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draft, 12/15/95 4 p.m.
President William J. Clinton

Saturday Radio Address to the Nation
Oval Office
December 16, 1995

Good morning.

Today I want to talk about the national 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.

[ 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



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



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.



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.



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.



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.



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 § 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 poverty:

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.



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

classes and fewer Head Start programs: 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 going 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 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 --
health 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’l1l 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’'l1l] 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



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 plan, 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 budget cuts are aimed squarely at our children. They will face larger

classes and fewer Head Start programs; 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 government down; there’s no way I’m going 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.



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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PRESIDENT CLINTON STANDS FIRM:

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

PRESIDENT



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?

o0 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;
and the students of Thomas Jefferson Middle School in Arlington,

Virginia.]
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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
enthusiasm remind us that everything we do in this House and i
the Congress should be focused on making your lives and your iglfg
future better. That’s really what’s most at stake in the currpent
budget debate. M

Today, I want to talk about the absolutely devastating impact
that Congressional budget cuts would have on the environmental
health of these young people, and millions of children across

this nation. /J‘dwwﬁ‘j’ﬁé

Let me begin by saying once again -- I am for a balanced budget.

But I believe we must balance the budget in the way that reflects‘7u§
our most fundamental values: increasing opportunity; asking all
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 ‘ b

importantly, to our children. W

AN
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
0’ "  environmental hazards. That means making sure the water, food,
% )air, and earth our children depend on are safe and clean.

-'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 } i

/ _
EPA Administrator Carol Browner has Jjust presented a report to me (-

and the Vice President which outlines this Administration’s

¢ extraordinary progress in protecting the environmental health of 6%?22%&

" this nation’s children. And it concludes with a warning we must .
not ignore: Republican budget cuts to EPA’s public health and

environmental kens will place our children at
 risk. I will/not_Jet/ that happen. 'j?é>¢

In the three ‘years of this Administration, we have made QAZ/g;ZB







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.

Pest1c1de exposure is a s1gn1f1cant concern. Each—year,—nore-

from the Nationa Academy of Sciences on children and pesticides,
we took aggressiVe action to reduce pesticide risks to children
and all Americans. We have stepped up our research on the risk
of pesticideg’ to children and we have launched a major effort to
reduce pesticide use and pesticide risk nationwide.

This Administration has takén many other actions to protect the
environmental health of Our children. We strengthened our
enforcement of environmental laws and took action to reduce air
pollution, reduce children’s exposure to lead, accelerate toxic
waste cleanups and expand the public’s right- to-know about toxic
chemicals in thejf neighborhoods. But more needs to be done.
That’s why my bddget makes a strong commitment to protecting

children from £énvironmental hazards. zz g%%%ié%?ﬁo
W 2 teese b Qe Cﬂil%Z*~—:¢Z%§’ —&b

The Republican budget, on the other hand, threatens our ability
to continue our progress and meet the challenges of the future lnﬂﬁg
protecting children’s health. qﬁ{QA(qKA’

Théir cuts in standard-setting would impede our efforts to set
new standards for pesticides in food, contaminants in drinking
water, and dangerous air pollution.

W o bt A lactlon, cochiniod W
Their cuts in science and technology would delay vit 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 c ildren at risk.

é?tr cuts in envgécn%ental 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. Drinking—
water contaminants pose a special risk to infants, who live
almcsf“'ch351veI?'on fluids and*wnose‘tmmune_s¥stem5’cannot

i M%QZ % O/;wa Pt S
Gt by fota o (e
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Administrator L
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PROTECTING THE HEALTH OF CHILDREN FROM ENVIRONMENTAL THREATS
A PROGRESS REPORT TO THE PRESIDENT

- EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Protectmo Our Children Is Fundamental

' Protecting our children is among the Clinton Admlmstratxon s hxgheSt pn0nt1es Healthy
children and farmulies are fundamental to our nation. Protecting our environment is critical to our
children’s health today, and lays the groundwork for a healthier future for their generation, and
for generations to come. As a nation, we should be very concerned about children’s health,-due
to enwronrnental_hazards. This progress report reviews the reasons.why children are particularly
vulnerable to. environmental hazards; summarizes the Clinton Administration’s accomplishments in
protecting children from environmental health risks; identifies critical unmet needs, and describes
how the Administration’s current and future efforts to protect children’s environmental health are
threatened by Connressmnal budget cuts. We are deeply concemed that these cuts would prevent
us from secunno our children’s ﬁJture :

Children Are Partlcularh Vulnerable to Envlronmental Health Risks
When it comes to their health and development, children are not just little adults. The
National Academy of Sciences has pointed out on more than ane occasion that this also holds true
~ when it comes to exposure to environmental po]lutant: Children are particularly at risk from
‘environmental hazards in three ways: - : C ,

' 1) through 'susceptibi]ity_due to their rapid changes in growth and development, immature. -
- body organs and tissues, and weaker immune systems in-infancy;

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

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'Protec't Children from Environmental Risks

In 1993, the Chinton Admlmstrauon 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 Sciences’ 1993 report, Pesticides in the Dieis of
Infants and Children, the Administration committed to ensuring the safety of foods our childrén
eat by considering children’s unique exposures and risks, and by reducing the overall use and risks
of pesticides in the United States. The Administration reaffirmed its commitment to the value of a
healthy, balanced diet for children -- and pledged we would look at all opponunmes to protect

" public health, pamcularly uhere ch:ldren are concerned.
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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-nisk 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 children and infants from dietary health risks posed.by pesticides.
Neurological testing and studv of the effects on children’s endacrine and i immune systems also
have begun ' - :

Because children and infants can be more susceptible -- and more exposed to -- a wide
variety. of environmental health risks, the Clinton Administration did not stop with food safety in
our efforts to 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
waste cleanups; toxic air pollution reductions; protections for 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 1o answer the many questlons '
that remain about how children’s health is affected bv environmental problems.

