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Draft Propcsal or

For seven years we have supported legislation to control
acid rain, Three times {n this decade the Committee on
Environment and Publi¢ Works has reported such legiﬁlation, the
latest being 5. 1894, reported in November, 1987. But thus far

the legislation has not been considered by the Senate.

Each of the bills reported by the Committee has been based
on the principle already included in all of our major
environmental laws: That he who causes the pollution should pay
for 1ts cleanup, We support that principle. But it has become
clear to us that no acid rain control bill based entirely on that
principle can be enacted. The costs are so great and the sources
of emissions so concentrated that some form of cost-sharing is a

pract-ical necessity.

As reported, S. 1894 resguires a reduczion in emissions of
gsulfur dioxide of 12 million tons over 10 years. Although we
firmly believe this to be the appropriate level of reduction over
the right time period, we acknowledge the deeply-felt concerns of

Senators from the states that will have to significantly reduce

thelyr emissions.
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Accordingly, we are prepared to support cost-sharing and a
lesser amount af reduction over & longer period of time as

compromises necessary for this legislation to be considered and

approved.

The legislation pending before the Senate, S. 1894, has been
before the members for over 6 months. That is sufficient time
for interestsd parties to review its provisions and suggest
amendments that may be needed. We are determined that c¢lean air
legislation be considered by the full Senate this year. If it is
not placed on the Senate schedule, we will offexr it as an

amendment to other legislation,

This country ~- and the world -- is in an air pollution
crisis, There are daily headlines about the greenhouse effact
and its possible impact on regional droughts that are devastating
agricultural arsas., Last week, ozone levels reached new peaks,

placing the health of the Amerxican people, particularly that of

children, at risk,

The problems are difficult, the resolution complex. But we
must act. It has been 1l years since the Clean Alr Act was last
amended. Then, words like "acid rain", "grggnhouse effact"”,
"global warming”, and "ozone depletion" were not in common use.

Today they are daily reminders of the crisis we face.
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The policy shift we announce today i3 tased on the

compelling need to act now.
We therefore intend to modify S, 1894 to provide:
1. A national cost-sharing effort that will feature

(a) A 50% Federal share for capital costs associated with

regquired reductions in sulfur dioxide and oxides of nitrogen,

The Federal share would be funded by a fee on electricity
generation. The fee would be based on a State's annual average
sulfur dioxide emissions rate. Those states with higher
emissions rates would pay more than those who have already taken
steps to control thelr emissions, Scrubbed capacity, nuclear and
hydroelectric generation would be exempt from the fee.

(b) In applying the fee and the reguirements of the
reduction program, there will be a 10% cap ¢on increases of

residential electricity rates because of acid rain controls, So

~rate increases attributable to this program would be no more than

10% over the 12 year life of the program,

2. Funding for the Clean Coal technology program would be
increased, with emphasis placed on daeveloping retrofit

technologies so existing plants may take advantage of new control

technologies.

x
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3. An agressive job protecticn program tec mictigate any adverse
effects caused by the legislation. This program, to be funded
out of the Federal share, will include enhanced unemployment
benefits, job retraining, relocation, reeducation, and transfer

rights for those adversely affected.

4. This program would be used to share the costs required to
achieve a 10 million ton reduction in sulfur dioxide by 2000.
The reductions would be phased, By 1994, there would be a

raduction of 4.5 million tons; the remaining reduction of 5.5

million tons would ke achieved by 2000. After 2000, states would

cap their emissions from existing sources,

We also agree to support the amendments proposed by the
chairman ¢f the Environment and Public Werks Ccmmittee, Senator
Burdick, %o the extent those amendments remain necessary after
these c¢changes have be=n made. Similarly, states that have
enacted 50% reduction requirements on their own and are i{n fact
reducing their sulfur dioxide emissicns would not be subject to

additional reduction requirements.

N
RS
N

>
A
¢

, ot -_' . f': - j o '
Sl oAU s end T A v

s

Yuclra S Q)i AL

v

Y A "'"‘//)

(Bt}



1
i

JL L1 tEE leisE

The evidence has never been more convincing; the need never
greater. We are committed to move this legislation prior to the
August recess. We hope that the significant modifications we
announce today are sufficient to persuade those of our colleagues
who until now have opposed this legislation to join us in taking
this important step to protect the public health and the

environment,
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MEMORANDUM FOR SENATOR BAKER
KEN DUBERSTEIN
MARLIN FITZWATER

TOM GRISCOM
ALAN KRANOWITZL” /
COLIN POWELL :

FROM: NANCY RISQU

SUBJECT: EPA National Stream Survey -- HEADS UP

The Environmental Protection Agency has circulated a studv on the
acidification of streams for peer review by outside scientists.
One of those scientists appears to have leaked the study to the
Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC.) EPA believes NRDC is
planning a Tuesday press conference to talk about the report and
Sen. Leahy also mayvy be planning to make a statement.

