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Good morning. 

President William J. Clinton 
Saturday Radio Address to the Nation 

Oval Office 
December 16, 1995 

Today I want to talk about the natio_nal budget, and I would like you to listen as a mother or 

father, an aunt or an uncle, a big brother or sister, or simply as a concerned citizen with a 

stake in the direction our nation is headed. 

I know you've heard this budget battle described as one in which the winners and losers are 

in Washington. But the reality is that this budget will affect real lives all around our nation. 

And under the Republican budget proposal, the biggest losers are in your homes and in the 

homes of your neighbors. 

And from infants to toddlers to adolescents to college-age young people, it is America's 

children who will bear the brunt of the sharp budget cuts proposed by the Republican. 

Congress. The budget cuts they propose are the equivalent of a declaration of war on 

America's children. And that I cannot and I will not allow. 

I say again: I will fight for our principles, I will fight for those things that protect our 

children, our families and our values. And that is why last week when the Republican 

Congress ·sent me a budget with the biggest Medicare and Medicaid cuts in history, deep cuts 
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in education and the environment and tax hikes on working people -- I vetoed it. And I 

offered a proposal that protects our principles and still balances the budget in seven years. 

I want to be clear about this: I very much want to work with the Republican Congress to get 

a balanced budget, because I don't believe that we want to leave a legacy of debt to our 

children. But neither do I believe that we should leave the next generation a legacy of 

neglect. 

If the Republican plan becomes law, millions of children would be denied the basics they 

need to live productive lives. They will be denied health care they now have, schooling they 

can count on, nutritious food, a safe place to live, air and water that we can count on to be 

safe to breathe and to drink. 

I'm not talking only about poor children. These cuts will leave a much wider scar on our 

nation. They threaten every child's future. 

Consider what would happen to education. The Republican plan eliminates Head Start for 

180,000 pre-schoolers; it eliminates initiatives that improve teaching and learning in our 

schools; it cuts our efforts to keeps drugs and violence out of our schools and it kills 

AmeriCorps, our highly effective national service program. 

The Republican plan would push 7 million children toward poverty by cutting tax breaks for 
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working families. 

Their budget cuts would leave children exposed to hazardous waste. Nearly 10 million 

children under the age of 12 live within 4 miles of a seriously polluted hazardous waste site. 

We want to clean up these sites, but their cuts would limit what we can do. 

And consider what would happen to Medicaid. For three decades, Medicaid has been a legal 

guarantee for millions who need medicare care -- children, pregnant women, the disabled and 

senior citizens. It has been the primary source of health care for nearly one in four American 

children. More than half of the children on Medicaid live in families with working parents. 

But the Republican plan repeals Medicaid's guarantees. Only the poorest children under the 

age of 13 could expect coverage. But what about all the other children? There are so many 

families in the middle class who are caught unprepared when disaster strikes. These are 

hardworking people like Laura and David Dupler. They had just begun their own business 

when one of their three children was diagnosed with leukemia. Because they didn't yet have 

insurance, they needed Medicaid so that little Theresa could be treated with chemotherapy. 

And now, with the help of Medicaid and God's grace, she's in remission. 

Medicaid also helps millions of children who are disabled or who suffer from chronic illness. 

It is the primary health care coverage for 9 out of 10 children with HIV and AIDS. 
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Medicaid is their lifeline. But the Republican plan would pull it away from more than 4 

million kids. This, coupled with their budget's repeal of our children immunization 

program, leaves too many children in harm's way. 

These Republican budget cuts are aimed squarely at our children. They will face larger 

classes, fewer head start programs, 10 million will live near toxic waste sites that won't be 

cleaned, fewer will be immunized, millions will denied adequate medical care and over a 

million will be forced into poverty. This is no way to treat our children. And there's no way 

I'm going to let the Republicans do it. 

My fellow Americans, I will fight these cuts because they are anti-children. Children are not 

a special interest; they are our sacred obligation. 

Our own budget proposal shows that these cuts simply are not necessary to arrive at a 

balanced budget. My plan reforms Medicaid and keeps costs down. It protects education and 

gives working families with children a tax break. It balances the budget, and it still protects 

our children. 

That's what we will continue to fight for in this budget battle, until our children come out the 

winners. 

Thanks for listening. 
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President William J. Clinton 
Saturday Radio Address to the Nation 

Oval Office 
December 16, 1995 

Good morning. At midnight last night, for the second time in a month, the Republican 

Congress shut down the federal government in an effort to force through their unacceptable 

cuts in health care, education and the environment. For weeks, my administration and the 

Republicans in Congress have been in serious negotiations over how to reach common 

ground on balancing the budget. 

This past week, I forwarded to them a budget that would protect our principles and balance 

in seven years. I had hoped that this time would be different, that we were past the 

Republican threats to shut down the government to get their way. But yesterday, they broke 

off our talks. They actually said that as a condition for our talks to continue, we had to 

agree right now to make deep and unconscionable cuts in Medicare and Medicaid. That is 

unacceptable. The cuts they propose would deprive millions of people of health care -- poor 

children, pregnant women, the disabled, seniors in nursing homes. They would let Medicare 

"wither on the vine." And these things simply are not necessary to balance the budget. 

Let me be clear: I very much want to work with the Congress to get a balanced budget, 

because we should not leave a legacy of debt to our children. But neither should we leave 

the next generation a legacy of neglect. 
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The facts are plain: The Congress has failed to pass a budget for next year and the bills that 

would fund the agencies of the government. For them to cause a shutdown, denying 

Americans the services their tax dollars support, as a tactic in a budget debate, is wrong and 

irresponsible. I won't give in to this threat, and let me tell you why. 

I know you've been told that the winners and losers of this budget battle are in Washington. 

But this budget will affect real lives all around our nation. And under the Republican budget 

proposal, the biggest losers are in your homes and the homes of your neighbors. 

All America's children would bear the most pain from the sharp budget cuts proposed by the 

Republican Congress. If the Republican plan becomes law, millions of children would be 

denied the basics they need: health care they now have, schooling they can count on, 

nutritious food, a safe place to live, air and water that we can be sure is safe to breathe and 

to drink. 

Consider what would happen to Medicaid. For three decades, Medicaid has been a legal 

guarantee for millions who need medicare care. It has been the primary source of health care 

for nearly 1 in 4 American children. More than half of the children on Medicaid live in 

families with working parents. 

But the Republican plan repeals Medicaid's guarantees. That spells disaster for families in 

the middle class who are caught unprepared. 
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Medicaid helps these hardworking families. It helps millions of children who are disabled or 

who suffer from chronic illness or who have the AIDS virus. 

Medicaid is the lifeline for all these children. But the Republican plan would pull it away 

from more than 4 million '.(f&~-1111.l kids. This, coupled with their budget's repeal of 

our children immunization program, leaves too many youngsters in harm's way. 

In education, the Republican plan eliminates Head Start for 180,000 pre-schoolers; it 

increases class sizes and eliminates initiatives to improve teaching and learning; it cuts our 

efforts to keeps drugs and violence out of our schools. It kills AmeriCorps, our highly 

effective national service program and it denies scholarships to more than 350,000 deserving 

college students. 

The Republican plan would push 7 million children toward povertyjij'.jl~IWJl:§~:::Ji!§j'.j'.tl!:!§i 

:E~§11J)~)l:·::@f!.B@Ji~J· by raising taxes for working families. 

Their budget cuts would leave children exposed to hazardous waste. Nearly 10 million 

children under the age of 12 live within 4 miles of a seriously polluted hazardous waste site. 

We know that pollution affects children more than it does adults. We want to clean up these 

sites, but the Republican cuts would limit what we can do. 
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These Republican budeet cuts are aimed squarely at our children. They will face larger 

classes and fewer Head Start proerams; 10 million will live near toxic waste sites that 

won't be cleaned, fewer will be immunized. millions will be denied adequate medical 

care and more than one million will be forced into poverty. This is no way to treat our 

children. And there's no way I'm eoine to let the Republicans do it. 

Our budget proposal shows that these cuts simply are not necessary for a balanced budget. 

My plan reforms Medicaid and keeps costs down. It protects education and gives working 

families with children a tax break. It balances the budget, and it still protects children. 

And it is wrong for the congressional Republicans to insist that I make deep cuts in Medicare 

and Medicaid as a condition to just talk. It is wrong that they shut down the government 

down again just before Christmas. It would be wrong to accept their threat. I rejected their 

threat last month, and I reject it now. 

I will continue to fight for our principles in this budget battle, because that's the only way 

our children can come out the winners. Thanks for listening. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

Off ice of the Press Secretary 

For Immediate Release 

10:06 A.M. EST 

RADIO ADDRESS BY THE PRESIDENT 
TO THE NATION 

The oval Off ice 

December 16, 1995 

THE PRESIDENT: Good morning. At midnight last night, for the 
second time in a month, the Republican Congress shut down the 
federal government in an effort to force through their unacceptable 
cuts in health care, education and the environment. 

For weeks, my administration and the Republicans in Congress 
have been in serious negotiations over how to reach common ground 
on balancing the budget. A week ago, I forwarded to them a plan 
that would protect our principles and balance the budget in seven 
years. I had hoped that this time would be different, that we were 
past the Republican threats to shut down the government just to get 
their way. 

But yesterday, they broke off our talks. Unbelievably, they 
actually said that as a condition for our talks to continue, we had 
to agree right now to make deep and unconscionable cuts in Medicare 
and Medicaid. That is unacceptable. 

The cuts they propose would deprive millions of people of 
health care -- poor children, pregnant women, the disabled, seniors 
in nursing homes. They would let Medicare wither on the vine into 
a second class system. Now, these things simply are not necessary 
to balance the budget. 

Let me be clear: As I have said from the beginning, I very 
much want to work with Congress to get a balanced budget. After 
all, working with the previous Congress in my first two years as 
President, we cut the deficit I found when I became President in 
half; we reduced the size of the federal government by 200,000. We 
ought to finish the job. We shouldn't leave a legacy of debt to 
our children. But neither should we leave the next generation a 
legacy of neglect. 

We've cut the deficit in half while continuing to invest in 
education, technology, research, the environment, Medicare and 
Medicaid and cutting taxes on the most hard-pressed of our working 
people. That's what we ought to do in this budget plan. 



Now as far as shutting the government down goes, this is not 
a result of our lack of agreement on a balanced budget plan. The 
two things have no connection. The facts are plain. The Congress 
has failed to pass a budget for next year and the bills that would 
fund the agencies of government on purpose. They have deliberately 
done this to force me to accept their long-term agenda of big cuts 
in Medicare, Medicaid, education and the environment and a tax 
increase on working people. That's what's in their balanced budget 
plan. But it's not necessary to balance the budget. 

So for them to cause a shutdown, denying Americans the 
services their tax dollars support as a tactic in the budget debate 
is wrong. It's irresponsible. I won't give in to the threat. I 
didn't last time, and I can't now. Let me tell you why. 

I know you've been told that the winners and 
losers of this budget battle are all in Washington, and it's 
all politics. But that's not true. America's children 
would bear the most pain from the sharp cuts proposed by the 
Republican Congress. If the Republican plan becomes law, 
millions of children would be denied basics they need -­
heal th care they now have, schooling they can count on, 
school lunches, a safe place to live, or air and water we 
can be sure is safe to breathe and to drink. 

Just consider what would happen to Medicaid. For 
three decades Medicaid has been a legal guarantee for 
millions who need medical care. It has been the primary 
source of health care for nearly one in five American 
children. And more than half of the children on Medicaid 
live in families with working parents. It is not a welfare 
program. But the Republican plan repeals Medicaid's 
guarantees. And that spells disaster for families in the 
middle class who are caught unprepared. 

Medicaid helps millions of children who are 
disabled, or who suffer from chronic illnesses, or who have 
the AIDS virus. But the Republican plan could pull this 
lifeline from millions of children. 

