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S. 870 
Consumer Ozone Protection Act of 1989 

SUMMARY: The B i l l would l a b e l , r e g u l a t e , and — i n some 
cases — e l i m i n a t e the sale of c e r t a i n consumer products 
t h a t c o n t a i n manmade substances t h a t have been shown t o 
deplete the s t r a t o s p h e r i c ozone l a y e r . I n a d d i t i o n , i t 
promotes the development of a Chlorofluorocarbon and Halon 
Reclamation Plan f o r the purpose of encouraging recapture 
and r e c y c l i n g of ozone-depleting substances. 

SPECIFIC PROVISIONS INCLUDE: 

o Mobile A i r Conditioners. 

Regulates auto a i r c o n d i t i o n e r s e r v i c i n g , t o ensure 
t h a t chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs) are recaptured and r e c y c l e d , 
and not unnecessarily vented t o the atmosphere. (About 30% 
of U.S. emissions of CFC-12 o r i g i n a t e from auto a i r 
c o n d i t i o n e r s , and three-quarters of those emissions occur 
d u r i n g maintenance and recharging.) 

Eliminates the sale of CFC-containing a i r 
c o n d i t i o n e r recharge cannisters smaller than 30 pounds. 
(This p r o v i s i o n i s intended t o l i m i t the sale of CFC-
c o n t a i n i n g a i r c o n d i t i o n e r f l u i d t o bulk purchasers — 
s e r v i c e r s — only.) 

Requires t h a t any s e r v i c e r who recharges an auto a i r 
c o n d i t i o n e r w i t h CFC-containing f l u i d s , f i r s t t e s t the 
system f o r leaks and r e p a i r those leaks. 

o F i r e Extinguishers f o r Consumer A p p l i c a t i o n s . 

Eliminates the sale of f i r e e x t i n g u i s h e r s t h a t 
c o n t a i n ozone-depleting substances f o r consumer 
a p p l i c a t i o n s , except f o r those a p p l i c a t i o n s r e q u i r e d by 
Federal law. 

o Nonessential Consumer Products Containing Chloro­
fluorocarbons . 

Eliminates the sale of c e r t a i n nonessential CFC-
c o n t a i n i n g consumer products (e.g., p a r t y streamers, noise 
horns, c e r t a i n cleaning f l u i d s . ) 

o Labeling. 

Labels consumer products t h a t contain ozone-
d e p l e t i n g chemicals, or use such chemicals i n t h e i r 
manufacture or ope r a t i o n . The l a b e l would warn t h a t the 
product's contents or manufacturing process pose a danger t o 



the stratospheric ozone layer, and that depletion of the 
ozone layer could lead to increased r i s k of skin cancer and 
damage to natural systems, including food production. 

o Chlorofluorocarbon and Halon Reclamation Plan. 

Calls f o r a Chlorofluorocarbon and Halon Reclamation 
Plan, f o r the purpose of determining the most e f f e c t i v e way 
to ensure widespread reclamation, recycling, or regulated 
disposal of the ozone-depleting chemicals covered by the 
Act, 

-Referred to Commerce Committee, 

### 



S. 871 
Ozone Layer Conservation Act of 1989 

SUMMARY: The B i l l c a l l s f o r a manufacturers' excise tax on 
c e r t a i n chemicals t h a t deplete the s t r a t o s p h e r i c ozone 
l a y e r ; e s t a b l i s h e s an Ozone Layer Conservation Trust Fund i n 
the Treasury Department; and d i r e c t s h a l f of the revenues 
from the excise tax i n t o the Trust Fund f o r the purpose of 
promoting research, development, and market i n c e n t i v e s f o r 
t e c h n o l o g i c a l a l t e r n a t i v e s t o ozone-depleting chemicals. 

SPECIFIC PROVISIONS INCLUDE: 

o Manufacturers' Excise Tax on Chemicals t h a t Deplete the 
St r a t o s p h e r i c Ozone Layer. 

Amends the I n t e r n a l Revenue Code of 1986 t o impose a 
manufacturers' excise tax on c e r t a i n chemicals t h a t deplete 
the s t r a t o s p h e r i c ozone l a y e r . The amount of the tax i s 
adjusted f o r each chemical, depending upon the chemical's 
p o t e n t i a l f o r d e p l e t i n g s t r a t o s p h e r i c ozone. 

- A s i m i l a r b i l l has been introduced i n the House of 
Representatives by Rep. Stark, w i t h 59 co-sponsers; 
according t o a J o i n t Committee on Taxation study, t h i s 
measure would r a i s e 0.4 b i l l i o n i n the f i r s t year, 0.8 
b i l l i o n i n the second year, 1.1 b i l l i o n i n the t h i r d year, 
1.3 b i l l i o n i n the f o u r t h year, and 1.5 b i l l i o n i n the f i f t h 
year. 

o Ozone Layer Conservation Trust Fund. 