The NRDC will trv to use the report to argue that there is now
concrete scientific evidence that emissions from U.S. industries
are responsible for increased acid levels in rivers and streams
in Canada and the northeastern United States. They say that 7.4%
of upstream reaches of waterways in the middle Atlantic states
are acidic and that this redquires immediate action against acid
rain. ’

EPA stresses two points in regard to the report:

o The peer review process isn't complete. It is inappropriate
to comment on something that hasn't received that review.

o The report only discusses the condition of streams. This
data cannot be used to establish a causal relationship
between acid rain and how acid a stream is. Also, the data
says nothing about trends or expected rates of change.
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EPA NATIONAL STREAM SURVEY REPORT LA

Q. What is the National Stream Survey? Why hasn't it been
released to the public?

A. The report completes the first phase of the National Surface
Water Survey, a major project under the National Acid Precipitation
Assessment Program. The document is being subjected to thorough
scientific peer review, as well as technical review by affected
states. It is on schedule to be released to the public in

early June.

Q. What is the policy significance of the EPA National Stream
Survey report that shows, e.g., 7.4% of the upstream reaches
in the Middle Atlantic region are acidic? Does this report
alter the Administration's view on the need for action to
control acid rain?

A. The results of the National Stream Survey must be placed in
context. As part of the acid rain research program being
conducted by the federal government under the management of

the National Acid Precipitation Assessment Program (NAPAP),

EPA has been engaged in a National Surface Water Survey

(NSWS). The first phase of this study was designed to
determine the present chemical status of surface waters in
regions of the United States containing the majority of

streams and lakes considered to be at risk as a result of

acid deposition. The Agency has already completed earlier
studies in this phase of the NSWS: The Eastern and Western
Lake Surveys. These surveys, along with the National Stream
Survey, contribute to one of NAPAP's principal objectives:

The quantification of the extent, location, and characteristics
of sensitive and acidic streams and lakes in the United States.

From the time of the Report of the Joint Envoys in 1986, this
Administration has recognized that acid rain is a serious
environmental problem in this country. Since then,
additional findings have shown some limited regional effects.
The Eastern Lakes Survey established that various percentages
of the lakes in the East were acidic depending on the
subregion (e.g., 5% of the lakes in the Southern New England,
the Catskills and Poconos regions were determined to be
acidic, with 1l1l% of the lakes in the Adirondacks acidic,
i.e., ANCK@). This latest survey found similar percentages
of stream segments in the Middle Atlantic region.

Q. Why shouldn't the United States take action now?

A. This Administration has pursued a consistent policy toward
acid rain. That policy consists of four components.
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First, we continue to aggressively implement the Clean Air
Act. This effort has led to measurable improvement in air
quality. During the past 14 years, ambient levels of sulfur
dioxide in the United States have declined by 37%.

Second, we have undertaken a clean coal technology program to
demonstrate improved technology for coal combustion. The
federal government will spend $2.5 billion on this effort
during the next five years.

Third, we are continuing major research into acid rain, in
order to reduce the uncertainties over its causes and its
effects, under a 1@-year program mandated by Congress in
1988. This year, we will spend about $85 million on acid
rain research.

Fourth, as we move forward with our research, technology, and
regulatory programs, we are committed to on-going policy
analysis to determine if additional control measures are
necessary.
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Highlights from the National Stream Survey (NSS-I) Report

The report provides quantitative regional and subregional estimates of the
extent and characteristics of acidic and low ANC streams in areas of the
Mid-Atiantic (MA) and Southeast (SE) United States. (See attached maps)

Spring samples were drawn from about 500 stream reaches at upstream and
downstream sampling points.

51% of the reaches in both the MA and the SE are estimated to have an Acid
Neutralizing Capacity (ANC) less than 200 ueq/L. Many published works cite
this as an ANC level below which waters are sensitive to acidification.