In education, the Republican plan eliminates Head 
Start for 180,000 preschoolers. It cuts our efforts to keep 
drugs and violence out of our schools. It undermines our 
efforts to help schools meet national standards of 
excellence for the first time. It kills the AmeriCorps 
national service program. It denies scholarships to more 
than 350,000 deserving college students and takes away the 
best student loan program available to young people. It 
lowers the cost and eases the terms of repayment. 

The Republican plan would raise taxes for over 7 
million of our hardest-pressed working families. Their 
budget cuts would leave children exposed to hazardous waste. 
And we know that pollution affects children more than it 



does adults. We want to clean up these sites, but the 
Republican cuts would limit what we can do. 

The Republican budget cuts are aimed squarely at 
our children. They will face larger classes and fewer Head 
Start programs. Ten million will live near toxic waste 
sites that won't be cleaned. Fewer will be immunized. 
Millions will be denied adequate medical care. And more 
than 1 million will be forced into poverty. 

That is no way to treat our children. Let them 
threaten to shut the government down. It is not necessary 
to do this to balance the budget, and so I am not going to 
let them hurt our children and compromise their future. 

Our budget proposal shows these cuts are not 
necessary. Our plan balances the budget in seven years, 
reforms Medicare and Medicaid, keeps costs down. It 
protects education and gives working families with children 
a tax break, not a tax increase. It is wrong for the 
congressional Republicans to insist that I make deep cuts in 
Medicare and Medicaid just as a condition to talk. It is 
wrong for them to shut the government down again just before 
Christmas. It would be wrong for me to accept that threat. 
I rejected it last month; I reject it now. 

I know this shutdown will affect the lives of 
millions of Americans, especially at this holiday season. 
I'll do whatever I can to lessen the impact. Above all, the 
Republicans should come back to the table. Congress should 
immediately pass straightforward legislation to reopen the 
government. That is the responsible thing to do. And we 
should be talking again with each other about how to balance 
the budget in the interest of the American people. 

I'll continue to fight for our American 
principles in this budget battle, because that's the only 
way our children can come out the winners. 

Thanks for listening. 

END 10:14 A.M. EST 
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President William J. Clinton 
Saturday Radio Address to the Nation 

Oval Office 
December 16, 1995 

Good morning. At midnight last night, for the second time in a month, the Republican 
Congress shut down the federal government in an effort to force through their unacceptable 
cuts in health care, education and the environment. 
For weeks, my administration and the Republicans in Congress have been in serious 
negotiations over how to reach common ground on balancing the budget. 

A week ago, I forwarded to them a plan that would protect our principles and balance the 
budget in seven years. I had hoped that this time would be different, that we were past the 
Republican threats to shut down the government to get their way. 

But yesterday, they broke off our talks. They actually said that as a condition for our talks 
to continue, we had to agree right now to make deep and unconscionable cuts in Medicare 
and Medicaid. That is unacceptable. The cuts they propose would deprive millions of 
people of health care -- poor children, pregnant women, the disabled, seniors in nursing 
homes. They would let Medicare "wither on the vine" into a second-class system. And 
these things simply are not necessary to balance the budget. 

Let me be clear: I very much want to work with the Congress to get a balanced budget, 
because we should not leave a legacy of debt to our children. But neither should we leave 
the next generation a legacy of neglect. 

The facts are plain: The Congress has failed to pass a budget for next year and the bills that 
would fund the agencies of the government. For them to cause a shutdown, denying 
Americans the services their tax dollars support, as a tactic in a budget debate, is wrong and 
irresponsible. I won't give in to this threat, and let me tell you why. 

I know you've been told that the winners and losers of this budget battle are in Washington. 
But this budget will affect real lives all around our nation. And under the Republican budget 
proposal, the biggest losers are in your homes and the homes of your neighbors. 

All America's children would bear the most pain from the sharp budget cuts proposed by the 
Republican Congress. If the Republican plan becomes law, millions of children would be 
denied the basics they need: health care they now have, schooling they can count, on-;·: 
nutritious food, a safe place to live, air and water that we can be sure is safe to breathe and 
to drink. 

Consider what would happen to Medicaid. For three decades, Medicaid has been a legal 
guarantee for millions who need medicare care. It has been the primary source of health care 
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for nearly 1 in 4 American children. More than half of the children on Medicaid live in 
families with working parents. 

But the Republican plan repeals Medicaid's guarantees. That spells disaster for families in 
the middle class who are caught unprepared. 

Medicaid helps these hardworking families. It helps millions of children who are disabled or 
who suffer from chronic illness or who have the AIDS virus. 

Medicaid is the lifeline for all these children. But the Republican plaJ1; could pull it away 
from more than 4 million kids. This, coupled with their budget's repeal of our children 
immunization program, leaves too many youngsters in harm's way. 

In education, the Republican plan eliminates Head Start for 180,000 pre-schoolers; it 
increases class sizes and eliminates initiatives to improve teaching and learning; it cuts our 
efforts to keeps drugs and violence out of our schools. It kills AmeriCorps, our highly 
effective national service program and it denies scholarships to more than 350,000 deserving 
college students. 

The Republican plan would raise taxes for working families, pushing 1 million of them into 
poverty. 

Their budget cuts would leave children exposed to hazardous waste. Nearly 10 million 
children under the age of 12 live within 4 miles of a seriously polluted hazardous waste site. 
We know that pollution affects children more than it does adults. We want to clean up these 
sites, but the Republican cuts would limit what we can do. 

These Republican budeet cuts are aimed squarely at our children. They will face larger 
classes and fewer Head Start proerams; 10 million will live near toxic waste sites that 
won't be cleaned. fewer will be immunized, millions will be denied adequate medical 
care and more than one million will be forced into poverty. This is no way to treat our 
children. Let them threaten to shut the eovernment down; there's no way I'm eoing to 
let them hurt our children. 

Our budget proposal shows that these cuts simply are not necessary for a balanced budget. 
My plan reforms Medicaid and keeps costs down. It protects education and gives working 
families with children a tax break. It balances the budget, and it still protects children. 

And it is wrong for the congressional Republicans to insist that I make deep cuts in Medicare 
and Medicaid as a condition to just talk. It is wrong that they shut down the government 
down again just before Christmas. It would be wrong to accept their threat. I rejected their 
threat last month, and I reject it now. 
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I will continue to fight for our principles in this budget battle, because that's the only way 
our children can come out the winners. Thanks for listening. 
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15-Dec-1995 lO:lOam 

TO: (See Below) 

FROM: Jason s. Goldberg 
National Economic Council 

SUBJECT: Daily Talking Points 12/15/95 

PRESIDENT CLINTON STANDS FIRM: 

T H E 

ANY BALANCED BUDGET AGREEMENT MUST PROTECT MEDICARE, 
MEDICAID, EDUCATION, THE ENVIRONMENT, AND TAX FAIRNESS 
December 15, 1995 

"[W]e have to balance the budget in the way that 
reflects our most fundamental values -- increasing 
opportunity; asking all to assume responsibility; 
strengthening our families and the economy; recognizing 
the duty we owe to each other, to our parents, our 
children and those who need and deserve our help .... If 
necessary, I'll veto deep cuts in health care for 
children again and again and again. I'll do it because 
they are not necessary to balance the budget." 
-President Clinton 
December 9, 1995 

President Clinton will make the cuts we need to balance 
the budget, but he refuses to make cuts into our 
fundamental American values. He will fight the efforts 
of some Republicans to blackmail America and shut down 
the government right before Christmas just to get their 
way. 

o Balancing the Budget to lift the burden of debt off 
our children. 
o Protecting Medicaid and Medicare so that we honor our 
commitment to America's elderly, people with 
disabilities and children. 
o Investing in Education and Training, so America's 
families can thrive in the new economy. 
o Protecting the Environment and Public Health, so our 
children grow up in a clean and safe world. 
o Rewarding Work over welfare and providing tax relief 
for middle class families. 

President Clinton's seven year balanced budget protects 
America's values and meets the goals of his agreement 
with the Republicans. In putting forth his plan to 
balance the budget in 7 years while protecting America's 

P R E S I D E N T 



priorities, President Clinton satisfied both 
stipulations of the Continuing Resolution agreement: (1) 
balance the budget in 7 years; (2) while protecting 
Medicare, Medicaid, education, and the environment, and 
adopting tax policies to help working families and 
stimulate economic growth. 

Now, that the President has shown that you can balance 
the budget in 7 years using conservative economic 
assumptions while protecting these fundamental 
priorities, the onus is on the Republicans to explain 
why they insist on an extreme budget that unnecessarily 
disregards America's priorities and values. 
Questions The Republicans Must Answer For The American 
People: 

o Why do they want to deny 1.3 million disabled people 



the Medicaid guarantee of meaningful health benefits 
when it is not necessary in order to balance the 
budget in 7 years? 

o Why do they want to raise Medicare premiums above 
current policy when it is not necessary in order to 
balance the budget in 7 years? 

o Why do they want to deny 180,000 pre-school children a 
Head Start when it is not necessary in order to 
balance the budget in 7 years? 

o Why do they want to single out 8 million families with 
incomes less than $30,000 for tax increases when it is 
not necessary in order to balance the budget in 7 
years? 

o Why do they want to cut anti-pollution enforcement by 
25% when it is not necessary in order to balance the 
budget in 7 years? 
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REMARKS BY PRESIDENT WILLIAM JEFFERSON CLINTON 

EPA REPORT ON CHILDREN'S ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

DECEMBER 18, 1995 

[Acknowledgements: Vice President Gore; Administrator Browner; 
a~d ~h7 students of Thomas Jefferson Middle School in Arlingto~n, 
Virginia.] .&. hi. ~.I n --J ~-4 ~ ~/vP- ~~~_,.u..-· 
First of all, let me thank the students of Thomas Jefferson ~ 
Middle School for giving up a school day to come to the Whit 
House. I know how difficult a decision that must have been. · 
am always happy to have young people come here. Your energy an '4 
enthusiasm remind us that everything we do in this House and ~ .! 
the Congress should be focused on making your lives and your ~ 
future better. That's really what's most at stake in the cur'jjf,.t~ 
budget debate. ~~ .,... , 

Today, I want to talk about the absolutely devastating impact"l~~ 
that Congressional budget cuts would have on the environmentalF~ 
he~lth o~ these young people, and millions of childrep ac~tt'41Jl• 

thtis natbio~. b . . ~fclc,-\.llJb~l.-r.~· -lfd b d Pt\ 1e. 
Le me egin y saying once again -- I am or a a ance u get. 
But I believe we must balance the budget in the way that reflects~/\& 
our most fundamental values: increasing opportunity; asking al»-1 ·-~ 
Americans to assume responsibility; strengthening our families . 
and the economy; recognizing the duty we owe each other, to our 
parents, to those who need and deserve our help, and most ~- )'% 
importantly, to our children. Jp-t..s 4 ..... T Ill II 

Perhaps the most important thing we can do to fulfill that 
obligation to our children is to do everything in our power to 
protect their health. A big part of that is eliminating ( 

~ ,A9-rlM .......... .. 

/J environmental hazards. That means making sure the water, food, 
r... _ _...air, and earth our children depend on are safe and clean . ........ ~-
.frlt tJIP. . ·In the past weeks, we have talked to the American people about 

.- how Republican budget cuts in education and Medicaid would deny 
the chance of a good education and quality health care to 
millions of our children. Now, we have stark evidence that cuts~ 
in environmental protections may put their ,l:~lo/;:SfiQbt1~-

EPA Administrator Carol Browner has just presented a report to me -
and the Vice President which outlines this Administration's cl;::,./) 
extraordinary progress in protecting the environmental health of -~ 
this nation's children. And it concludes with a warning we must • 
not ignore: Republican budget cuts to EPA's public health and 
environmental ,ertforee!ft1mf'Le£Hn~tiens will place our children at A 
risk. I will~ happen. J bl{> 
In the three years of this Administration, we have made ';/ z./t) 

~Ji) S"~ 
~~ t;f~~~ 

fk,~tu, ~~~I 
~~ ~~cw.,-~ 
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considerable progress in protecting the health of our children. 
It is important to remember that children are not. just little 
adults. They are still developing. And exposure to pollution 
can impair that development. They are also more exposed because 
they eat more food, breathe more air, and drink more water per 
body weight than adults. And the little ones are more prone to 
crawl on the ground and put things in their mouths. 

