewed a.cross the country three ove.r­
all Chotcei, on wha t should be crone by tb1a 
cont,tress ~boUI. I.he Cle-an Air Act: should lt 
be made strtcter than lt lS now, <lhOuld It be 
made la, $b'lct, or 4hO\Jld lt be kept, the 
::;IU'J:'le M It Ls now? 

The largest single group. a maJotlty or 51 
percent, want to keep tbe Act without 
ctia.nge, Sut. another 29 percent opt tor •mak­
ing the act even stricter. whHe no more 
thnn 1'1 percent want Jc made JcEs i.t rlct. 
Thia meanis t,)'lat b)· 80 to 1'1 percent, a &12a­
ble. lllt'Jority o! the publtc nationwide docs 
not want to see any r-tlllJl:atlon to exist.log 
iederal regulation ot air pollution. 

Perh11ps as impressive 9.$ thl.s o,•erl\ll dl­
vt.slon ts the tact tbM not a single major 
segment ot the pubUc wants the envtron­
mentul laws made lesit strict,. Let. me go 
through a 11$t or key g:->ups, Most tn favor 
oc not telaxin.R the clean a ir regutattons are 
bJJJ-clty re.sld.cllts (by 83-.14 perct.nt ) , young 
people under 30 (90-10 percent.), women 
(82 ... J3 perecnt), t h<xse with Incomes between 
s 10,nno und 826,000 {85-13 percent) . prore.,­
sloDala (83--15 percent), whtU> collu worketis 
( 82-16 percent), union memoora ( 82-16 pe.r­
cotlt). Democrats (84-13 percent), poUtlcal 
moderates (83-16 percen t.), an<l Ubera1$ (82-
15 petetnt). 

Now let me ttck otr anothe.r Ust or key 
groups: residents or t.he south (by '19-11 
percent) , rcs.Jdent."j ot tbe West (~17 per­
ceht.) . rural residents (77-19 percent) , those 
65 and o,•er (73-22 percent), those w!th Jtt.• 
com~ $35,000 and over (75--2'1 percent). 
tb0$e who voted for Ronald Reagan ln 1980 
( 76-22 percent) . nepubllc9.n$ (75--22 per• 
Cf!Dt), IL!ld con.s.etvl\tlvcs (76-21 percent). 
Mr. Chnlrmao, let there be no doubt a.bout 
It: when you obtatn $\lcJl lopsided mBJOr• 
lt.Je., on 11,ny 1$!;\le, St ls evident that thoro 
Is ii broad and deep consensus across the 
land. 

In addition. wf! 1,est.cd p ublic attltude.s to­
w9,rd $lx specllic posslbte amendments to the 
Clean Air Act that we understand Are betng 
or may be conisldertd by t he Congres&. 
Here nrc those results: 

Br 66--29 percent, a. m ajority 1$ opposed 
to rel$Xh1.g "ponuuon i;tl\ndl\rd.s to allow 
power plan.ts to burn btghcr sulfur content 
on and coa l." 

By 57 .. 37 percent. a clel\.r mAJOrl ty ts atso 
oppoo<,-d to t be federal government postpon­
ing •·current deadlines ror elect.rlc compa..­
n les meet-h1g power pJAnt. pollution stand• 
ardis," 1'bese results make ei'tdent that t-hose 
electric utlllt,les wh.tch are seeking any kind 
or relaxation of exl$tln.g pOll\ll-lon sh1nda.rds 
arc bucking publlc opinion. There ls &omc­
what less oppos!tlon, Mt.hough sttll a stz­
Able majority. to pO$tponlng t he 1mp0$l• 
t-lon ot new standards not yet ln place. 

By 61- 34 percent, b.nother •blg ma.jOrlty 
reJec t4 the notion ot relaxing "oMJOllOl 
aJr quality standards." 

By a similar 61-36 percent. a majority 
would also opp0$e rolaxtng "regulatlon.s that 
p rotect national pa.rk and wUdcmess areas 
trom atr po)lutton:· 

By 63-38 pen.-cnt. a m.atorlty It, opp0$Cd 
to retanng "current aui-o pollutlon stand­
ards," 

PJ.natty. by & el0&er 54-42 percent, a mA• 
Jortty would oppose postponing " current 
de&d.llnoa for auto oompanJes me-etlng a,U,to 
p<>llutton ata.ndaNts." Let me ay that th1a 
last re3UI\. lnelJCll.tt.$ some symp&thy by the 
Am8l'1CIU'l pCOplo with t ho plight or itz:IO 
Ame.rloao automoblle tndu.stry. They a.re W&ll 
u.-ware tha.t eompetl,tton, especJaUy trom t he 
JI\.Pilnese. ha..'I caused severe ha.rd:sbJp tn that 
Industry. But, M much aa t.boy would. like 
to help the auto lndustry. people Clo not 
want tO &Co dclu.ys in tho Industry meet.Ing 
curr-en~ deadlloc-.s on a1r poHUJttou &tand.t'LN1&. 
Such rellet, a maJortty re.er, \\111 havo to oome 
elsewhere. 