In the MA, 7.4% of the reaches were acidic at their up-stream ends. In

the MA, 3% of the reaches were acidic (ANC < 0 ueq/L) at their down-stream
ends. These figures do not include the estimated 1300 reaches in Pennsylvania
and West Virginia that were acidic due to acid mine drainage. s

In the SE, excluding Florida, less than 1% of the reaches were acidic at
either the upstream or downstream ends. This does not include an estimated
120 reaches that were acidic due to acid mine drainage.

In Florida a more restricted statistical design was used. Consequently,
data for Florida are not strictly comparable with those for MA and SE.
However, Florida stands out as a geographic area with a relatively high
percentage of acidic, 1ow ANC and Tow pH streams.

A subpopulation of acidic streams was examined. After elimination of
streams whose acidity could be due to sources other than acid deposition
one is left with a “high interest" group of acidic streams for which acid
deposition cannot be excluded as the source of the acidity. This high
interest group has an estimated total length of 4250 km and comprises 4%
of the total length of all reaches surveyed. These high-interest reaches
are concentrated in forested upland drainages and coastal areas of the
MA region that experience high levels of acid deposition.

Stream water sulfate was significantly higher in the MA than in the SE,

A plot of median stream sulfate vs, rates of sulfate deposition shows a
strong positive 1inear relationship,
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE DOMESTIC POLICY COUNCIL

THE SECRETARY OF STATE

SUBJECT: U.S. Acid Rain Policy

Pursuant to Domestic Policy Council meetings on this subject, the
President has decided upon the following policy steps:

o]

Continue present programs, including implementation of the
Special Envoys' recommendations and the Innovative Control
Technologies Program,

Implement the following recommendations of the President's
Task Force on Regulatory Relief:

- The Department of Energy, recognizing the risk inherent
in demonstration of innovative technologies, should
provide preferential treatment to ICTP projects.

- The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission should
implement a five year demonstration program allowing rate
incentives for innovative technologies.

- The Environmental Protection Agency should (1)
encourage states to consider achieving greater ozone
reduction through inter-pollutant trading and other
measures that substitute less expensive nitrogen oxides
emissions reductions for more expensive volatile organic
compounds emissions reductions, (2) encourage the use of
"bubbles" between recently built emissions sources, (3)
expand commercial demonstration permits for innovative
control technologies, and (4) encourage complementary use
of emissions "bubbles" and waivers for innovative
technology applications,

Specify that the U.S. is prepared to negotiate with Canada an
accord designed to address air guality in our respective
countries, as outlined in Option B (Expanded).

Deputy Secretary of State John Whitehead and EPA
Administrator Lee Thomas should direct the efforts of the
U.S. section of the Bilateral Advisory and Consultative
Group on this project.

%ugwg./mw&% i1
Edwin Meese III
Chairman Pro Tempore
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Office of the Press Secretary

For Immediate Release March 18, 1987

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT

I am pleased to announce today several steps being taken to
ensure that the United States continues to work closely with the
Canadian government in determining and addressing the
environmental effects of acid rain. These actions resulted from
a review of this issue I directed my Domestic Policy Council to
undertake and are consistent with the recommendations made by the
Joint Envoys on Acid Rain, Drew Lewis of the United States and
William Davis of Canada. Prime Minister Mulroney and I endorsed
their recommendations in March 1986.

This past year, government-to-government coordination and
research cooperation with Canada on acid rain problems have been
substantially strengthened, as recommended by the Envoys. The
Administration also has implemented the initial phase of the
Department of Energy Clean Coal Technology Program, and has
completed an inventory of federal, state and private clean coal
research and demonstration projects, which are expected to expend
more than $6 billion by 1992.

To maintain the progress we are making, I am directing three
major steps to continue to carry out the Envoys' proposals.

o The first will be to seek the full amount of the
government's share of funding recommended by the Joint Envoys
-- $2.5 billion =-- for demonstration of innovative control

technology over a five year period. Five hundred million
dollars will be requested for fiscal years 1988 and 1989 to
fund innovative emissions control projects. I will also
encourage industry to invest an equal or greater amount over
this period, and to stimulate development and deployment of
innovative technologies for reduction of air pollution
emissions. This builds on activities already underway in
the Department of Energy Clean Coal Technology Program.

o The second step I am taking is to direct the Secretary of
Energy to establish an advisory panel. This panel, which
will include participation by State governments and by the
government of Canada, will advise the Secretary of Energy on
funding and selection of innovative control technologies
projects. Projects will be selected, as fully as
practicable, using the criteria recommended by the Joint
Envoys.

o Third, I am asking the Vice President to have the
Presidential Task Force on Regulatory Relief, which he
chairs, review federal and state economic and regulatory
programs to identify opportunities for addressing
environmental concerns under existing laws. The Task Force
will examine incentives and disincentives to the deployment
of new emissions control technologies and other cost-
effective, innovative emission reduction measures now
inhibited by various federal, state and local regqulations.
The findings and results of the Task Force review will be
reported in six months, along with any recommendatlons for
changes to existing regulations.