Pesticide exposure is a significant concern. 
t en in in commo 

~~3"L~:t~~~~~~~~A~n~d~~t~e~n~s ~ thousands of accid . In response to a 1993 report 
from the Nationa Academy of Sciences on children and pesticides, 
we took aggress' e action to reduce pesticide risks to children 
and all Ameri ns. We have stepped up our research on the risk 
of pesticide . to children and we have launched a major effort to 
reduce pest cide use and pesticide risk nationwide. 

This Administration has tailen many other actions to protect the 
environmental health of ~ur children. We strengthened our 
enforcement of enviro £ental laws and took action to reduce air 
pollution, reduce c · dren's exposure to lead, accelerate toxic 
waste cleanups and expand the public's right-to-know about toxic 
chemicals in the' neighborhoods. But more needs to be done. 
That's why my b dget makes a strong commitment to protectin~g /2. D 
children from nvironmental hazards. ~-n~ --r:-1 d'J----#- ~ 

Lt)~~~~f'!,lfl-9--~µ ' < . . . ~-et The Republican budget, on the other hand, threatens our ability~~ 
to continue our progress and meet the challenges of the future in,.A.9-
protecting children's health. ~QL._ 

Th~s in standard-setting would impede our efforts to set 
new standards for pesticides in food, contaminants in drinking 

wat0~~~~o~ ~~,#,~--
Their cuts in science and technology would del;Y-vit'1. research 
on children's health, including our research on the effects of 
pesticides on children. Walking away from this vital research 
would put another generation of cpildren at risk. 
;J~~-~ , &)~ ' 

T~·ir cuts in envfr~al enforcement may result in more 
tragedies like the recent case of two children who died when they 
crawled into a dumpster where toxic waste had been illegally 
dumped. Mothers should not have to worry that their children may 
climb over a fence and be exposed to toxic waste. Yet, one in 
four Americans lives within four miles of a toxic waste dump. 

Republican budget cuts would also impede our efforts to provide 
safe drinking water to our children and all Americans. Brinking---" 
water contaminants pose a special risk to infants, who live 
a~most exclusively on fluids and whose--ntnnune systems-cannot 
~fectjvely fight off microbial contamina-nts .• _ 

""n ,.J-~ b ..Je-~~V1;2_ ~~ 
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PROTECTIN.C THE HEALTH OF CHILDREN.FROM ENVlRONMENTAL THREATS: 
A PROGRESS REPORT TO THE PRESIDENT 

· EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Protecting Our Children Is Funcfamental 
Protecting our children is among the Clinton Admirustration's highest priorities. Healthy 

children and families are fundamentaf to our nation. Protecting our. envirOnJ'!lent is critical to our 
c_hildren's health today, and lays the groundwo_rk for a healthier future for their. generation, and 
for generations to come. As a nation. we shquld be very concerned about children's health,·due 
to emironrnental hazards. This.progress report reviews the reasons.why children are pan:icularly 
vulnerable to. environmental hazards~ summarizes the Clinton Administration's accomplishments in 
protecting children from environmental health risks; identifies critical .urimet needs; and describes 
how the Administra"tion's ~urrent and future efforts to protect children's environmental health are 
threatened by Congressional budget cuts. \Ve are deeply concerned that these cuts would prevent 
us from securing our children's future · 

Children Are Particularh· Vulnerable to Environmental Health Risks 
When it comes to their health an<f development~ children are not just little adults. The 

National Academy of Sciences has pointed out on more than one occa_sion that this also holds true 
when it comes to exposure to e!lvironmental pollutants. Children are particularly at risk from 
·environmental.hazards in three ways: 

1) through ·susceptibility due to their rapid changes in grov.nh and development, immature .. 
body organs and tissues, and weaker immun·e systems in· infancy; 

2) through greater exposure, because they consume more food, drink more water, and 
breathe more air for their body weight than adults do, and so can be more exposed to hazards;· 

3) behaviorally, because they explore rriore. crawl .on the floor or the ground. and mouth 
objects not intended for eating. 

The (:Jin ton Administration Has Acted to ·Protect Children. from Environmental Risks 

In 1993, the Clinton Administration taok unprecedented steps to prote~t the health of. 
children from the growing threat posed by pesticides in their food. Responding swiftly t'? · 
recommendations in the National Academy of Sciences' 1993 report, Pesticides in the Diers of 
ln/an_ts and.Children, the Administration committed ro ensuring the safety of foods our children 
eat by considering children's unique exposures and risks, and by reducing the overall use and risks 
of pesticides in the United Sca'tes. The Administration reaffirmed its commitment to the val.ue of a 
healthy, balanced diet for children -- arid pledged. we would look at all opportunities to protect 

· public health, particularly where children are concerned. 

l 
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In the.two years since the Academy report was.issued, the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency has intensified its efforts to reduce the use of.high-risk pesticides; to increase the research 
and testing needed to learn more about children's exposure.to pesticides in food~ and to establish 
new standards to protect chil.dren and infants from dietary health risks posed. by pesticides. 
Neurological testing and study of the effects on children's endocrine and immune systems also 
have begun. 

. . . . 

Because children and infants can be more susceptible -- and more exposed to ,.. a wide 
variety. of enViron~ental health -risks, the Clinton Administration did not stop with fo.od safety in 
our efforts to prote~t children's health. Children's health. issues are a high priority across the full 
spectrum of the EmironrnentaJ Protection Agen~y's work in drinking water protections; toXic 
waste cleanups; toxic air pollution reductions: protections fo.r rivers, lakes and streams; safety 
controls for toxic chemicals used ·at home; lead poisoning prevention;· enforcement of 
environmental laws ~ and, most .critically, the best scientific research to answer the· many questions · 
that remain about how ch.ildren's health is affected by emironmental problems. 

While accounting for children's health risks is a common practice in medicine, it has not 
traditionally been Vvidely applied in assessing risks from environmenral hazards. To change that 
practice at the national level, EPA announced on October 23, 1995, that -- for the first time ever -
- Agency assessments of environ~ental risks will consistently and··explicitly take into accoum 
health risks to children and infants from environmental hazards. This new policy directly responds 
to ~ssues raised by the National Academy of Scienc·es 1993 report, and is an extension of 
Administrator Browner'. s efforts ro make children· s health a priority throughout the Agency. 

More Remains to be Done 

Perhaps the most pressi.ng challenge that remains in our efforts to protect childr.en' s 
environmental health is ·adequate scientific research on children's environmental health issues, so 

· that our nation's· decisions about protecting children will be based· on the best information 
possible. Currently, research on children is so scarce that most current protections are based on 
data from adults. EPA's·new poli.cy to explicitly consider children's Health risks in all Agency 
assessments of environmental hazards is expected to give rise to more scientific research on child­
specific susceptibility and eXposure to environmental pollutants . 

As new dara emerge from this research. it must be used to re-evaluate and set new, more 
protective health-based st.andards for drinking water contaminants. pesticide~ in food, toxic 
chemicals, air pollutants,. and other hazardous substances that affect children. Enforcement and 

' compliance assurance efforts will need ro take into account new and emerging information about 
children's health risks, to ensu.re that new standards will be met.· lri many cases, new pollution 
prevention initiatives can be targeted to help children avoid the risks presented by environmental. 
problems. New research also can be used .to educate health professionals, parents, and teachers 

' about the disproportionate health risks children face from environmental hazards. 

2 

4/lE 



··ID• 2022600279 PAGE 

Progress in Protecting Children is Threaten~d by Budget Cuts 

Taken together, the many initiatives and new policies issued by the Clinton Ad.ministration 
to protect children's environmerital"health are sweeping and unprecedented. Yet today, our ability 

. ·to meet our-commitments to protect children from environmental health probl~rns is itself 
threatened. Two years after.we firmly pledged ro ensure appropriate health protecti9n for 
children from pesticides in their diets .. proposed Congressional budget cuts·will limit our ability t.o 
respond at an acceptable pace to the National Academy of Sciences recommendations. And in· 
other key areas such· as drinking water, clean water, air pollution, research, roxic waste cleanups 
and enforcement, proposed budget cuts threaten our abil.ity to protect .the nation's children from 
the en.vironmental hazards that adversely impact their health. · 
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PROTECTING THE HEALTH OF CHILDREN FROM ENVIRONMENTAL THREATS: 
A PROGRESS REPORT TO THE PRESIDENT 

I. Children Are P.articularlv Vulnerable to Environmental Health Risks· 

\Vhen it comes to their health and development, children are not just little adults. The 
National Academy of Sciences has poinred·.out ori more than one occasion that this also holds true 
when it .comes to exposure ro environmental pollutants. Children are particularly·at risk from 
em.ironmental hazards in three wa)'s: 

First, children ar:e stilLgro\\'ing ~md developing. They move through several 
. stages of rapid growth and development, from infancy through adolescence . 

. Exposure to toxic substanc~s can affect their grov.i:h, impair development of their 
nervous systems, and cause abnormal development because of hormonal or 
immunologic effects .. ·. Infarit5,' ,immune' systems are less well developed, so the)· are 
less able than healthy adults to.fight off emerging microbial threats such as 
cryptosporidium in-drinking"water. ' 

Second, children are more exposed to environ.mentalhazards than adults. 
They eat more calories. dri~k more water and breathe more air for·their body 
weight than adults do. and thus may ingest more pollutants per pound of body 
weight. They eat different'.foods -- particularly fresh produce -- and larger 
amounts for their body weight than adults. Their immature skin and body tissues 
more easily absorb many harmful substances. 

. . 

Third, young ch.ildren~'s beha\.·ior exposes them to d.iffer~.nt environment~l 
hazards. Their natural curiosity and tendency to explore leaves them open to 
health risks adults can more easily avoid. When young children crawl on the 
ground or the floor. or mouth toys and other objects, they are more exposed to 
dust and soil; lead paint; household chemicals; garden chemicals; and other 
potentially hazardous substances. 

. Although we know that keeping children healthy means healthier adults in the long run, 
we lack adequate research on children's environmental health issues, so that most current . . 

protections are based on data from adults. EPA's new policy to explicitly consider children's 
health risks in all Agency assessments of environmental hazards is expected to give rise to more 
scientific research on child-specific susceptibility and exposure to environmental pollutants, and is 
designed to base.the Agency's healrh-protecfr.:·e decisions on the. best scientific·research possible. 
Appendix t includes the complete. text of the policy. 
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. Despite the many unanswered questions that remain about precisely how environme.mal .. 
·hazards ciffect children's health, the amassing evidence.suggests that children's health is 
increasingly at risk from p.ollution and other en~ironmentai" problems. For ex~mple: . 

. • Asthma is on the rise in children and young people, increasing by a. 
dramatic 42% between 1980 and 1987. Many of the six most common 
air pollutants can cause or contribute to respiratory illnesses, including 
asthma. Mor~. than one in thr~e Americans live in an area where the air is 
unhealthy to· breathe. 

. . . . . . 

• Lead poisoning remains widespread at low levels among-American 
children, affecting as many as I. 7 million .children age fh:e and under. 
Although lead-based paint has long sine~ been taken off the market, . 
children in older homes are threatened by chipping or peeling lead paint, or 
excessi\,e amounts oflead-conraminated dust.· More than 80 percent of 
homes.built before 1980 -- some 60 million - contain lead paint. Lead 
poisoning in children causes IQ deficiencies, reading and learning 
disab°i!iries, impaired ~ea.ring. reduced arrenrion spans. hyperactivity and 
behavior problems. 