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
pracffce at the national level, EPA announced 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 National Academy of Sciences 1993 report, and i$ 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 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 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 auscepnblln) and exposure to environmental pollutants .

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 1o 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. New research also can be used 1o educate health professionals, parents, and teachers

. about the disproportionate health risks children face from environmental hazards.
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Prdgre§s in Protecting Children |s Threatened by Budget Cuts

Taken together, the many initiatives and new policies issued by the Clinton Administration

to protect children’s environmental health are sweéping and unprecedented. Yet today, our ability

- to meet our-commitments to protect children from environmental 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 acceptable pace to the National Academy of Sciences recommendations. And in-
other key areas such-as drinking water, clean water, air pollution, research, toxic waste cleanups
and enforcement, proposed budget cuts threaten our ability to protect the nation’s chlldren from
the env:ronmental hazards that advérsely impact their health :

5/1€
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PROTECTIN G THE HEALTH OF CH[LDREN FROM EN VIRONMENTAL THREATS
A PROGRESS REPORT TO THE PRESIDENT

1. Children Are Particularlv Vulnerable to Environmental Health Risks

When it comes to their 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 environthental 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 developmcnt because of hormonal or
immunologic effects.. Infants’ immune systems are less well developed, so the; are
Jess able than healthy aduits to fight off emerging microbial threats such as
cryptospondxum in"drinking’ water.

Second ‘children are more exposed to environmental hazards than adults.
They eat more calories. drink-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 children’s behavior exposes them to d'ifferélnt. environmental
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 chemncals garden chemicals; and other
potennally hazardous substances. '

Although we knov« that keeping chxldren healthy means healthier adults'in the long run,
we lack adequate research on children’s environmental health issués, 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 health-protective decisions on the best scientific research possnble
Appendix C includes the complete text of the policy. -



A ww

1

r

oo rrUM:ErFAs7AUM OFFICE

ID. 20226008273

I'd , ’

PAGE

' Despite the many unanswered questions that remain about precisely how environmental . _
“hazards affect children’s health, the amassing evidence suggests that children’s health is
mcreasmaly at risk from pollution and other envxronmental problems. For example

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. More than one in three Amencans live in an area where the air is
unhealthy (o] breathe

Léad po_isoning' remains widespread at low levels among-American -
children, affecting as many as 1.7 million children age five and under.
Although lead-based paint has long since been taken off the market,
children in older hornes are threatened by chipping or peeling lead paint, or
eéxcessive amounts of lead-contaminated 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
disabilities, impaired hearing, reduced attention spans, hyperactivity and

~ behavior problems.

Pesticides pbs'e a risk for children both as a household chemical and in
food, particularly given the higher amounts of fresh produce children
consume. Some pesticidés can cause.cancer, central nervous system
damage, or respiratory illness. Each year, more than 100, 000. children
accidentally:ingest pesticides. EPA receives an average of 24,000
pesticide-hotline calls each vear, two:thirds of which are from parents
concerned about pesticides’ dietary or household risks for children.

Drmkmg water contaminants pose a risk pamcu]arly to infants, who dnnk -
more fluids per pound of body weight -~ and whose immature immune

-systems cannot effectively fight off microbial contaminants like

cryptosporidium. Last year, a total of 30 million 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..

Polluted waters not only affect children who swim, but those that eat fish,

All over. America. signs are posted near thousands of rivers, lakes and
streams warning that children and other sensitive groups should not eat f:h
caught in the water because of contamination, From January to
September 1994, some 1.500 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: Mothers shouldn’t have to worry that their children may
climb over a fence and be exposed to toxic waste, vet one in four
Americans lives within four miles of a toxic waste dump -- including
_9 8 mllhon chlldren. : ' :

e _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 environment, often in.contaminated fish. PCBs also can
concentrate at highek levels in breast milk, posing a risk to nursing infants.
Children whose mothers are exposed to PCBs when pregnant may
-develop learning disabilities and experience delayed development.

As a nation, we must remain vmlanr about protecting children’s health from these and
other risks posed by enwronmennl hazards. -
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TI. The Clinton Administration Has Acted to Protect Children from
" Environmental Heql(h RRIJ

N . .

A. Redu’cing Children’s Héaith Risks From Pesticides in Food

A 1993 National Academy of Sciences report, Pesticides in the Diets of Infants and
'Chlldren 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 10 make
significant changes in assessing exposure to pesticides, in analyzing the potential for harmful or
toxic effects, and in using these data to characterize actual risks. Thus, the Academy report
provided a major challenge to EPA to'improve the safety of our food supply and provide greater .
assurance that our children are protected. In 1993, the Clinton Administration moved aggressively -
to respond to the Academy report with a sweeping joint effort by EPA, the U.S. Department of
Agriculture, and the Food and Drug Administration to carry out the Academy recommendations.