I have advised Prime Minister Mulroney of these decisions. Next
month, I will travel to Canada to discuss these and other issues
with the Prime Minister. 1I feel these steps will help both
countries to better understand and address this shared
environmental problem, so that future specific actions that are
taken will be cost-effective, and represent appropriate taxpayer
expenditures.

# # #



L
C

Agenda - February 26, 1987

Liaison Discussion

Background - purpose
Participants - how operate

CAWG activities -~ USA TODAY lettexr 2/11/87

US-Canadian April '87 Summit

Maintain current position - Special Envoy's Report
No additional US concessions -- at this time

What needs to be done?

NAPAP Interim Report

When issued - June '87?
Briefing by Larry Culp - US Chamber Hall of Flags?

How promote?

92 Group Briefing

CAWG will brief —-~ don't cosponsor - 1/7/87 letter

How handle Republicans in House (Lent, Tauke%*,
Bilirakis, Rinaldo*)

Congressional Leadership

Byrd, Dole, Burdick, Stafford
Wright, Michel, Dingell, Lent

What can/needs to be done?

Legislation/Hearings

Health effects
Ozone
Acid Rain

Legislative strategies
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Frank P. Jones, Jr.
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Samuel L. Maury
Executive Director
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Joseph W. Mullan
Senior Vice President-
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National Coal Association
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Ford Motor Company

785-6024

Randall E. Davis
Associate Director for
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David Bockorny

Special Assistant to the
President for Legislative
Affairs (House)

456-7542

Dan Danner

Associate Director
Office of Public Liaison
456-7140

Larry Harlow

Special Assistant to the
President for Legislative
Affairs (Senate)

456-6782

Jan Mares
Senior Policy Analyst

Office of Policy Development
456-2752
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The Debate:
OUR CLEAN AIR

Today s debate NCiuoes Our OPMON that we ve stumtec
the problem Of acxd rain IONG SNOUQh BNC we MUSs!t aC
someming about i, an oppPosing view from Deiaware
otner views trom hmois. Marytand. and the Distnct ot Co-
IUMDIA. NG vOICes trom across the USA

T
Act now to prevent
[ J d L ] [ ] L ]

The evidence has been piling up for vears. Lakes are be-
ing destroved in New York. trees 1n the Great Smoky Moun-
tains. and buildings in Southern Calitornia. Even the once-
pristine lakes of the Rockies and the Pacific Northwest are
threatenec.

The cuiprit 1s poliuted air — “acid rain.”

Most of us don't know about 1t. don't want 1o talk about it,
and don’t want to hear or read about it. We re disinterested.
We're wrong

The government Is disinteresied, too. In spite of all the
studies and all the evidence, little has been done. For years,
Congress has wrangied over how to pay for expensive pre-
ventive measures. And the Reagan administration has
urged still more study. The time has come for action.

While we dally, the problem worsens.

New evidence submitted at a congressional hearing last
week shows that acid rain not only harms our lakes and
forests and buildings — it harms our people.

Health experts testified that acid air pollution causes res-
piralory problems and aggravales existing conditions in
healthy adults. It parucularly affects the most vulnerable in
our sociery — children. the elderly, pregnant women. asth-
maucs. and persons suffering from heart disease.

it also 1s increasing the acidity of our water. Acidic water
delivered to home faucers can leach lead or copper out of
WRIer pipes and 1nto the water giass.

if this connnues. the cumulanve effect can result in lead
poisoning The eflects of that on children are well known —
it can cause brain damage and even death. That's why
we've concentrated on eurmunanng lead-based paint

Researchers also suspect that acidic water. with higher
levels of ajuminum. mav be linked to Alzheimer’s disease.

Other researchers know that there is a danger of mercu-
Ty poisoning from eatng fish taken from acidic lakes.