• Pesticides pose a risk for children both as a household cnemical and in 
food, pa11icularly given rhe higher amoun!S of fresh produce children 
consume. Some pesticides can cause.cancer, central nervous system 
damage, or respiratory illl'_less. Each year, more than 100,000. children 
accid.e_ntally:ingest pesticides. EPA receives an.average of 24,000 
pesticide·hotline calls each year. two.;.thirds ofwhich are from parents 
conc"erned about pesticides' diet'!-r:J' or household nsks for children. 

• Drinking w;lter contaminants pose a risk pa11icularly to infants, who drink 
more fluids per pound of body weight -- and whose immature immune 

·systems cannot effectively fight off microbial contaminants like 
cryprosporidium. LlSt yea..-, a total of 30 million Americans drank 
water fl".om s)·stems that .. ·iolated one or more public health standards 
-- and roughly 13 million of them are served by systems thar don't protect 
against microbial contaminants. 

• Polluted waters not only affect children who swim, but those that eat fish. 
A.11 over.America. signs are posted near thousands of rivers; lakes and 
streams _warning that children and other sensitive groups should not eat fish· 
caught in rhe water because of contamination. From Janu:U')' to 
September 1994,-some l.500 fish advisories had been posted.-- with 73 
percent of them related to mercury contamination. Hundreds· of 
beaches are closed each summer due to raw sewage and other 
contamination. 
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• Toxic waste: Mo.thers shouldn't have to ,_;_,orry that their children inay 
climb over a fence and be exposed to toxic waste, yet one in four 
Americans lh·es wirhin four miles of a toxic waste dump -- including 
9.8 million children .. 

• Cancer-causing PCBs,' or polychlorinated biphenyls, were banned by EPA 
in 1976; some 20 years later, however, this toxic chemical continues to 
persist in .the enviror:irnetit, often in.contaminated fish. PCBs .also ·can 
concentrate at higher levels in breasr milk, posing a risk to nursing infants. 
Children whose mothers are exposed to PCBs when pregnant may 
·develop learning disabilities and experience dehtyed development. 

As a nation, we must remain vigilant about protecting children's health fro~ these and 
other risks posed by ~nvironmenral haiards. 
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II. The Clinton Administration Has Acted to Protect Children from 
Environmental Health Ris.ks 

. . 

A. Reducing Children'.s Health Risks From P.esticides in Food 

. A 1993 National Academy of Sciences report, Pesticides in the Diets of Infants and 

PAGE· 9/lE 

·Children, concluded that then-current scientific and regulatory approaches did not adequately 
protect infants and children from pesticide residues in food. The Academy called on EPA to make 
significant changes in assessing exposure to pesticides~ in analyzing· the po\ential for harmful or 
toxic effe~ts, and in using these data to characterize actual risks. Thus, the Academy report 
pro.vided a major challenge to EPA to· improve the safety of our food supply and provide greater. 
assurance that"our children are protected. In l 993. the Clinton Administration moved aggressively · 
to respond .to the Academy report with a sweeping.joint effort by EPA, the U.S. Depanment of 
Agriculture, and the Food and Drug Administration to carry out the Academy recommendations. 

Going.beyond the recornmenda~ions, the Clinton Administrat~n also launched a major 
effon to improve the safety of food for chil~,reri. while the work to carry out the Academy's 
recommendations is underway. That effort includes two major components: 

• Reducing the Use -- :rnd Risks -- of Pesticides Now: To speed the 
reduction of pesticide use -- even \vh.ile awaiting the results of new and 
emerging scientifi.c dat~ -- EPA, FDA and USDA have pledged to take 
several steps to reduce pesticide use overall: These include: ensuring the 
availability of cost-effective methods of integrated pest management as an 
alternative to traditional pesticides; encouraging the us·e of biological 
pesti~ides and other alternatives~ and working to achieve the goal that 75 
percent of U.S. agricultural acreage will use some form of integrated pest 
management by the year 2000.. EPA has established a cooperative 
pa11nership with'more than 40 pest;cide' users -- including gro~ers, 
utilities, an~ non-agricultural associations -- to reduce environmental health 
risks from pesticid~s through laboratory research.and improved 
management systems. Many of these partnerships are \vith growers of 
foods that children:eat frequently, including potatoes. apples, citrus fruics, 
pears. peaches and tomatoes. 

• · Getting Safer Pesticides on the Market Faster: EPA has greatly 
accelerated its reregistration program for reevaluating and reducing risks 
associated with the older. often more toxic pesticides that are in use now. 
Reevaluations are .being done at a rate of 40 per year and are complete for 
12 l pesticide chemical cases, covering 65 percent of pesticide use in the 
U.S. In 1995, EPA has significantly inc.:reased its registrations of new. 
"safer" or reduceci' risk pesticides. Twenty-four new active ingredients that 
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are biopesticides or reduced risk .pesticide ingredients ·were approved for 
use, qµadrupling the rate of approval of safer pesticides. 
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AJl)ong the specific actions the Clinton Administration has .taken to respond directly to the 
Academy recommendations -- a~d to protect children from ~ealth risks related to pestici<les in 
food -- are the following: 

•· Improving Scientific Knowledge About Children's Exposure to 
Pesticides: The Academy recommended improvements in monitoring and 
tracking pesticide residues on the food children mo.st frequently eat: Since 
1993. EPA. FDA, and USDA and· the states of California and Florida have 
designed a National Pesticide Residue _Database to compile in' one place all 
data on pestici"de residues gathered from monitoring of food throughout the 
U.S. The Academy recommended this step to provide a more reliable 
picture· of pesticide residues in our food. FDA and USDA food-monitoring 
programs. have been redesigned to emphasize moniro.ring of food that is 
particularl~{important in children's diets. such as pears. appies, tomatoes, 
rice .. arid peas. USDA. HHS, and EPA are designing·new surveys to 
improve our knowledge o.f \vhat infants and children eat. And EPA is also. 
improving its methods :of analyzing the componem pans of food as it-is 
eaten (e.g., piZZ3; is made up of wheat, r"omaroes and milk) so that exposure 
to pesticide residues can be estimated more reliably. 

• Conducting Better • .\ssessment of.Risk..~ Unique to Children: The 
Academy recommended a full assessment of unique risks to children 
because of growth and developmental vulnerabilities .. EPA .is requiring 
pesticide and chemical manufacturers to conduct new tests needed to 
assess-potential toxic .effects o(pesticides on the immune system, the ner­
vous system. reproduction and development, and the visual· system of· 
chi.ldren.,. Development Of a long-term research strategy on age-related 
differences in human susceptibility to environmental toxics is underv.-ay and 
expected to be completed in I 996. 

• Combini~g Exposur:~s of Chem.icals ,\~ith the Same Mode of Action: 
The Academy noted that many pesticides on the market act in the same or 
similar ~'ays -- both in their effect{\'eness as_pest controls, and in the health 
effects they cause in humans. Yet the EPA regulates these chemicals one 
at a time. EPA has begu~ to phase in an assessment process that will fully 
capture th.e combined risk posed by such chemicals, stariing with a special 
review for the triazine· herbicides. · 

8 

' 



1012022800279 

• Basing Pesticides· Standards on Children's Actual Exposures: The· 
Academy recommended that EP." take into account children's unique · 
diefar)r patterns when setting pesticide standards and regist,rations. EPA 
now routinely considers dietary risk to infants and children in registering 
4nd re-registering pescicides. In· some cases, the Agency determines that 
risks to children are unacceptable, resulting in the denial of permission to 
use .certain pe~ticides. 

The Academy also recommended that EPA account for other exposures to 
the same pesticides found in children's diets. to create a more comple.te 
picture of the unique risks child.ren face. EPAnow uses an approach to 
risk assessment that examines children's multiple routes. of exposure ro 
pesticides at home and in schools. as well as in food. EPA also has 
developed a new method for assessing·acute -- or short-term --· 
exposureno toxic pesticides, ·improving.the Agency's.ability to prevent 
children from being exposed to pesticide residues that can cause illness 
afte'. only a single serving o.fthe food is consumed. 
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The complete list of recommendations and actions taken to d~te by the EPA is shown in 
·Appendix A. The Academy also i.ndicated a need for more basic scientific research to assist in.the 
effort to reduce health risks iq children from pesticides. Appendix B gives an update on EPA's 
progress in de:veloping a long-range research plan focused on· children and pesticides risks. 

ChaUeriges Ahead for Protecting Children from Pesticides 

In the two years since the Academy Repon was published, EPA. in cooperation w1th 
.FDA, USDA. and·other Federal and State agencies. has made substantial progress in improving 
protection of childr~n from pesticide risks. But much more remains to be done. including: 

• improvements in exposure information. such as a system to standardize data on·the 
pesticides residues in the top 20 foods earen by children; 

• im.pro"'1ng the a\'ailable data on children's dietary panerns to include more up-to-date· 
information and more precise data on age~related differences in chi.Jdren's diets; 

• basic scientific research on the unique susceptibilities of children; 

• risk assessments that take multiple exposures to related chemicals into account; 

• incorporation of the best new and emerging scientific information in Agency decisions to 
. ·better protect children; and 

• . providing more public infonilation .and education as new information emerges. 
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B. Reducing Childre.n's Health Ris.ks in Other Key Environmental Areas ' 

Because children and infants: can be ·more susceptible ·- and m~re exposed to -- a wide 
variety of environmental heal.th ri.sks, the Clinton Administration did not stop with· food safety in 
our efforts to protect children's health over the past two years. Children's health issues are a high 
priority across the full spectrum of the Environmental Protection Agen~y·s·work in drinking water 
protection; toxic waste cleanups; toxiC air pollution reduction; protection of rivers, lakes and 
streams~ safety controls for toxic chemicals used at home; lead poisoning prevention~ enforcement 
of environmental laws~ and research to answer the inany questions that remain about how 
children's health is affected ·by environmental problems. Below is an overview of the areas in 
which, under President Clinton's leadership, EPA has made children's heahh considerations a 
priority in our effons to procect public health and the environment: · 

'New Across-th~Board Policy on .E\':lluating Environmental Health Risks to Children 

While accoµnting for the special health risks facing children is a common practice iri 
medicine, it has not traditfonally been widely applied in assessing risks from environmental 
hazards. To. change.rha:t practice at the naiional level, EPA announced on October 23, 1995, rha·r 
-- for the first time ever.-~ Agency assessments of environmental risks will consistently and 
explicitly take into account health risks to children and infants from environmental hazards. This 
ne .. v policy, sponsored by the ·.4..gency · s Science Poli.cy Council, directly responds tb issues raised 
by the National Academy of Sciences 1993 report. and is an extension of Administrator 
Browner's efforts to make children's health a priority throughout the Agency. 

Protecting Infants from :Mi.crobial Contaminants in Drinking Water 

Drinking water contaminams pose a particular risk to infants, who drink more fluids per 
pound of body weight".'- .and'whose immature immune systems cannot effectivel:y'fight oft 
microbial contaminants.like cryptospor.idium. Last year, a total of 30 million Americans drank 
water from systems that yiolated o'ne or more public health standards; roughly 13 million of them 
are served by systems that don't protect against microbial contaminants. In Milwaukee in 1993, 
hundreds of thousands of residents became severely ill and I 00 -- including children -- died after 
the drinking \Vater became contalninared with cryptosporidium. 