Going beyond the recommendations, the Clinton Administration also launched a major
effort to improve the safety of food for children, while the work to carry out the Academy’s
recommendations is underway. That effort includes two major components:

. Reducing the Use -- and Risks -- of Pesticides Now: To speed the

" reduction of pesticide use -- even while awaiting the results of new and
emerging scientific data -- EPA, FDA and USDA have pledged to take
several steps to reduce pestlcxde use overall: These include: ensuring the
availability of cost-effective methods of integrated pest management as an
alternative to traditional pesticides; encouraging the use of biological
pesticides and other alternatives; and working to achieve the goal that 75
percent of U.S. agnicultural acreage will use some form of integrated pest
management by the year 2000. EPA has estabhshed a cooperative
partnership with'more than 40 pesucide users -- including growers,
utilities, and non- -agficultural associations -- to reduce environmental health
risks from pesticidgs through laboratory research.and improved
management systems. Many of these partnerships are with growers of
foods that children-eat frequently, including potatoes, apples, citrus fruits,
pears, peaches and tomatoes.

. * Getting Safer Pesticides on the Market Faster: EPA has greatly
accelerated its réregistration 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
121 pesticide chemical cases, covering 65 percent of pesticide use in the
U.S. In 1995, EPA has significantly incréased its registrations of new,
"safer” or reduced risk pesticides. Twenty-four new active ingredients that

\
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are biopesticides or reduced risk pesucnde ingredients were approved for
use, quadruph% y the rate of approval of safer peSthldeS

Among the specific actions the Chnton Administration has taken to respond directly to the

Academy recommendations -- and to protect children’ from health risks related to pesticides in
food -- are the followmg : .

Improving Scientific Knowledge About Children’s Exposure to
Pesticides: The Academy recommended improvements in monitoring and
tracking pesticide residues on the food children most 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 pesticide 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. FD.A and USDA food-monitoring
programs have been redesigned to emphasize monitoring of food that is
particularly important in children’s diets. such as pears, apples, tomatoes,
rice. arid peas. USDA. HHS, and EPA are designing-new surveys to
lmprove our knowledge of what infants and children eat. And EPA is also |
improving its methods ‘of analyzing the component parts of food as itis
eaten (e.g., pizza is made up of wheat, romatoes and milk) so that exposure
to pesticide resndues can be estimated more rehably

Conductino Better Assessment of Risks Unique to Children: The
Academy recommended a full assessment of unique risks to children
because of growth and dev elopmental vulnerabilities. - EPA is requiring
pesticide and chemical manufacturers to conduct new tests needed to
assess-potential toxic effects of pesticides on the immune system, the ner-
vous system, reproduction and development, and the visual system of -
children, Development of a long-term research strategy on age-related
differences in human susceptibility to enwronmental toxics 1s underway and
expected to be \.ompleted in ]996.

Combining Exposures of Chemicals with the Same Mode of Action:
The Academy noted that many pesticides on the market act in the same or
similar ways -- both in their effectiveness as pest controls, and in the health
effects they cause in humans. Yet the EPA regulates these chemicals one
at a time. EPA has begun to phase in an assessment process that will fully
capture the combined risk posed by such chemicals, starting with a :pec:al
review for the triazine herbicides.:

18/71¢€
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. Basing Pesticides Standards on Children’s Actual Exposures: The
* Academy recommended that EPA take into account children’s unique -
dietary patterns when setting pesticide standards and registrations. EPA
now routinely considers dietary risk to infants and children in registering
and re-registering pesticides. In some cases, the Agency determines that .
nisks to children are unacceptable, resulting in the denial of permrssron to
use certain pesticides.

The Academy also recommended that EPA account for other exposures o
the same pesticides found in children’s diets, to create a more complete
picture of the unique risks children face. EPA now uses an approach to
risk assessment that examines children’s multiple routes. of exposure to
pesticides at home and in schools, as well as in food. EPA also has
developed a new method for assessing-acute -- or short-term --
exposures 10 toxic pesticides, improving.the Agency’s.ability to prevent
children from being exposed to pesticide residues that can cause illness
after onI) a single serving of the food is consumed.

The complet‘e list of recommendations a'nd actions taken to dgte by the EPA is shown in
- Appendix A. The Academy also indicated a need for more basic scientific research to assist in the
effort to reduce health risks to children from pesticides. Appendix B gives an update on EPA’s
progress in developing a long-range research plan focused on children and pesticides risks.

P

Chall'enges_Ahend for Protecting Children from Pesticides

In the two years since the Academy Report was published, EPA. in cooperation with
FDA, USDA, and-other Federal and State agencies, has made substantial progress in improving
protection of children from pestici_de risks. But much more remains to be done, including:

. | .rmproxements in exposure information, such as a system to standardrze data on‘the
pesticides residues in the top 20 foods earen by children;

* - improving the available data on children’s dietary pattern> 10 rnc]ude more up-to-date-
_information and more precise data on age- related differences in children’s diéts;

. 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 scrennﬁc information in Aoency decisions to

better protect children; and

. _providing more public information and education as new information emerges.

9
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B. Reducing Children’s Health Risks in Other Key Ehvironmental- Areas’

Because children and infants can be more susceptible -- and more exposed to -- a wide
variety of environmental health risks, 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 Agency’s ' work in drinking water
protectlon toxic waste cleanups; toxic air pollution reduction; protectlon of nvers, lakes and
streams; safety controls for toxic chemicals used at home; lead poisoning prevention; enforcement

- of environmental laws; and research to answer the many 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 health considerations a
pnontv in our efforts to protect pubhc healrh and the environment:

‘New Acrdss-the_-Board Policy on Evaluming Environmenml Health Risks to Children

While accounting for the special health nisks facing children is a common practice in
medicine, it ha> not traditionally been widély applied in assessing risks from environmental
hazards. To change that practice at the national level, EPA announced on October 23, 1995, that