We've studied enough. We know the sources of the pollut-
ants that cause acid rawn and acid fog — belching smoke-
stacks from industmal plants. coalk-fired utilities, and copper
smglters. and emissions from the cars and trucks that clog
SO many of our highways

These pollutants know no State or international bound-
aries. Industrialized areas spew their airborne garbage for
hundreds of miles

It's ime to stop talking about this probiem and act

We must all share the cost of reducing this poliution. We
must work with Canada and Mexico so acid rain is not ex-
ported or imported. We must persuade Mexico to put con-
trois on two big smeiters being constructed near the Artzo-
ma border. If not, western states will be gasping for breath.

Congress must pass comprebensive legislation that cuts
naxious fumes. The administration must stop studying and
start warning our citizens of the gravity of the problem, and
work out agreements with our neighbors

If we don't act together now, not only will we risk the

bealth of our lakes rivers, and forests, but the health of our
ehdidren, (oo

|
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Mr. John C. Quinn
Editor

USA TODAY

1000 Wilson Boulevard
Arlington, VA 2220©

Dear Mr. Quinn:

The rush to judgment on acié rzin in the Februarv ¢, 1987, Opinion column
ignores the scientific evidence that "has been piling up for vears'". It appears
that USA TODAY did little research into the issue =-- its causes, alleged

effects., recent trends and confusion with other atmospheric phenomenc.

Acic rein is a political issue and a topic of significart nationeal concern.
That is why Congress enacted the ten-year comprehensive research program on acid
rain in 1980. The results of this effort zre now beginning to be published and
will continue to flow through 1989. Contrary to the conclusion of Opinion, the

100th Congress will most likely wait for science to guide public policy omn acid
rain. And they should.

Acid rain is the long-range transport of sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxides
which result in wet and dry acid deposition on resources of concern. It should
not be confused with the cause and effects of other atmospheric phenomena such
as the global warming or greenhouse effect, stratospheric ozone depletion,
tropospheric ozone build-up cr smog. Opirion managed to mix the effects of all

of these phenomena (except the greenhouse effect) and concluded we have an acid
rain crisis.

After vears of debate, the case for acid rzin controls has not been made.
Under current requirements of the Cleen Air Act, emission trends for nitrogen
oxides are essentially level and there has been a significant reduction of
sulfur dioxide emissions, vet the aciditv of rainfall has not changed. Ve
simply do not know if future emission reductions will measurablv improve rain
pH. We do know that trends established by recent research indicate the problem

is stable ané that we have time to let science guide the debate.
crisis.

There is nc
Evolving scientific results are demonstrating that manv allegations of
adverse effects from acid rain were exaggerated, unsubstantiated or erroneous.
The role of acid rain in the acidification of lakes has been exagperated based
on EPA's recent comprehensive lakes' survev. As one guest columnist noted,
western high altitude lakes are sensitive bodies of water and no one would argue
they should not be protected. Contrary to Opinion's statement, these lakes are
still pristine and recent studies do not document a threat from acid rain. The
original concern for forest damage may be erroneous in that other causes, not
acid rain, appear to be the culprit. The effect on materials remains
unsubstantiated and is thought to be from local sources of pollution -- not acid

rain.
Marathon O Comgian,
uSss
US Diversiticd Groap

Texas O & Gar Corg.



Mr. John C. Quinn

USX

While research continues to document effects of acid rain, public health ie
not at issue. The National Ambient Air Quality Standards for acid rain
precursors, sulfur dioxide and nitrogen oxide, have been set under the Clean Air
Act to protect public health and are being met in virtually every part of the
country. A careful reading of recent Senate testimonv indicates the health
effects mentioned do not relate to acid rain but rather to local polliution
episodes, or to effects from exposure to sulfur dioxide well above the

health-based standard. There is no basis to claim acid rain is & public health

issue except for the potential problem of heavy metal release to the enviromment
due to low pH, which is being studied.

February 11, 1987

The time to stop talkimg about acid rain is when we understard it, have
determined its actual effectes and konow how to effectively contrel it to protect
resources of concern. Before committing billions c¢f dollars to acid rain

controls, we have time to let good science amnswer these questions and guide
public policy.