'I'he l~t p iece or evldenot from our surveys 
I WOUid like to lnt.roduce here dea.18 With an 
llS$Ue t,hat has been much debated 1n oon­
ncctlon wt ,th vho Ctea.n A.Jr Act: ,th() ma.1,t.er 
or -put.ting cost oonsldera.t.lol'lJJ ou EP.'\ CletLD. 
al.r standa.N1s. Here I.& t.he que&tloo we a.sltcd: 

'"The Cle&.n Air Act d ~ not permit ,the 
oonstde~t,lon or coots when setting stand­
ard& tor tho <protection or human .health. 
Tho Reagan AdmlD.latrat-lon 1B oon1$lderlng 
uklng congress to r-equtre tha.t pollu.tJon 
Atanda.rdll de$1gned to protect. hu1nun health 
bo r~Ia.xe<l tr ,the costs are too high. Do you 
fovor or oppooe rela.Xln-g pollution stand­
ards u.ffcctlng human health, tr the cos-ta are 
too b\gh? 

.Sy a resounding SS-.32 percent. a sub­
sta.nttaJ. majority says ,t.hey a.re opp,o&e-41 to 
l,\ny oonstr-aJnt on hu.m,,n health st.o.ndar<l.s 
on oo.,;t, 8J'Ou.nds. It should. be not4..-d. t.bat 
We.-st.crners nre moi;t. strongly oppoGed ('by 
72-20 pc,rcen·t) . Other groups s trongly op­
pOSCd o.re young pcopte undc,r So (by 72-2i 
percent), women ( '10-28 percent), t,bose with 
Jnoomes between $15,000 and $:.15,000 (70-28 
percen.t), a.nd whlto collar workert (69-31 
pcrcenl,). 

Bui tt t>hOUld a lao be noted t.ha.t. over 60 
pel"Oenl- or t.ho rt$1:deot& or t-he Midwest, tthe 
Sou.th, and t.be Elll.$t, a.s well &$ ur1lon mem.• 
ben.,. lndependent&, and poUtJcal moderotes 
an snare tbl8 ,•!ew. 'The closest dtvtslons are 
among Repu bltca.o,s, who oppose COS'- con-
5tralnta bf 56.-42 peroent.: oonservattvcs. who 
{eel the $ti.mt by 56--41 percent; thos,e who 
vou-d for Prc$ldenl- ~n (by 5641 pe.r­
oent.); aod t-b0$e wlt,b in come$ o,·er $35,000 
(by 55;-41 percent). ·1·hese arc rclatlvelf clO&e 
d.1\71.slons, but the key tact la th&t maJortttn 
of every grouJ) oppou any effort to put cost 
cot•~t-ralnl,$ on en\'tronment.a.I regula.ttons 
tha-t protect !iUtnall health. 

In m.nny ·way,11, Mr. Chairman, these reeulta 
speak tor themselves. By any meQ.Sure, they 
a.d,d up to a powt•rtul messae;e to Oemocru.ta 
tlUd Republ1CB.nS allke hero ln Congre$$: re• 
new the ctt1m Air Act and don't do anytblng 
to it. tbnt would in flnY way make the alr 
<Urttcr than tt ts now. While tbe public thtnlt.8 
t,ha t aome regulation ln other are84 ou.gbt 
t,o be relaxed or even aboll$hed, the? WIii op• 
po.-;e vehcmcntll' any measure that might 
ha,•c the effect or reveY11lng eome or the en­
vironmental gain.& that bAve been made tn 
the tau ten years. 

The American people are willing to tn.Akt 
taer-lficts II\ many areas to stop the ml3ertea 
and. rtsvagcs ot tnllAtlon a.nd an cootaomy that 
Is out. c,f 101nt. But t hey will n ot to!eratc any 
reductions 1n environmental etean-up er­
rort..,-and wm regard suctl cuts as threat­
ening the .,·cry quality of uro In t-bts la&t 
quart-er ct t -be twent.ieth century, I am not 
(l,n e.xpert on this legt.&latton. nor on the sub­
Jcet ot environmental regoletlon, but I can 
tell you thl,s; th1s mesa,ge on Ute Cleep de-
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