- for the first time ever -- Agency assessments of environmental risks will consistently and

explicitly take into account heaith risks to-children and infants from environmental hazards. This
new policy, sponsored by the Agency’s Science Policy Council, directly responds to 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 Microbial Contaminants in Drinking Water

Drinking water contaminants pose a particular risk to infants, who drink more fluids per
pound of body weight -- and"whose immature immune systems cannot effectively fight off
microbial contaminants like cryptosporidium. Last vear, a total of 30 million Americans drank
water from systems that violated one 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 100 -- including children =- died after
the drinking water bécame containinated 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 Administration Has taken the following steps to reduce hea]th nisks
from microbial contammants in drinking water systems across the nation:

. - Established the ﬁrst-ever state revolving fund to help achieve safer drinking

water through funds that go straight to the states for loans 1o communities
- with-drinking water treatment facilities in need of upgrades and

10
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improvements From 1994 throuch 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 cry prospondium

. 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 test will help develop new safety rules and
standards to protect further against crvptospondium

» - - Launched a Partnership for Safe Water with the nation’s water suppliers in
March 1995, 16 achieve voluntary improvements in surface water filtration
plants around the nation. Filtration substantially reduces--but does not

“entirely eliminate--cryptosporidium contamination,

. Panicipa'ted in scientific efforts to find answers about deadly parasites like
~ cryptosporidium, including how we can better test for it, how people are
exposed to it through water, and whether a trearment to ehminate it from
drinkm« water mll someday be possible.

Protec.tinig Children from Toxic Air Pollution and Lead Poisoning

One of the greatest accomplishments in protecting children’s environmental health was
EPA’s ban on lead in gasoline and the Consumer Product Safety Commission’s ban on lead in’
paint —- resulting in a 98% reduction in lead levels in the air, protecting millions of children from
serious, permanent learning disabilities by helping to reduce blood lead levels by 75%

Today, however, lead poisoning remains widespread at low leve]s among American
children, affecting as many as 1.7 -million children age five and under. Although lead-based paint
has long since been taken off the market; children in older homes are threatened by chipping or
peeling lead paint, or excessive amounts of lead- contaminated dust. More than 80 percent of
homes built before 1980 contain lead paint. Even at low levels, lead poisoning in children causes
1Q deficiencies, reading and learning disabilmes impaired heann , reduced attention spans,
hyperactivny and behawor problems

_ To address this most. .pressing remaining need in lead poisoning preventlon EPA works
with the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development to achieve abatement of lead paint
remaining in the nation’s housing. In'the Clinton Administration, this initiative has expanded to
include removals of hazardous lead paint from housing where children live, or are likely to live;
research on lead poisoning and lead abatement: training and certification of lead removal workers

11
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to ensure effective abatement, . public education on the health risks posed by lead paint,

-particularly targeted to parents and children; and enforcement efforts.

Asthma - both individual episodes and asthma-related deaths -- 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, such as smog and sulfur dioxide, can cause or contribute to respiratory
illnesses, including asthma. \4ore than oné in three Americans live in an area where the air is
unhealthy to breathe. - -

EPA develops heaith-protective standards that set safe limits for concentrations of the six
most widespread pollutants, which are linked to several serious health and environmental
problems, some of which have c]ear links to children’s health, including:

. ground-level ozone (smog). which causes and contnbutes to respiratory tllness and lung .
damage ' . :
. -sulfur dioxide, which causes increased respiratory illness, especxall» in asthmatics;
. ‘nitrogen dioxide, which causes lung tissue damage and increases respiratory illness, and

also contributes to formation of smog; and

e lead, which causes infant mortality, reduced birtH weight, and chi_ldhoqd 1Q loss.

- The Clinton-Administration has continued its strong commitment to helping the areas with
the greatest air pollution to reduce these.six most commion toxic air pollutants. The -
Administration also has issued new, more protective controls on air emissions from incinerators
that burn hazardous waste -- a process thar can result in emissions of dioxins. a family of highly
toxic chemicals that causes cancer in animals. The 99% reductions in dioxin emissions achieved

by these.rules have special protective 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 new
information critical to understanding of how air pollution affects the development of asthma in
children. A special effort is planned to fund research that will focus on the link between health
effects and exposure to toxic urban air pollution. EPA will fund studies that identify 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 serisitivities.

Protecting Mothers and Infants from Contnminated Fish and Polluted Waters

Polluted waters aﬁ‘ect not only children who swim, but those vxho eat fish. All 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 the water because of contamination. From
January to September 1994, some 1,500 such advisories had been posted — with 73 percent of
them related to mercury contamination in the fish. Cancer-causing PCBs. or polychlorinated
biphenyls, were banned by EPA in 1976 some 20 years later, however, this toxic chemical

12
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continues to persist in the environment, often in contaminated fish. Children whose mothers are
exposed to PCBs when pregnant may develop learning disabilities and experience delayed
development, and chemicals such as PCBs also tend to bioaccumulate in breast milk.