To. ensure that the drinking water is safe for children.· our highest priority today is·control 
· of microbial contaminants~ most notably cryptosporidium. Through the Safe Drinking Water 
Action Agenda, the Clinton Ad.r:hinistration has· taken the following steps to reduce healt.h risks 
from microbial contaminants in drinking water systems across the nation: 

• ·Established th'e first-ever state revolving fund to help achieve safer drinking 
water through funds that go straight to the. stat.es for loans to communities 
with drinking water treatment facilities in need of upgrades and 
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improvements. From 1994 rhrough 1996, the President has proposed a 
total of $1. 8 billion for this purpose; 

• Targeted safety standards and available resources to contaminants that . 
. pose the greatest threats to human health. such as microbial contaminants, 
including cl)·prosporidium: 

• Proposed a requirement for large water systems to test source water _.,. and, 
·in some cases, treated· water-~ for cryptosporidium .beginning in late 1995. 
Data from this 18-month rest will help develop new safety rules and 
standards to protect further against cryptosporidium; . · · 

• Launched a Partnership for Safe Water with the 'nation's water suppliers in 
March 1995, to achie\e voluntary improvements in surface water filtration 
plant's around rhe nation. Filtration substantially reduces--but does not 

. entirely eliminate--cryptosporidium conramiriation; ' 
. . ' 

• Participated in si::ientific efforts to find answers about deadly parasites li~e 
cryptosporid.ium, includi_ng how \\•e can better test for it, how people are· 
exposed ·to it through water, and whether a treatment to eliminate it from 
drinking water will someday be possible. 

Protecting. Children from Toxic Air Pollution and Lead Poisoning 

PAGE· 13/ lE 

One of the greatest accomplishments in protecting children's environmental health was 
EPA's ban on leag in gasoline an"d the Consumer Product Safety Commission's ban on lead in· 
paint -- resulting in a 98% reducrion in lead levels in the air, protecting millions of children from 
serious, permanent learning disabilities by helping to reduce blood lead level~ by 75%. 

Today. however, lead poisoning remains widespread ar IO\.V levels among American 
children. affecting as many as I. 7 million children age five and under. Although lead-based paint 
has long since been taken off the market; children in older hpmes are threatened by chipping or 
peeling lead paint, or excessive amounts of.lead-contaminated dust. More than 80 percent of 
homes built b~fore 1980 contain lead paint. Even at low ·1evels, lead .poisoning in children causes 
IQ deficiencies, rea~ing and learning disabilities, impaired hearing, reduced attention spans, 
hyperactivity and behavior problems. 

To addresnhis most -pressing remaining need in lead poisoning prevention, EPA works 
v..i.th the U.S. Department of H;ousing and Urban Development to achie·ve abatement of lead paint 
remaining in the nation's housing. In'the.Clinron Administration, this initiative has expanded to 
include removals of ha.Zardous-lead p_aint from housing \.vhere children live, or are likely to live;· 
research on lead poisoning and· lead abatement: training and certification oflead removal workers 
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to ensure effecriv.e abatement; public education on the health risks posed by lead paint, 
. panicularly targeted to parents and children; an.d enforcement efforts. 

PAGE 14/lE 

Asthma - both individual episodes and asr.hma-related deaths -- is on the rise in children 
and yo.ung people, increasing by a dramatic 42% between 1980 and ·1987.· Many of the six most 
common air poliutants, such as smog and sulfur dioxide, can cause or contribute to respiratory 
illnesses, including asthma. More than one in three Americans live in an area where the air is 
unhealthy to breathe. 

EPA develops healt.h-protecrive standards that set safe limits for <:;oncentrations of the six 
most widespread pollutants, which are linked to several serious health and enviro~mental 
problems; some orwhich have clear links to children's health, including: 

. . . 

• ground-level ozone (smog). -...vhich causes and contributes to respirato~' illness and lung 
damage; 

• . sulfur dioxide,. which causes increased respiratory illness, especially in asthmatics; 
• ·nitrogen dioxide, which causes lung tissue damage and increases respiratory illness, and 

als9 contributes to formation of smog; and ' 
• lead .• which causes infant mortality, reduced birth weight, and childhood IQ loss . 

. The Clinton Administration has continued its strong commitment to helping_ the areas with 
the greatest air pollutiqn to reduce these six most comnion toxic air pollutants. The · 
Administration also has issued new. mpre protective controls on air emissions from incinerators 
that burn· hazardous wasre -- a process that can result in emissions of dioxins. a family of highly 
roxic chemicals that causes cancer in a·nimals. The 99% reductions in dioxin emissions achieved 
by these.rules have ~pecial protec.tive benefits for nursing infants. because dioxins and other 
bioaccumulative chemicals concentrate in higher levels in breast milk. · 

. Ongoing research sponsored by the Administration is expected to provide neV..· 
information critical to ~nderstanding of hO\'•' air pollution affects t.he development of asthma in 
children. A special effort is planned .to fund research that will foci.ls on the link between health 
effects and exposure to toxic urban.air pollution. EPA .1..vill fund studies that identif)· whether· 
special subpopulations -- such as infants and children -- are at increased health risks due to higher 
exposure to toxic urban air pollution, or due to their inherent biological se~sitivities. 

Protecting l\fothers ~nd Infants from Contamin:ued Fish and Polluted \Vaters 

Polluted waters affect not only children \.\.·ho swim, but those who ear fish. A.JI over 
America, sign~ are posted near thousands of rivers, lakes. and streams warning that children and 
other sensitive groups should nor ea[ fish .caught in the water because of contamination. From 
January .to September 1994, some l ,500 such advisories had been posted - with 73 percent of 
them relat.ed to mei'"CUT); contamination in the fish Cahcer·causing PCBs. or polychlorinated 
bipheny!s, were banned by EP.\ in 1976: some 20 years later, however, this toxic chemical 
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cpntinues to persist in the environment. often in contaminated fish. Children whose mothers ai:-e 
exposed to PCBs when pregnant may develop learning disabilities and experience delayed 
development, and chemicals such a.$ PCBs. also tend to bioaccumulate in breast .milk. 

The GTeat Lakes Water Quality Tnitiative,is a landmark effon to establish consistent,· 
common-sense, cost-effective guidelines to protec,t public health and the enyironment from the 
toxic pollutants in ·the Great Lakes. which constitute 95% of the na_tion's fresh water and provide 

, drinking water for 23 million Americans. By providing standards for the Great Lakes, the Clinton 
Administration has acted to protect.~ost of the_ nation's ·fresh water. addressing the Jo·ng-term 

.. toxic pollution that persis.ts in the Great Lakes, leading to problems like fish contamination, 
drinking water contamination. and beach closures due to sewage, which pose· particular health 
risks to mothers and children. · ' 

To keep our rivers. lakes and streams clean ·- especially those that serve as a· source of 
drinking water or a source of fish for earing -- President Clinton's FY96 budget provided Si .6 
billion in funds for states to build \vastewater trearment plants thar keep raw sewage from flo\ving 
into our rivers, lakes and streams. 

Protecting Children from Exposure to Carelessly Dumped.To~ic \\.'asle 

Parents shouldn't have rn worr)1 that their children may climb over a fence and be exposed 
to toxic waste, yet one in_ four Americans lives wirh_in four. miles of a toxic waste dump., Recently 
in Florida, two. children _died because they inhaled a toxic chemical illegally dumped near an open · 
lot ~here they were playing. · 

To clean up toxic \.va_ste sites, rhe Clinton Adminis.rration has redirected Superfund to 
make it faster, fairer and more efficient Cleanups have been dramatically accelerated: In the past 
two years, nearly as many Supcrfund cleanups were completed. in 12 months than in the 
program's entire first decade. 
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ID. Progress in Protecting Children from En"'.ironm.ental·Health Risks is Threatened by 
Budget Cuts 

Taken together. the many initiati\·:es and new policies issued by the Clinton Administration 
·to protec~ children's environmental health ·are sweepin~ and unprecedented. Yet today, our ability 
to meet our commitments to protect childr~n from en,.ironmental health problems is itself 
threatened .. Two years after we firmly pledged to ensure appropriate health protection for 
children·from pesticides in their. diets. proposed Congressional budget cuts will limit our ability to 
respond at an ~ccep.table pace to the. National Academy of Sciences recommendations .. And in 
other key areas such as drinki.ng water, clean water, toxic waste cleanup, clean ai~. research, and 
enforce~ent, proposed budget cuts threaten our ability to protect. the nation, s children from the 

' environmental hazards that adversely impact their health . 

. 1) The Congressional :budget curs by 17%. ($310. million) funds to set and 
enforce environmental arid publiC health standards for air pollution, 

. pesticides, and cleau and safe.water -- all areas of environmental harm that 
affect children. · The President's budget protects children overall by protecting 
.them from pollution·, which can affect their health more severely than it does 
·adults. In aqdition. the President's budget includes funding for specific actions 
that would set new standards to protect children from pestici.des in food, 
contaminants in· drinking water. and dangerous air pollutants, The President's 
budget also .includes a third year of funding wi~h. $2.J million in FY96 for 
standard-.setting as part of the Administration's initiative on pescicides and 
children. 

Bu.dg·et· cuts ~lso will ha.mper actions to protect children with new 
inforrriation: Reductions to EPA's budget will delay ou·r efforts to require 
manufacturers of pesticides to develop critical new data, evaluate those data, and 

· transl'at.e the results of the evaluacions into regulatory actions that increase 
protection of infants and children. · 

2) The Congressional budget reduces environmental science and t'echnology 
funds by 2i0.t.., a cut of $150 million. These cuts could cause delavs in vital .. . ,., ., 

cutting-edge research on children· s environmental health which would result in 
putting yet another generation of children ar risk. · 

President Clinton's environmental research budget makes children's 
environmental health a priority, including $25 million for research on ground-level 
ozone (smog}, \.vhich causes and contributes to respiratory illness and lung 
damage~ $5. 5 millio·n for research as pan of the initiative on children and 
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5)' The Congression~ll budget cuts by 30°/o funds that go straight to the states 
· to help keep raw sewage off beaches and out of waterways (-$462 million). 

This cut not only poses a greater health threat to children whose drinking water . 
comes from polluted rivers, lakes and strea"1s, but to any children whose parents 
take them to the beach or swim.ming, poating or fishing in rivers and lakes. 
President Clinton's FY96 b~dget provides $1.6 billion in ·funds for stares Jo build 

. tre~tment plants that keep raw sewage from flowing into our wateJ"\\lays. 

6) The Congressional b.udget cuts funding of hazardous waste site cleanups 
. by 25 percent (..;$40C)'million). A funding.cut atthis level would restrict and slow 

the Administration's efforts rn·make the Supe'rfund pr:ograrri faster, fairer and more 
efficient for the one in four Americans..:_ including 9.8 million American children -­
who live near a toxk waste dump. . 

PAGE l8/1E 

We are deeply concerned that cuts ofthi.s magnitud~ ~ould prevent us from securing our. 
· childr~n's future. In particular. these cuts would. undermine the foundation the Clinton 
Administration has built to provide special attention to child.ren':s unique environmental heahh 
needs. Environmental hazards are normoment·ary. In many cases, pollution· today results in 
pollution decades -- even centuries -- later. Along the way~ ·generations of children are needlessly 
·exposed to health risks. · · · · 

For ·example. millions of American children live in housing where lead poisoning poses a 
direct risk to their health; every year, hundreds of thousands of those children are newly poisoned 
with dangerous levels of lead· in their blood. ·Each week of delay in taking action bn lead 
co~tamination -- ~ probl~m we .can pr~vent -- can mean that thousands of children are needlessly 
pqisoned .. · 

Cuts to·EPA's research. ~nforcemenreffort$, and efforts to s.et healrh-based and 
.environmental standards will place our nation's children at risk. today and for generations to 
come. The Clinton Administration has acted swiftly and aggressively to make protection of . 
children a pri~rity, with sound and positive results in just two years .. We believe that "'-.re must 
continue to act on behalf of children .faced with environmental health risks .. While the Clinton . 
Administration \vill continue. to work aggressively to protect children's health with those 
resources provided~ we believe that the Congressional budget cut~ will no~ allow us to fully 

· provide these vital protections that mean so much to the future of our children and our naiion. 
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REPORT TO THE PRESIDENT ON THREATS TO CHILDREN'S HEALTH 
FROM ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Protecting Our Children Is Fundamental 
. We know that, in the long run, healthier children mean he~lthier adults -- a great benefit 

for our nation and our families. Protet:ting our environment helps protect our children's health 
today, and lays the groundwork for a healthier fuNre for not only their' generation, but 
generations to come. . 