Sincerely,

Earl W. Mallick
Chzirman
Clean Air Working Group

cc: John J. Curley



USA TODAY

February 17, 1987

District of Columbia: No crisis

USA TODAY's rush to judgment on acid
rain ignores the scientific evidence that! “has
been piling up for years.” Acid rain is the long-
range transport of sulfur dioxide and nitrogen
oxides which resilt in wet and dry acid deposi-
tion on resources of concern. It should not be
confused with the cause and effects of other at-
mospheric phenomena such as the giobal
warming or greenhouse effect, stratospheric
ozone depletion, tropospheric ozone buildup or
smog. Your editorial managed to mix the effects
of all of these phenomena (excep! the green-
house effect) and concluded we have an acid
rain crisis. After years of debate, the case for
acid rain controls has not been made. Under
current requirements of the Clear Air Act, emis-
sion trends for nitrogen oxides are essentially
level and there bas been significant reduction of
sulfur dioxide emissions, yet the acidity of rain-
fall has not changed. We simply do not know if
future emissions reductions will measurably im-
prove rain pH. We do know that trends estab-
lished by recent research indicate the problem
is stable and that we have time to let science
guide the debate. There is no crisis.

Earl W. Mallick
Clean Air Working Group
USX Corp.



Marathon Oil Company
uss

U.S. Diversified Group
Texas Oil & Gas Corp

January 7, 1987

The Honorable

Tom Ridge

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Tom:

1t is good to have you and the 100th Congress back in town.
Confirming our phone conversation, several members of the Clean Air
Working Group would like to meet with the 92 Group to discuss acid
rain legislation in the 100th Congress.

The Clean Air Working Group (CAWG) is composed of over 100
representatives of the business and industrial community in
Washington. 1In addition, most industry associations and key
organizations representing business and industry in general are
members of CAWG. We are concerned with amendments to the Clean Air
Act, especially the enactment of any acid rain control legislation.
The purpose of our group is to coordinate the business community's
response to Clean Air Act legislative activities. CAWG seeks no
amendments to the Clean Air Act in the 100th Congress and is in
support of the Administration's current position on acid rain.

The time, place and format of the proposed meeting is completely
I would expect a minimum of 6 and no more than 15 CAWG members
to participate depending upon the number of 92 Group members that
would plan to attend. We would like to meet as soon as possible on
the Hill, in the Capitol Hill Club, or perhaps in one of the House
office buildings. We could meet over breakfast, lunch or dinner or
at any time during the day. I believe the format should be informal
a discussion lasting perhaps one hour of our views and hopefully the
92 Group's perspective on acid rain. We, of course, would expect to
cover any expenses that might be incurred as a result of the meeting.

open.

I believe an exchange of views on acid rain is important even
though we may not be in agreement. Hopefully, all participants will

benefit -- at least know first hand why certain positions have been
taken.

it with the 92 Group membership.

Sincerely,

Thanks for considering such a meeting and agreeing to discuss’
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Doug Bereuter
2446 RHOB
5-4806

Sherwood Boehlert
1641 LHOB
5=3665

Rod Chandler
216 CHOB
5-7761

Bill Clinger
1122 LHOB
5-5121

Bob Davis
1124 LHOB
5-4735

Cooper Evans
127 CHOB
5-33C1

Harris Fawell
511 CHOB
5-3515

Hamilton Fish
2227 RHOB

5-5441

Ben Cilman
21€0 RHOE
5-3776

Bill Goodling
2262 RHOB
5-5B36

Eill Green
1110 LHOR
5-243¢

Steve Gunderson
227 CHOB
5-5506

Paul Henry
502 CHOB
5-3831

1/15/86

92 GROUP MEMBERS

Jim Jeffords
2431 RHOB
5-4115

Nancy Johnson
119 CHOB
5-4476

Jim Leach
1514 LHOB
5-6576

Lynn Martin
1208 LHOB
5-567¢

John McKernan
1208 LHOB
5-6116

Stewart McKinney
237 CHOB
5-5541

Jan Meyers
1407 LHOB
5-2865

John Miller
1723 LEOR

£-5311

cié Morrison
1424 LHOR
5-5¢£16

Tom Petri
1024 LAOE
5-247¢

Carl Pursell
1414 LHOB
5-4401

Tom Ridge
1714 LHOB
5-5406

Matt Rinaldo
2338 RHOB
5-5361

Marge Roukema
303 CHOB
5-4465

John Rowland
5§12 CHOB
5-3822

Claudine Schneider
1512 LHORB
5-2735

Chris Smith
422 CHOR
5-3765

OClympie Snowe
123 CHOB
5-6306

- Tom Tauke
2244 RHOE
5=2911
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