" The Great Lakes Water Quality Tnitiative is a landmark effort to establish consistent,

common-sense, cost-effective guidelines to protect public health and the environment from the
toxic pollutants in the Great Lakes, which constitute 95% of the nation’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 most of the nation’s fresh water, addressing the long-term

. toxic pollution that persists in the Great Lakes, leadmg to problems like fish contamination,

drinking water contamination, and beach closures due to sewage, which pose particular health
risksto mothers and chnldren

To keep our rivers, lakes and streams clean -- especially those that serve as a'source of
drinking water or a source of fish for eating -- President Clinton’s FY96 budget provided $1.6
‘billion in funds for states to build wastewater treatment plants that keep raw sewage from flowing
into our rivers, lakes and streams. :

Protecting Children from Exposur’e to Carclessly Durﬁped'ToXic Waste -

Parents shouldn’t have 10 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. Recently
in Florida, two children died because thev inhaled a toxic chemlcal |llegally dumped near an open -
lot where they were pla\mc

To clean up toxic wa_éte sites, the Clinton Administration has redirected Superfund to
make 1t faster, fairer and more efficient. Cleanups have been dramatically accelerated: In the past
two years nearly as many Superfund cleanups were completed.in 12 months than in the
program s entire ﬁrst decade. :
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. I Progress in Protecting Children from En'\{if011m'ental'Health Risks is Threatened by
Budget Cuts ' : :

Taken together, the many initiatives and new policies issued by the Clinton Administration .
to protect children’s environmental health are sweeping and unprecedented. Yet today, our ability
10 meet our commitments to protect children from environmental 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 acceptable pace to the National Academy of Sciences recommendations. ' And in
other key areas such as drinking water, clean water, toxic waste cleanup, clean air, research, and
enforcement proposed budget cuts threaten our ability to protect the natlon s children from the
- environmental hazards that adversely xmpact thelr health.

‘1) The Congressional budget cuts by 17% (S310 million) funds to set and
enforce environmental and public health standards for air pollution,
pesticides, and clean and safe water -- il areas of environmental harm that
affect children. The President’s budget protects children overall by protecting
them from pol]utlon which can affect their health more severely than it does
adults. In addition, the President’s budget includes funding for specific actions
that would set new standards to protect children from pesticides in food,
contaminants in drinking water, and dangerous air pollutants. The President’s
budget also mcludes a third year of funding with $2.3 million in FY96 for
standard-aemnw as part of the Admlnlstranon s initiative on pesticides and
children. '

, Budget cuts also will hamper actions to protect children wnh new
information: Reductions to EPA’s budget will delay our efforts to require
manufacturers of pesticides to develop critical new data, evaluate those data, and
-translate the results of the evaluations i into regulatory actions that increase
protection of 1nfant> and children.

2) The Congressional budget reduces environmental science and technology
funds by 22%, a cut of $150 million. These cuts could cause delays 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 budger makes children’s
environmental health a priority, including $25 million for research on ground-level
ozone (smog), which causes and contributes to respiratory illness and lung
damage; $5.5 million for research as part of the initiative on children and

14
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5) The Congressnonal budget cuts by 30% funds that go straloht to the states
" to help keep raw sewage off beaches and out of waterways (-3462 million).
This cut not only poses 4 greater health threat to children whose drinking water .
comes from polluted rivers, lakes and streams, but to any children whose parents
take them to the beach or swimming, boating or fishing in rivers and lakes.
President Clinton’s FY96 budget provides $1.6 billion in funds for states to build |
_treatment plants that keep raw sewage from flowing into our waterways.

6) The Congressional budget cuts funding of hazardous waste site cleanups

_ by 25 percent (-8400 million). A funding cut at this level would restrict and slow
the Administration’s efforts to make the Superfund program faster, fairer and more
efficient for the one in four Americans — including 9.8 mxlhon American children --
who live near toxic waste dump

We are deeply concerned that cuts of this magnitude would prevent us from securing our

‘children’s future. In particular, these cuts would undermine the foundation the Clinton

Administration has built to provide special attention to children’s unique énvironmental health
needs. Environmental hazards are not' momentary. Tn many cases, pollution today results in
pollution decades -- even centuries -- later Alonc the way, generanons of children are needlessly

exposed to health risks.

! For 'example, millionsof 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 on lead
contamination -- a problem we can prevent -- - can mean that thousands of children are needlessly

poisoned. -

.Cuts to-EPA’s research, enforcement efforts, and efforts to set health-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 protectlon of .
children a priority, with sound and positive results in just two years.. We believe that we must
continue to act on behalf of children faced with environmental health risks. While the Clinton
Administration will continue.to work aggressively to protect children’s health with those
resources provided; we believe that the Congressional budget curs will not allow us to fully

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

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Protecting Qur Children Is Fundamental
We know that, in the long run, healthier children mean healthier adults -- a great benefit
for our nation and our families. Proteiting our environment helps protect our children’s health
today, and lays the groundwork for a healthier future for not only their generation, but
- generations to come. . .

Children Are Particularly Vulnerable to Environmental Health Risks
' When it comes to their 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

1) through susceptibility due to their rapxd changes in growth and development, immature 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 body weight than adults do, and so can be more exposed to hazards,
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 swittly 1o
recommendations in the National Academy of Sciences’ 1993 report, Pesticides in the Diels of
Infants 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 reaffirmed
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 where 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. 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 tp pesticides in food; and to establish new standards to
protect children and infants from dietary 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 to 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 pollution
reductions; protections for rivers, lakes and streams; safety controls for toxic chemicals used'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 knowledge
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 announced 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 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.

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 children’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 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 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 1o educate health professionals,
parents, and teachers about the disproportionate health risks children face from environmental
hazards. _

Progress in Protecting Children from Environmental Health Risks is Threatened by
Budget Cuts
Taken together, the many initiatives and new pohCIes issued by the ChntOn

. Administration to protect children’s environmental health are sweeping and unprecedented. Yet -
today, our ability to meet our commitments to protect children -- those who 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 appropniate 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 an acceptable pace to the National
Acadcmy 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 their health in ways that are dramatically different from adults.
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JAMESTOWN ELEMENTARY
Dr. Nikki Smith, Principal

3700 North Delaware Street
Arlington, VA

Jamestown Elementary, a middle school in Northefn Virginj
intertwined the importance of environmental and public health
school’s curriculum, Jamestown is a member. of the GLOBE Pwdfgram -- an international, hands-
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 Sth
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 different atmosphere around the
world. Overall, the school emphasizes the importance to students of all ages that preventing

pollution is not only good to protect their environment and their own héalth, but that its the right
thing to do.