Children Are Particularly Vulnerable to Environmental Heahh Risks 
When it comes to th~ir health and development; children are not just little adults. The 

· National Academy of Sciences has pointed out on more than one occasion that this also holds 
true when it c9mes to e)(posure to environmental pollutants. Children are particularly at risk 
from environmental hazards in three ways: · 

! ) _through susceptibility due to their rapid changes in growth and development .. imm~ture body . 
organs and tissues, and weaker immune systems in infancy~ 
2) through greater exposure, because they consume more food and drink and breathe more air for 
their bo~y weight than adults do, and so can be more exposed to ha.lards; 
3) behaviorally, because they explore more, crawl on the floor or the ground, and mouth objects 
not intended. for eating. 

The Clinton Administration Has Acted to Protect Children from Environmental Henlth 
Risks 

In 1993, the Clinton Administration.took.unprecedented steps to protect the health of 
children from the growing ·threat posed by pesticides in their food. Responding swiftly to 
recommendations in the National Academy of Scie~ces' 1993 report. Pesticide~· in lhe Diet.\· <!l 
l11/a111s and Children, the Administration committed to ensuring the safety .of foods our children 
eat by reducing the overall use of pesticides in the United States. The Administration reatlirmcd 
its commitment to the value of a healthy, balanced diet for children -- and pledged we would 
look at all opportunities to protect public health, particularly ~here children are concerned. 

In the two and one-half years since the Academy report was issued and this path-breaking 
Administration initiative began. the U.S. ~nvironmental Pre>tection Agency has intensified its 
efforts to reduc:e the use ofhigh .. risk pesticides; to increase the research and testing needed to 
learn more about children's e~posure te> pesticides in food; and to ~stablish new standards to 
protect children and infants from dieta~ health risks posed by pesticides. · 

Yet, because all children and infants are more. susceptible •• and more exposed to -· 
environmental health risks of all types, we did not stop with food safety in our efforts co protect 
children's health. Children's health issues are a high priority across the full spectrum of the 
Environmental Protection Agency's work in drinking water protections; toxic air po,llution 
reductions; protections for rivers, lakes and streams; safety controls for toxic chemicals use~· at 
home~ lead poisoning prevention~ enforcement of environmental laws of all types; and, most 
critically, the best scientific research to answer the many questions that remain in our knowle~gc 
base about how children's health is affected by environmental problems. 
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While accounting for children,s health risks is a common practice in medicine, it has not 
traditionally been widely applied in assessing risks from environmental hazards. To change that 
practice at the national level, EPA an·nounced on October 23, 1995, that -· for the first time ever 
-- Agency assessments of environmental risks will consistently and explicitly take into account · 
health risks to children and infants from environmental hazards. This new policy directly 
responds to issues raised by the ~ational. Academy of Sciences 1993 report, and is an extension 
of Administrator Browner's efforts to make children's health a priority throughout the Agency. 

More Remains to be Done 
Perhaps the most pressing challenge that remains in our efforts to protect children's 

environmental health is adequate scientific research on childr~'s environmental health issues, so 
that our nation's decisions about protecting children will be based on the best information 
possible. 'Currently, data on children is SO scarce that most cu1Tent protections are based on data 
from adults. EPA's new policy to explicitly consider children's health risks in all Agency 
assessments of environmental hazards is expected to give rise to more scientific research on 
child-specific susceptibility and exposure to environmental pol.lutants of all types. 

As new data emerge from this research, it must be used to re-evaluate and set new, more 
protective health-based standards for drinking water contaminants, pesticides in food, toxic 
chemicals, air pollutants, and other hazardous substances that affect children. Enforcement and 
compliance assurance efforts will need to take into account. new and emerging information about 
children's health risks, to ensure that new standards will be met. In many cases. new pollution 
prevention initiatives can be targeted to help children avoid the risks presented by environmental 
problems. In addition, the results of new research must be used to educate health professionals, 
parents, and teachers about the disproportionate health risks children face from environmental 
hazards. 

Progress in Protecting Children from Enwi..Onmental Health Riskl is Threatened by 
Budget Cuts 

Taken together, the many initiatives and new policies issued by the Clinton 
Administration to protect children's environmental health ire sweeping and unprecedented. Yet 
today, our ability to meet our commitments to protect children -- those wh~ are highly vulnerable 
and unable to protect themselves -- from environmental health problems is itself threatened. 
Two and one-half years after we- firmly pledged to ensure appropriate health protection for 
children from pesticides in their diets, proposed Congressional budget cuts in our research and 
development funds alone will limit our ability to respond at In acceptable pace to the National 
Academy of Sciences recommendations. And in key areas such as drinking water, clean water, 
air pollution, research, and enforcement, proposed budget cuts threaten our ability to meet our 
responsibility to protect the nation's children from the environmental hazards that adversely 
impact ~heir health in ways that are dramatically different from adults. 
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JAMESTOWN ELEMENTARY . (" / / 
Dr. Nikki Smith, Principal . ~ · 
3700 North Delaware Street ~ ,,.~ .,,r 
Arlington, VA · . . · ./ · 

Jamestown Elementary, ·a middle school in North Virgi s successfully 
intertwined the importance of envlronmental and public health ion into every aspect of the 
school's curriculum. Jamestown is a member: of the GLOBE P am - an international, handsm 
on environmental science and education program that joins students and scientists from around 
the world in studying global environment Through the GLOBE Program, the school's 5th 
graders compare notes about environmental observations, such as the daily air and water . 
temperature, with students and scientists around the world via the Internet. Through this 
experiment, the children learn that the interdependence of the ditfere11t atmosphere around the 
world. Overall, the school empha~izes the importance to studen~s of all ages that preventing 
pollution is not only good to protect their environment and their own health, but that its the right 
thing to do . 

. Maureen Herman's 5th Grade Stience Class 

Maureen Herman, the school's science teacher, provides the children with hands-on 
experiments to show them that a clean and safe environment is dependent upon everyone taking 
action to· both prevent pollution, and dean it up. For instantc, the students studied and tested the 
water in a nearby stream and discovered it contained high levels of pollutants. They then 
teamed, through reading scientific studies, that water polJution affects the ·surrounding habitat of 
the stream, including the fish, vegetation, animals and people. For instance, they read a study 
that pollution will reduce the size and health of new-born fish, but after the pollution is cleaned 
up, the fish are born at'normal size. Maureen Herman has also taught the kids that streams like 

· the one they sfodied don't have to be polluted, and that someday, with their help, every stream 
might be free of pollution. 
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REPORT TO THE PRESIDENT ON CHILDREN'S ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH: 
SUMMARY AND BUDGETCONSIDERA TIONS. . . . 

Summary of Report: 
EPA Administrator Carol M. Browner.is preparing to present a report to the President on the 
impact o~ environmental ·pro~lems. on children's health. Tht". report will: · · · ·· 

1) . R~view the·iinportant ~ealth risks children face be~ause they ate more exposed than . 
. · _adults ~o envircmme_rital·corit~anis· ih air~ food, _dirt ot drinking_.water, __ and:aie more ·su~ceptible 
· _:to health.probieiris ffom·enwonnientai problems. . · . · · ~ · · . · : :· '· .. · _ . · ·. · . 

. ., . .· . . . . . j . 

,. ..... 2) · ·.Look at.ihe:.c1.infoh:Administr~t-ion's·unprecedented .eiro~ts·t6.protetf~~ldren;s. 
·. health from .erivironmeirtaI·hann; in .two sections: ' . . . . ... : . ·~ ' ' . . . : . ' . ' .. 

·· ..... · .. · . 
. . · .· .. ' . 

• · · A two~y~a~ pr:ogr.~s~~l>~r.t-.~~-~steps we h~ve ta~en to ~espon.~to.· t~e ri:s~·faced by 
·childrerifro.ffl .pesticides il1· food~·as:detaiied in.the National Academy. bf Sciences' 1993 

.. report .. Our progte&s rep.art includ.es info~ation-on new r~s·e~ch;. riew:testing. : · . : .. 
'requif~me·nts"for"pesiicide~. assesstnents.ofchildren's expos~re·10· pes.ticides, and step~ 
taken to -reduce: those· e_xpoS~res; and ·. . . . . . . . . . . . . ' . . 

. •' . . _ .... : .. ·· '. '· ·' ' ..... 

. . . , .. 
• · ·.A IQ.ok1 afrem~inJilg chalie~gesthe nation.fac~~.iii ·an. areJls w.here cfll.ldren's, health·· ... 

is at·-.risl{ fron1·¢ri.viro.n0.e.rifal harm, including asft:ima due to ~fr:.poll~tion; drinking · 
··water ~o.ntamin~tioii; lead ,poi~oning; toxiC: waste dU'mping; .and ·other ·areas: The report 
will 'note ·the_ needfoi- furth~r r~searc~ siand¥d settfog, enforcement of:~ew sfandards, 
an_d public information to educate parents and teachers. · · · 

·i· ... 

r • ' • 

3) . Assess the.Cong~~ssional budget ·c~ts that.will prevent Admi_nisfr~t.i9n' from. fully 
· ~el,ivering on 'it,s new coinmUme11ts"to protect children's ·environmen~al he_alth. · · · . 

. · · ·Summary of B~dget lmp~Ct Ari~lysis~ · . . . ·1 . . . . . . . . 

The final section o(the report. will, a5 noted above, assess the impact of Congressional budget 
cuts on:the Adrriini.stratlon's effoi-is·1c>·aC1vance environmental health protectioris.for children. 
The.budget. cuts adyersely iinpaet efforts .to protect ~hildren' s. enviro~ef1taJ he?-tth in five .ways: . · 

. . ,. . . . . . • .. · .. · , , .· . . .. I ... ·. . .. 

1) The Congr~sion.al budget cuts ~Y 17% (or.S310 million) funds to·-sefand enforce , · 
en~ironmental ~nd pJJblic heaith standards for· air pollution, pestki_des, . .-an(f clean and safe . 

· . water -- all area8'ofenvironinental harin that affect children. the President's budget protects 
children'over~lt"by prptecting them tf9~·pollutioit,· which can affect t.heid1ealth. more severely·' . 
than it does adults: .In addition, the-President's budget-included funding fqrsp¢dtic ac.tions that· 
~ould set new stan~atds 'to protect·. children from pesticides in "rood;. coiltaminant"s in drinking . 
water, ~nd dangerous air pol!utants. The President's budget also. inch.~ded_·a thir_d year of funding ' 
for the Ad_ministration's irutiative ·on pestiGides and children; ~th $23 milli()·n in _FY96. 

From. r~-reg,ist_ering pest.icides to· ensure that they meet a level of safety·p~otective ;of child_.reri,. to 
issuing a new rule on .tli1y particles or"air pollution that cart cause increas:ed lu_ng·disease _.:. an 
.major issue for··children, in whom asthma is dramatically on the rise -- the. Cl.inton . I . 

. Administration's agenda.ofbasic.and:new protections f9r children is threatened·by t.he delays and 
cuts posed by the Congressional budget. · 

; .. : 
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2) The Congressional budget .reduces environinental science.and technology
1

funds by 22%, · 
a cut of $150 million. These cuts could cause delays In vital, cutting-edge r~search on children's 

· environmental hea~th which would resul~ in: putting. yet another generation. of children at risk . 
. ·President Clinton's eO.vironmental research ,bµdgetwould have .made children's environmental. 

health a prio.rity, ·including $25 million for research' o·n ground-level.ozone (smog), which causes 
and contributes to respiratory illness and lung: daniage; $7 million for research on particulate· . . . . . 

··matter; the tiny particles of air polluti_on that. can' cause increased h:mg disease; $5. 5 rtulli6n for a ' 
: . ·, -~esearch initiative on childrenandpestfoides;:$804.million for research to support."ri~w drinking .. 

. . water standards.and-controls on microbial contaminants; $5 inillion for researcli·on.endocrine· . 
··. · · · .. : c(isn;iptors, which aff~ct the deve~bpn,ient~f:~eprodu~tive syste~s; up to $J · rtullio_n·~fo(~~-~earch~rs 

. ·, .. anhe hatfon's top"instituti_ons to,~xplore.children's ~xposure to "pesticides: andJimds.foi.research 
. l . _.-.:.: :<: on ·how and whether children are at increased he~lth risk from toxic urqari .air pollutants:·.'. : ... 
. . . . . . . . . ~ . . . . ·' ·. :. .' 

.··. 

, . 3) The Congressional budget ~uts _.in~lude· a 27%,cut specifically in enforce~e1it of all . 
·environmental programs (-$114 mill.ion) from the President's FY96 budget _.;, .. mealiing that. 

o' .·· the e~vironmental cop. won't be on the beat to h'elp. kids avoid health 'pr~biems"· frotii- ' . 
. . '.pollut~on. President_ Clinton' s."budget support~ strong. enforcement of our· riatiori' s'. enyjf~_nrriental 
.'/.··laws and-standards, protecting public h~alth for.cliildrert The Congress ha~ calledifor:6uts in s_o-

. '-. .· .· . . ~ailed "low-priority'' enforcement. ··.Though no :one has defined "low-priority;" the cµts rn.l'ght 
... mean that EPA would not be able .to ptirsue.:such small 'enforcement cases as the one l~~t :year in 

Flonda,. when two children died because toXic ·chemicals ·were· ~arel~ssly dumpe4. in :a: lot ~here 
·' the c~ildren played.'· A mother sl.touldn't -have to worry. that her children will clirrifr over-~·"rence .. 

and be exposed to toxic waste-~ and sheshouldn't have towori-y that the.environ01ehtal.c.op 

... ·.· 
won'tbe t~ere fo"protect her·childre.n. . · · · 

·Similarly, if the Clinton AdmJ"nistratiop._.want~iio µ;ake good on· its pledge t9.iinprove hl:'.~hh 
. standards on pesticici~s in food, iri"arr p6lluti6'1. ·controls, in safer drinking water s"tap.da"rd_s, "in 

... tamper-proof.packaging of pestlcides.tisedin the home, ~e'll need strong enforcemerit and 
· ,· · .·compliance ~surance.to make·sure the standards are met -- something the Congressional budget· 

. won '..t. allow in all cases. . ' ' . . . . 

··:... . 3) The Congressional budget increa.ses risk of drinking, water .problems· with 3- 45o/o ·c~t in . 
. state.loan fund~ (-$225 miJliori) •. infants are mqre susceptible to new a:"nd emerging micrnbial . 
. contaplinants in drinking water suth as cryptospoddiuin -.- and .beca~se infants drinkmore fluids. 
·. P.er unit of body weight than do adults, they· face more exposure to such contaminants. President 
Clinton's. FY96 budget req~est provided $500 million in 1,oan funds that ';"Ou id go .. straight to the· . 

. states to upgrade facilities.to en5ure drinking water has been treated to eliminate contaminants. 

· . 4) The Congressional budge~ cuts ~Y 30%Jun~s _that go straig~t to th,e st~t.es to help keep . 
·ra~ sewage off beaches and ·out ofwatei:ways (-$462 million). This cut not only poses a 

· ·'greater health:threat to children whose ~rinking water comes from polluted rivers, lakes and 
streams, but to any ·children whose paients:take ~herri to the beach or swimming, boatip.g or 
.fishing in· rivers and lakes. Presid~nt Clinton's FY96 budget" provided $1.6 billion. in funds· for 
states to build treatment plants that kee-p raw sewage from fl"owlng into our rivers: lakes and 
streams. 
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Talking Points ·~ Chiidren's ·Beal~h Risks 
White Hou1e Event December 18, 1995 . 

Today r presente-C:i to the- Pr~sident ·a report from EPA on 
children's environmental health risks. I want to summarize for 

ou what the report says.· 

Children are particularly vulnerable to environmental health 
risks. 

-----_':'.:C:-"h-:"i:l~d~r:-:e-:n--:a~r~e:-:n .... o:-".t~j;:u~s::t~l;--1:;-:. t~t:-1~-e=-a:-d-:;-u::-:"l"':-t~s-. _:.._ _____ ·· ·-·-"" - · -

They are still developing. Exposure to pollution can impair 
their development. · 

They are more exposed because they eat more food per body 
weight, breathe more air per body weight, drink· more ·water 
per body weight. 

Their behavior is different: They have a different diet, 
crawl around on th.e ground, put things in their mouths. 

~e evidence that children's health, is in~sing~ 
from environmental problems. . riy aL L~~~ !~ 

' . . __ __..,,.. 
expos.ure is a significant concern. Two years ago, 

the National Academy of Sciences report called on EPA to 
address risks ~o children of pest~cide residues on food. 

Asthma is. on the rise in children -- it iricreased by 42% 
between 1980 and 1987. 

Contaminants in drinking water pose a particular risk to 
infants, who drink more per body weight and whose immature 
immune systems cannot fend off microbial.contaminants. 

Polluted water is a particular risk to children who eat 
fish, · children who swim. 

Lead poisoning remains a concern. Three million children 
have ·significant amounts of lead in their blood. 

Children continue to be at risk from toxic waste sites that 
remain to be cleaned up. 

PCB's persist in.the environment;.children whose mothers are 
exposed during pregnancy may have developmental problems. 

1 
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The Clinton Administration's EPA has made protectin·g 
health a priority . 

child~ 
. In response to the 1993 ·report from the National Academy of 
Sciences on.children and pesticides, the Clinton 
Administration took aggressive action to reduce pesticide 
risks to children and all Americans. 

. EPA accelerated evaluation of older pesticides and 
registration of newer, safer p~sticides . 

. EPA launched a major effort to gather reliable data 
on children's exposure and risk. 

. In June of 19.93, 'the Cl in ton Administration annou·nced 
an inter-agency policy to reduce pesticide use and 
pesticide risk nationwide. 

. EPA launched a Pesticide Environmental Stewardship 
Program to work with growers and pesticide 
manufacturers to reduce pesticide risks; 

In October of this year, EPA adopted a new policy to protect 
children from pollution by. ensuring, for the· first time, 
that children's health risks will be consistently and 
explicitly evaluated in all scientific and standard-setting 
activities. 

The Clinton Administratipn has. als.o taken many other actions 
that protect children and all Americans: we strengthened 
our enforcement of environmental laws and took action.to 
reduce air pollution, reduce children's. lead exposure, 
accelerate toxic waste cleanups, and expand the public's 
right-to-know about toxic _chemicals in their neighborhoods. 

more remains 

To continue our progress in reducing. children's pesticide 
risks, we must continue to gather data, conduct basic 
research, carry out risk assessments on multiple· exposures, 
take regulatory action, and educate the public. 

And, we must continue our progress in reducing air 
pollution, water pollution, and expos~re to lead and other 
toxic materials that endan er children's health. 

President Clinton's budget reflects a strong and explicit ' ~/ . 
/=c~o_m_m_i_t_m_e_n_t_t_o~p=----r-o_t._e_c_t_i_n.:g_c_h_i_l_d_r_e_n_'_s_h_e_a_.l_t_h_._--_ _:H:_:.~~ ~ {-t,~ 

The Republican budget thre~tens our ability to continUe our~ ~ 
c:1v,~ ·. 
·~ .. ~ . 
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progress and meet ·the challenges of the future in protecting ~. 
children's heal th in four ways: ;____.} 

The Republican budget cuts EPA. funds for e~ndard-setting by 
l 7% as compared with the President·' s reques ·. 

The President's budget includes funding for specific 
actions to protect children: by setting new standards 
for pesticides in food, contaminants in drinking water, 
and dangerous air pollutants. 

This includes a third year of funding -~ $2.3 million 
in FY 96 -- for standard-setting as part of the · 
initiative on pesticides and children. 

The .Republican· budget . cuts s_Gience and technology funds by -
22% cbmpare.d to the President's budget. -

These cuts could delay vital research on children's 
health, which would result in putting yet· another . 
generation of children at risk. 

The President's budget for EPA makes children's health 
a priority, including: 

$5.5 million for BP~ re~earch as part of the 
initiative on children and pesticides, plus up to. 
$3 million for outside research on children and 
pesticides · · 

$8.4 million for research to support new drinking 
water standards and controls on microbial 
contaminants 

$25 million for research.on ground-level ozone 
(smog) and $7 million for research on tiny 
particles of air pollution, which cause 
respiratory illness to which-children- are 
particula.rly vulnerable 

research on children and toxic urban air 
·pollutants 

$5 .million for research on endocrine disruptors 
that cause reproductive ~isorders 

The Republican budget cuts environmental enforcement 
cut by 27%. · ------------

Their ~udget cuts "low priority" enforcement. 
Do~s tha.t include the two children who died when 

3 
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they crawled into .a Dumpster where toxic waste had 
been dumped? 

The Republican b~dget cuts by· 45% funding to guard 
against dr~~ing water contaminati~: 

The President provided $500 million in loan funds· 
to help communities upgrade drinking water 
facilities to guard against microbial threats and 
other 6ontamination. · 

The Republican budget cuts funding that would help 
communities keep raw sewage out of rivers' and beaches . 

.... 

Their budget cuts funds for communities by 30% -­
a special threat for children whose drinking water 
comes from polluted rivers, lakes; and·a threat to 
children who swim, boat, and ffsh. 

----------~------~~~-----
Protecting our.children is fundamental. 
Republican assault on public health and 
our children at risk. 

We must not allow the 
our environment to place 

President Clinton's plan balances the' budget without sacrificing 
the health of our children. 

4 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

Off ice of the Press Secretary 

For Immediate Release December 15, 1995 

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT 

The Briefing Room 

5:39 P.M. EST 

THE PRESIDENT: As all of you know, today the Republicans in 
Congress broke off our negotiations on how best to balance the 
budget in seven years. They said they would.not even continue to 
talk unless we agreed right now to make deep and unconscionable 
cuts in Medicare and Medicaid. That's unacceptable. The cuts 
they propose would deprive millions of people of health care -­
poor children, pregnant women, the disabled, seniors in nursing 
homes. They would let Medicare "wither on the vine'' into a 
second-class system. And these things simply are not necessary 
to balance the budget. 

You know, I don't agree with their very large tax cuts for 
wealthy Americans and for all the special interests that get help 
in their bill. But I did not require them to drop those 
prov{sions as a condition of just talking. But they wanted us to 
agree to big cuts in Medicare and Medicaid simply to talk. 

Last week, before these talks even began, I forwarded to 
Congress a detailed plan to balance the budget in seven years 
without violating our values. That plan contained a large amount 
of deficit reduction over and above our original proposal. 
Today, we made yet another good-faith effort to resolve our 
differences. I have sought reasonable discussions and honest 
compromise to balance the budget. 

Now the Republicans in Congress are not only refusing to 
talk; once again they're threatening to shut the government down 
if I do not accept their deep cuts in health care, education, the 
environment, and their tax increases on working families. I 
would not give into such a threat last month, and I will not give 
in today. 

I would remind you when we signed the last resolution we 
said we would work in good faith to balance the budget in seven 
years without harmful cuts in Medicare, Medicaid, education, the 
environment, agriculture, veterans benefits, and without raising 
taxes on working families. 

So let me say again, and all Americans must understand this 



-- the decision by the Republican congressional majority to shut 
the government down has nothing -- nothing -- to do with the 
discussion over the seven-year balanced budget plan. Congress 
has simply refused to pass this year's budgets and has forced the 
government to operate on a series of temporary approvals so th~t 
they can use the threat of a shutdown to pressure me and the 
congressional Democrats into approving long-term reductions in 
Medicare, Medicaid, education and the environment that we believe 
strongly are not good for America. 