. Maureen H.erman’s_Sth Grade Science Class

Maureen Herman, the school’s science teacher, provides the children with hands-on
expenments to show them that a clean and safe environment is dependent upon everyone taking
action to'both prevent pollution, and clean it up. For instance, the students studied and tested the
water in a nearby stream and discovered it contained high levels of pollutants. They then
learned, through reading scientific studies, that water pollution 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 studied 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
SUMNIARY AND BUDGET CONSIDERATIONS. -

Summary of Report : '
EPA Administrator Carol M. Browner is preparing to present a report to the Presrdent on the
'lmpact of envrronmental problems on chtldren s health. The report wxll ’ :

1) ' Revrew the lmportant health risks children face because they are. more exposed than
. adultsto envxronmental contaminants in air; food, dirt of dnnkmg water and are more susceptlble
oto health problems from: env1ronmental problems ' : - _ '
- J
) Look at the Clmton Admmlstratlon (3 unprecedented elTorts to protect chtldren S o
a health from envtronmental harm m two secttons oL

oo A two-year progress report on steps we have taken to respond to the rlsks faced by
. chnldren from. pest|ctdes in food, as: detailed in ‘the National Academy of Sc1ences 1993
- report. Our progress report mcludes mformatton onnew research ‘new testing s
' requirements for pestncrdes ‘assessments of chlldren S exposure to pestncndes and steps
taken to reduce those exposures and - TR L :

o -A Iook at remalmng challenges the natnon faces in all areas where chtldren s health }
o is at- nsk from’ envnronmental harm including asthma due to air. pollutxon drmkmg
- water contamination lead ponsomng, toxic waste dumpmg, and other areas. The report
will hote the need for ﬁ.lrther research, standard setting, enforcement of new standards
and pubhc mformatton to educate parents "and teachers ' o o
3) _Assess the Congressronal budget cuts that-will prevent Admmlstratlon from fully
' dehvermg on lts new commltments to protect chlldren s envnronmental health :
- ‘Summary of Budget Impact Analvsm AT R R -
. The final section of the report will, as noted above assess the tmpact of Congressronal budget _
cuts on the Admnmstratton s eﬁ’orts to ‘advance enwronmental health protections.for chlldren
: The budget cuts adversely lmpact efforts to protect children’s envrronmental health in ﬁve ways

_' 1) The Congressnonal budget cuts by 17% (or $310 mllhon) funds to set and enforce

. envrronmental and public health standards for air pollutton, pesttcldes, and cléan 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-.
~ thanit does adults. -In addttton, the President’s budget included funding for specrﬁc actions that -
" would set new standatds to protect children from pesticides in food; contaminants in- drinking
" water, and dangerous air pollutants. The President’s budget also included a third year of funding °
for the Admtmstratlon s mttlattve on pesttcndes and chtldren with $2 3 mtllton in FY 96

From're- reglstermg pesttcrdes to ensure that they meet a level of safety protectlve of chnldren to :

issuing a new rule on tiny particles of air pollution that can cause increased lung’ disease -- an ’

‘major issue for children, in whorn asthma is dramattcally on the rise -- the Clinton '

.. Administration’s agenda of basic.and new protectlons for children i is threatened by the delays and. ’
cuts posed by the Congressnonal budget : : : '



2) The Congressional budget reduces environmental science and technology-(funds by 22%,

a cut of $150 million. These cuts could cause delays in vital, cutting-edge research on chlldren’s

“environmental health which would result in: putting-yet another generation of children at risk.
~'President Clinton’s erivironmental research budget would have made children’s envrronmental

health a priority, mcludmg $25 million for research on ground-level ozone (smog), whrch causes |

e and contributes to resprratory illness and lung damage; $7 million for research on partrculate o
" matter, the tiny pamcles of air pollutlon that can cause incredsed lung disease; $5. 5 million for a-
“ ., reséarch initiative on children and pest1c1des $8:4 'million for research to support new drinking -
. ... water standards. and-controls-on microbial contaminants; $5 mllllon for research on. endocnne
- j'dlsruptors which affect the development of reproductrve systems; up to $3 million: for’ researchers
Lo at the nation’s top institutions to. explore chrldren s exposure to pestlcrdes and funds.for research

P ’:'f_'j-f"on how and whether chrldren are at mcreased health nsk from toxic urban air pollutants B

:3) The Congressnonal budget cuts mclude a 27% cut specrl‘cally in enforcement of all
-, environmental programis (-$ll4 m|lI|on) from the President’s FY96 budget - meanmg that
_ -..:'-_,_-.'_the environmental cop.won’t be on the beat to help kids avoid health’ problems from. :
. ;pollution. President Clinton’s. budget. supports. strong enforcement of our nation’s env1ronmental o
", laws and. standards, protecting publlc health for children. The Congress has called for cuts in sO-
b -:--'called “low-priority” ‘enforcement. - Though no one has defined “low- -priority,” the. cuts mrght '
... -mean that EPA would not be able to pursue. such small enforcement cases as the one last’ year in
e Flonda, when two children died because toxic chemicals were carelessly dumped ina’lot Where
:+ the children played.'A mother shouldnt have to-worry that her children will climb'c ovéra fence :

and be exposed to toxic waste --'and she shouldn’t have to- worry that the envrronmental cop

o won’t be there to’ protect her chlldren

L Slmrlarly, if the Clmton Admmlstratlon wants to make good on its pledge to. 1mprove health
- . standards on pestrcrdes in food, ini air pollutron controls, in safer drinking water standards in
tamper—proof packagmg of pestrcldes used-in the home we’ll need strong enforcement and .
- ;comphance assurance to make sure the standards are met -- somethmg the Congressronal budget ;
- won’t, allow in all cases. : : : : '

3) The Congressronal budget mcreases rrsk of drmkmg water. problems wrth a 45% cutin

. state loan funds (-$225 million). Infants are ‘more susceptlble to new and emerging mrcroblal '

_contaminants.in drinking water such as cryptospondrum -- and because infants drink more fluids -
.. per unit of body weight than do- adults, they face more exposure to such contaminants. President

Clinton’s FY96 budget request. provrded $500 million in loan funds that would go. straight to the’ . |

R 'states to. upgrade facrlmes to ensure dnnkmg water has been treated to ellrmnate contammants

- 4) The Congressronal budget cuts by 30% funds that go stralght to the states to help keep .
" raw sewage off beaches and out of waterways (-$462 million). This cut not only poses a
o ‘greater health’ thréat-to children whose drmkmg water comes from polluted rivers, lakes and-
- streams, but to any children whose parents take them to the beach or swimming, boating or _
- fishing in rivers and'lakes. President Clmton sFY96 budget provided $1.6 billion in funds for

states to build treatment plants that keep raw sewage from flowing mto our rrvers lakes and
streams. . : :
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Talking Points -- Chiidron'a'ﬂealth Risks
White House Event -- December 18, 1995:

Today I presented to the President a report from EPA on

children’s environmental health rlsks. . I want to summarize for

ou _what the report says.’
e st

Chlldren are particularly vulnerable to environmental health
risks.

p—

T ———

Children are not just little adults. S

" They are still developing. Exposure to pollution ean,impair
their development. '

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

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

. ,———— - ’ -
”;;’;;;e evidence that children’s health is increasingly at t;;;N::)
‘from environmental problems.

,,/“
exposure_is a significant concern. Two years ago,
the National Academy of Sciences report called on EPA to

address risks to'children of pesticide residuea on food,

Asthma is on the riee in children -- it increased by 42%
between 1980 and 1987. ' .
Contaminants in drinking water pose a particular risk to
infants, who drink more per body weight and whose immatuxe
immune systems cannot fend off microbial contaminants.

'Polluted water is a particular risk to chlldren who eat
fish, children who sw;m

Lead poisonlng 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.
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The Clinton Administration’s EPA has made protecting chlldren 8
health a priority.

4__—-""

. In response to the 1993 report from the National Academy of
Sciences on children and pestlcldes, the Clinton
Administration took aggressive action to reduce pesticide
riske to children and all Americans.

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

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

In June of 1993 ‘the Clinton Administration announced
an inter-agency policy to reduce pesticide use and
pesticide risk nationwide,.

EPA launched a Pesticide Environmental Stewardshlp
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 Administration has also 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.

But more remains to be ooifj:>

To continue our pregress 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 exposure to lead and other
toxic materials that endanger children’s health.

—___

President CllntOn s budget reflects a strong and explicit

commitment to protecting children’s health.— gy W!@gﬁuzy th\

The Republican budget threatens our ablllty to continue our
2 - a’l/,;a?

S
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progress and meet the challenges of the future in protecting
chlldren 8 health ln four ways:

The Republlcan budget cuts EPA funds for BQ%EEEEQ;QQEEEEQ by
17% 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 chzldren

The Republlcan budget . cuts sgience and technology funds by
_ 22% compared 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 prlorlty, including: '

$5.5 million for EPA regearch as part of the

~initiative on children and pesticides, plus up to
$3 million for outside research on chlldren and
pesticides

$8.4 milllon for research to support new drinking
water standards and controls on m1crob1a1
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
particularly vulnerable

research on children and toxic urban air
"pollutants

$5 million for research on endociine disruptors
that cause reproductive disorders
The Republican budget cuts environmental enforcement

cut by 27%.° — T T T

Their budget cuts "low priority" enforcement.
Does that include the two children who died when

3



- C ' PAGE 5
. DEC-15-385 18:59 FROM: EPA/OA ID: 2022603684 .

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

The Republlcan budget cuts by 45% funding to guard
against drinking water contaminag‘gﬂ

The President provided $500 million in loan funds
to help communities upgrade drinking water
facilities to guard against microbial threats and
other contamination, :

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

. . i -“_h““-‘-—-." .
. Protecting our children is fundamental. We must not allow the

‘Republican assault on public health and our environment to place
our chlldren at risk.

President Clinton’s plan balances the budget without sacr1f1c1ng
" the health of our children.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office 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
provisions 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 that
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
-- 1s 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
125 South Old Glebe Road
Arlington, VA 22204
703-358-5900
. 703-979-3744 (f)

Thomas Jefferson Middle School is 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 dwerse 38% H:spamc 26% black, 25% Whlte, and
11% Asian.