It is wrong, it is simply wrong, for the congressional 
Republicans to insist that I make deep cuts in Medicare and 
Medicaid, or they will not even talk, and, furthermore, they will 
shut the government down again just before Christmas. 

The Congress should simply pass straightforward legislation 
to keep the government open. And then our negotiators should 
return to the table without threats, without ultimatums, to 
discuss how we can find common ground on balancing the budget. 
That is what we ought to do. That is what I am willing to do. 
And the idea that we should abandon the commitment we made and 
they agreed to just a few days ago in not having unacceptable 
cuts in Medicare and Medicaid as a condition of talking is wrong 

is wrong -- and we should not do that. 

Thank you very much. 

END 5:43 P.M. EST 
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THOMAS JEFFERSON :MIDDLE SCHOOL 
Lawrence (Larry) Grove, Principal 
Mimi Carter, Assistant Principal 
l2S South Old GJebe Road 
Arlington, VA 22204 
703-358-5900 
703-979-3744 (0 

Thomas Jefferson Mi~dle School ia well known as a high quality school with excellent educational 
opportunities. Education Secretary Riley delivered his second annual state of education speech 
there.last February. The school has 865 students, including 240 in the ·sixth grade. The school · 
opened in 1972. The student. body is quite diverse: 38% Hispanic, 26% black, 25% white, and . 
11% Asian. 

All the sixth grade students take the same science class, from either Patricia Hymel or Leila 
'fahmosebi. One of these teachers will~mpany the students. In their science ~lasses, the 
students have learned about the effeas of pollution on·the environment and public health. They 
have studied the water quality of streams in the area.- In addition to the Science classes. the 

_school has a "Builders'· Club,'~ which is an afterschool enVitonmental club. Some of the students 
at this· event are members· of the Builden' Club. The club runs the sehoor s recy~ling program, 
plants shrubs around the school ground~ and has been involved in other community · 
environmental work. · · 

[On Saturday the Assistant Principal will foiward additional information about the school, the 
science curriculum. and the Builders' Club •. along with the information needed for the students.] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL.EDUCA110N · 

Over the past twenty-five yean. environmental education has become an essential 
~mponent to teaching children of all ages aboµt the importance ofJ>ublic:: he.alt!\ and 
environmental prot~on. · Nearly wcry state in tho Country hu an environmental education 
program in somo form: Thete PJOSIJllDI. teach student& to ~me aW&re and appreciate their 
environment by introducini them to eco)9Jicil concepts and current environmental issues. 
Many programs infilse en.viromnental education into mqst or all subject areas and grade levds, 
to t~ dlildren that ev'aytbina ~do afFecta ·our e.nvironment. Further, environmental 
education ia al.so grqwing at the. college and poat .. graduate I~. University educators ~e · 
working to l)ulld environmental education into a.viriety otoollege courses, and twenty-fiVe 
~sinaa schools ~~o teamed.up to ~fbturo ~·ho\fi·~ incorporate environmental· 
.protection into their d&y-l~Y dec:iaiona. BnWomncntal ... tion ~ contb:iue to ~eepen 
environmental understanding.througl:tout the country.and will_edlble millions of Americans to 
participato in p~tecting the enviroMient ond public health .ot their oommunides. 
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REPORT TO THE PRESIDENT ON THREATS TO CHILDREN'S HEALTH 
FROM ENVIRONM:ENTAL PROBLEMS 

I. Children Are Partkularly Vulnerable to Enyjrogmentnl Health Risks 

When it comes to thei_r health and development, children are not just little adults. The 
National Academy of Sciences has pointed out on more than one occasion that this also holds 
true when it comes to exposure to environmental pollutants. Children are particularly at risk 
from environmental hazards in three ways: · 

First, children are still growing and developing. They move through several stages of 
rapid growth and development, from infancy through adolescence. Exposure to toxic 
substances can· affect their growth, impair development of their nervous systems, and 
cause abnormal development because of hormonal or immunologic effects. Infants' 
immune systems are less well developed, so they are les·s able than healthy adults to fight 
off emerging microbial threats such as cryptosporidium in drinking water. 

Second, children are more exposed to environmental hazards than ndults. They eat 
more calories, drink more water and breathe more air for their body weight ·than adults 
do, and thus may ingest more pollut~ts per. pound of body weight. They eat different 
foods -- partkularly fresh produce - and larger amounts for their body' weight than· 
adults. Their immature skin and body tissues more easily absorb many harmful 
substances. 

Third, young children's behavior exposes them to dHTerent environmental hazards. 
Their natural curiousity and tendency to explore leaves them open to health risks adults 
can more easily avoid. When young children crawl on the ground or the floor, or mouth 
toys and other objects, they are more exposed to dust an~ soil; lead paint; household 
chemicals~ garden chemicals~ and other potentially hazardous substances. 

Although we know that keeping children healthy me.ans healthier adults in the long run. 
we lack adequate research on children's environmental health issues, so that most current 
prot~tions are based on data from adults. EPA's new policy to explicitly consider children's 
health risks in all Agency assessments of environmental hazards is expected to give rise to more 
scientific research on child-specific susceptibility.and exposure to environment~( pollutants of all 
types, and is designed to base the Agency's health-protective decisions on the best scientific 
research possible. 

Despite the many unanswered.questions remain about precisely how environmental 
hazards affect children's health, the amassing evidence susgests that children's health is 
increasingly at risk from pollution and other environmei:atal problems. For example: 

. . 

s 3:l'lid 

Asthma -- both individual episodes and asthma-related deaths -- is on the rise in children 
and young people, increasing by a dram~tic: 42% between 1980 and 1987. Many of the 
six most oommon air pollutants, such as smog and sulfur dioxide, can cause or contribute 
to respiratory illnesses, including asthma. Two in five Americans live in an area where 
the air is unhealthy to breathe. . · 

3 
1789£09C:C:0C: : a I 'liO/'lid3 •wo~d c:0•st ss-st-~3a 



II Lead poisoning remains widespread at low levels among American children. affecting as 
many as 3 miltion children under the age of si". Even at low levels, lead poisoning in 
children causes IQ deficiencies. reading and lea~ng disabilities, impaired hearing, 
reduced attention spans, hyperactivity and behavior problems. Seventy-four· percent of all 
housing nationwide -- typically, older housing in which lead-based paint was used -- is 
contaminated with about 3 million tons of lead. EVen though lead-based paint has long 
since been taken off the market, in those older homes, children are threatened by 
chipping or peeling lead paint, or excessive amounts of lead-contaminated dust. 

• Pesticides pose a risk for children both as a household chemical and in food, particularly 
given the higher amounts of fresh produce children consume. In 1993, more than I 
billion pounds of'pesticides were used in the t.fS. Some pesticides can cause cancer, 

/central nervous system damage, respiratory illness. and other disorders. Each year, more 
V than 100,000 children are involved in common household pesticide-related poisonings, 
. and tens of thousands of children accidentally ingest pesticides. EPA receives an average 

of 24,000 pesticide hotline cills each year, two-thirds of which are calls from parents 
concerned about dietary or household risks of pesticides for. their children. 

• Drinking water contaminants pose a risk particularly to infants, who drink more fluids 
per pound of body weight -- and whose immature immune systems cannot effectively 

<Y 
/ight off microbial contaminants like cryptosporidium. Last year, aitotal of30 million 

C/ Americans drank water.from systems that violated one or more public health standards -­
and roughly 13 million of them are served by systems that don't protect against microbial 
contaminants. 

I 

• Polluted waters not only affec~ children who swim, but those that eat fish. AU over 
America, signs are posted near thousands of rivers. Jakes. and streams warning that 

/ childre~ an~ other sensitive groups should not eat fish caught in the wat~r b~cause of 
V contammahon. From January to September 1994. some 1,SOOsuch adv1sor1es had been 

posted -- with 73 percent oftheril related to mercury.contamination in the fish. Hundreds 
of beaches are closed each summer due to raw sewage discharges and other 
contamination. 

• Toxic waste: Mothers shouldn't have to worry that their chjldren may climb over a 
~ Jenee and be exposed to toxic waste. yet one in four Americans lives within four miles of 
\;jj) t/ a toxic waste dump. Last year in Florida, two children died because they inhaled a toxic · 

chemical carelessly dumped near an open lot where they were playing. 

• Cancer-causing PCBs, or polychlorinated biphenyts, were banned by EPA in 1976; 
some 20 years later, however, this toxic chemical continues to persis·t in the environment, 
often in contaminated fish. Children whose mothers are exposed to PCBs when pregnant 
may experience memory loss. 

We as a nation should be very concerned about children's health, due to environmental 
hazards. 

4 . 
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. SCHOOLS TO CHOOSE FROM·FOR DECEMBER 18 EVENT 

Pin.ey Branch Elementary School, Takoma Park, Mn 

The school participates in the Vice Presi.dent's GLOBE program. The school·could send 15 fifth 
· graders, representing a very good ethtµc arid economic diversity. A ·science magnet te_acher ·· 

teaches abm.~t' environmental issues, and she ·would accompany the. stud~nts. The shid~nts 
'conduct numerous environment~! experiments. an'd share the informatfori with scientists. ·Note:·· 
Carol Browner's son attencis·this schopl, but he would not be a part of the event. .. 

Jamestown Elementary School, Arlington, VA 
~' '. ,. 

, The school .participates in. the Vice 'President.' s GLOBE program (and in fa~t ~as part of a 
. GLOBE event with the··VP). The school ~s not all that diverse·. The fifth grade teacher,"Maureen 
Herman, has devoted a good deal of time to environmental and· health ·'issues: .· Environn1ental and . 
health issues are a priorityin the curriculum.· The studepts monitor environriiental data and share : 

· ·it with scientists on the World Wide Web.. . . · · 

. \ 

' ' . 

Ross Elementary School, Washington, DC (pupoht Circle) 
.,. 

The school participates in the Vic~ President's GLOBE.program: The school has made 
' envi,ronmental educatic)n ·a fpcus; 'the shtdents, are involved in· hands oh enviro~enfa.l 
. measurement activities on ·a daily b,asis,' observing temperature, water quality, plant, life, and health 
experiments. ·They share this dafa.with scientists on the World Wiqe Web. The· school is not v~ry 
culturally diverse. The teache.r's name is Gladys Bauder. 

' . ' ·; 
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Flint Hill Eiementary 
Vienna, Virginia 

Flint Hill Elementary has s~ccessfully intertwined the importance of environmental and public 
health protection into every aspect of the school's curriculum--.:. from learning the effects of 
pollution in science class to realizing in social studies that protecting their environment is part of 
serving your community. For instance, through science class, 5th and 6th graders l~m that the 
pollution in Vienna ,affeets what happens down stream to the life and quality of water in both the 
Chesapeake Bay and the Potomac River. Their" classroom study involves some hands-on activity 
-- including cleaning up the Potomac and taking a field trip to the Chesapeake _to test the water 
for pollution, and learn the effects of pollution on the_Bay life. Overall, students of all ages -
learn that preventing pollution is not only good to protect their environment and their own 
health, but that its the right thing to do. 

Hunters Wood Elementary 
Reston, Virginia 

Hunters Wood Elementary, an Arts and Science Magnet_ School in Fairfax County, teaches their 
sixth grade_rs that environmental protection is part of every day life. Linda Hamilton, the _ 
school's science teacher, provides the children with hands-on experiments to show them that a 
clean and safe environment is de"pendent upon everyone taking action to both prevent pollution, 
and clean it up. For instance, this year, Ms. Hamilton's 6th grade class studied nearby ponds to 
determine what the water consists of They-learned that the pond water was not drinkable, due to 
high levels of runoff pollution from surrounding communities. Ms. Hamilton taught the children 
the threat- to their health if they drank the water -- including dysentery and other bacteria 
infections. She also taught them that ponds don't need to be polluted, and th.at someday, with 
their help, every pond ntlght be safe to drink. 