All the sixth grade students take the same science class, from either Patricia Hymel or Leila
Tahmosebi. One of these teachers will accompany the students. In their science classes, the
students have learned about the effects of pollution on the environment and public health, They
have studied the water quality of streams in the area. In addition to the Scicnce classes, the

. school has a “Builders” Club,” which is an afterschool environmental club. Some of the students
at this event are members of the Builders’ Club. The club runs the school’s recycling program,
plants shrubs around the school grounds, and has been involved in other community -
environmental work. :

[()n Saturday the Assistant Principal will forward 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 EDUCATION

Over the past twenty-five years, environmental educatxon has become an essential
component to teaching children of all ages about the importance of public health and
environmental protection.  Nearly every state in the country has an environmental education -
program in some form. These progmms teach students to become aware and appreciate their
environment by introducing them to ecological concepts and current environmental issues.
Many programs infuse environmental education inte most or all subject areas and grade levels,
to teach children that everything we do affects our environment, Further, environmental
education is also growing at the college and post-graduate level. University educators are
working to build environmental education into s variety of college courses, and twenty-five
business schools have teamed up to teach future managars how to incorporate environmental
protection into their day-to-day decisions. Environmental edication will continue to deepen
environmental undemandmg throughout the country and will edable millions of Americans to
partxc:pate in protectmg the enwmnmnnt ;nd pubhc haalth of thar uammumues
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REPORT TO THE PRESIDENT ON THREATS TO CHILDREN’S HEALTH
FROM ENV]RONMENTAL PROBLEMS

I C' bildren Are Particnjarly .ymng.mh!g to Environmental Health Risks

When it comes to their health and development, children are not just little adults. The
National Academy of Sciences has pointed out on more than one cccasion that this also holds
true when it comes to exposure to enwronmental pollutants. Children are pamcularly 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 less able than healthy adults to ﬁght
oft emergmg m:croblal threats such as cryptospondlum in dnnkmg water.

' Second, children are more exposed to environmental hazards than adults. They eat
more calories, drink 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 children’s behavior exposes them to different 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 and soil; lead paint; household
chemicals; garden chemicals; and other potentlally hazardous substances.

Although we know that keeping children healthy mesns healthier adults in the |0n5 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 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 pi’ecisely how environmental
hazards affect children’s health, the amassing evidence suggests that children’s health is
increasingly at risk from pollution and other environmental problems. For example:

L. Asthma -- both individual episodes and asthma-related deaths -- is on the rise in children

and young people, mcreasmg by a dramatic 42% between 1980 and 1987. Many of the
six most common air pollutants, such as smog and sulfur dioxide, can cause or contribute
to respnratory illnesses, including asthma, Two in five Amencans live in an area where
the air is unhealthy to breathe.



° Lead poisoning remains widespread at low levels among American children, at‘r‘ecting as
many as 3 million children under the age of six. Even at low levels, lead poisoningin =,
children causes IQ deficiencies, reading and leaming 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 1
billion pounds of pesticides were used in the U.S. Some pesticides can cause cancer,
@ central nervous system damage, respiratory illness, and other disorders. Each year, more
/ 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 calls each year, two-thirds of which are calls from parents
_ concerned about dietary or houschold 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
ht off microbial contaminants like cryptosporidium. Last year, a total of 30 million
' Amencans 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. .

. Polluted waters not only affect children who swim, but those that eat fish. All over
America, signs are posted near thousands of rivers, lakes and streams warning that

1/ children and other sensitive groups should not eat fish caught in the water because of
contamination. From January to September 1994, some 1,500 such advisories had been .
posted -- with 73 percent of them related to mercury contamination in the fish. Hundreds
of beaches are closed each summer due to raw sewage dlscharges and other
contamination, :

° Toxic waste: Mothers shouldn’t have to worry that their children may climb over a
@ ence and be exposed to toxic waste, yet one in four Americans lives within four miles of
" g 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.

e 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 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 environmenta|
hazards.

g dOovd Yy89€09Z20T Al YOo/¥dd *Wodd Zz@e:91 S6-S1-23d



'SCHOOLS TO CHOOSE FROM FOR DECEMBER 18 EVENT

Piney Branch Elementary School Takorma Park MD

The school partrclpates in the Vice Presrdent S GLOBE program. The school could send 15 fifth .
E graders, representing a very good ethnic and economic diversity. A science magnet teacher -
- teaches about environmental issues, and she would accompany the. students. The.students
.'conduct numerous environmental experiments and share the information with scientists. Note
Carol Browner s son attends’ thrs school, but he would not be a part of the event.

Jamestown Elementary School Arlrngton VA
Y ' .
:The school partrcrpates in the Vrce Pre51dent s GLOBE program (and in fact was part of a
'GLOBE event with the 'VP). The school i i§ not all that diverse. The fifth grade teacher, Maureen
" Herman, has devoted a good deal of time to environmental and- health issues. - Envrronmental and .

* health issues are a priority in the curriculum.” The students monitor envrronmental data and share _:

ot w1th scientists on the World Wlde Web

Ross Elementary School Washmgton DC (Dupont Clrcle) .
~The school partrcrpates in the Vlce Presrdent s GLOBE program The school has made
‘environmental educationa focus; the students are mvolved in' hands on environmental
_measurement activities on a daily basis, observmg temperature, water quality, plant life, and health
experiments. | They share this data- w1th scientists on the World Wide Web. The: school is not very
culturally diverse. The teacher s name is Gladys Bauder.

./



Flint Hill Elementary

_ Vienna, Virginia

Flint Hill Elementary has successfully 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, Sth and 6th graders learn that the
pollution in Vienna affects 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 enwronment 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 graders 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 dependent 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 that someday, with
their help, every pond might be safe to drink.