Would receive one-half of the revenues from the 
manufacturers' excise tax. 

Expenditures from the Trust Fund would provide f o r 
government-industry cooperation i n research, development, 
and market i n c e n t i v e s f o r non-ozone-depleting chemical and 
t e c h n o l o g i c a l a l t e r n a t i v e s (such as new r e f r i g e r a t o r and a i r 
c o n d i t i o n e r designs) t o ozone-depleting substances. 

I n a d d i t i o n , the f e d e r a l government would 
i n v e s t i g a t e the means by which i t might a s s i s t United States 
manufacturers of such a l t e r n a t i v e technologies, i n e x p o r t i n g 
the equipment f o r a p p l i c a t i o n s i n developing and developed 
c o u n t r i e s . 

-Referred t o Finance Committee. 
### 



S. 872 
Upper-Ozone Chemicals Act of 1989 

SUMMARY: The B i l l provides f o r a five-year phaseout of six 
substances that deplete the stratospheric ozone layer (CFC-
11, CFC-12, CFC-113, halon-1211, halon-1301, carbon 
t e t r a c h l o r i d e ) , and a ten-year phaseout of other ozone-
depleting substances (CFC-22, CFC-114, CFC-115, methyl 
chloroform, methylene c h l o r i d e ) , with exceptions f o r medical 
and national security reasons. There are provisions f o r 
c e r t i f y i n g that nations from which we import products that 
contain ozone-depleting chemicals have a similar phaseout 
program i n place, and a requirement f o r safe disposal of 
ozone-depleting substances. F i n a l l y , the b i l l c a l l s f o r 
developing a safe alternatives policy, f o r replacing the 
substances to be phased out with chemicals, product 
substitutes, or a l t e r n a t i v e manufacturing processes that 
reduce o v e r a l l r i s k to public health and the environment. 

SPECIFIC PROVISIONS INCLUDE: 

o A Production Phaseout. 

- Five-year phaseout for CFC-11, CFC-12, CFC-113, 
halon-1211, halon-1301, carbon tetrachloride. 

- Ten-year phaseout f o r CFC-22, CFC-114, CFC-115, 
methyl chloroform, and methylene chloride. 

There i s an exception to the production phaseout f o r 
medical and national security reasons. 

o C e r t i f i c a t i o n of Equivalent Foreign Phaseout Programs. 

- Requires c e r t i f i c a t i o n by the Secretary of State 
that foreign countries have equivalent phaseout programs i n 
place before allowing t h e i r products that contain or are 
manufactured with ozone-depleting substances, to be exported 
to the United States. 

o Disposal of Ozone-Depleting Substances, and of Products 
That Contain Ozone-Depleting Substances. 

Requires ozone-depleting substances to be disposed 
of i n a way that ensures that the substances w i l l not be 
released to the environment. 

Requires that ozone-depleting substances be removed 
from appliances, machines, or other goods before those goods 
are disposed of, and that the substances be disposed of as 
indicated above. 



o Safe Alternatives Policy. 

Establishes the policy that the substances to be 
phased out w i l l be replaced, to the maximum extent possible, 
by chemicals, product substitutes, or a l t e r n a t i v e 
manufacturing processes that reduce overall risks to public 
health and the environment. 

Calls on EPA to review and report on the 
alternatives being considered, and assess t h e i r risks to 
public health and the environment. 

-Referred to Environment and Public Works Committee. 
### 



S. 870 
Consumer Ozone Protection Act of 1989 

SUMMARY: The B i l l would l a b e l , regulate, and — i n some 
cases — eliminate the sale of certain consumer products 
that contain manmade substances that have been shown to 
deplete the stratospheric ozone layer. In addition, i t 
promotes the development of a Chlorofluorocarbon and Halon 
Reclamation Plan f o r the purpose of encouraging recapture 
and recycling of ozone-depleting substances. 

SPECIFIC PROVISIONS INCLUDE: 

o Mobile A i r Conditioners. 

- Regulates auto a i r conditioner servicing, to ensure 
that chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs) are recaptured and recycled, 
and not unnecessarily vented to the atmosphere. (About 30% 
of U.S. emissions of CFC-12 originate from auto a i r 
conditioners, and three-quarters of those emissions occur 
during maintenance and recharging.) 

Eliminates the sale of CFC-containing a i r 
conditioner recharge cannisters smaller than 30 pounds. 
(This provision i s intended to l i m i t the sale of CFC-
containing a i r conditioner f l u i d to bulk purchasers — 
servicers — only.) 

Requires that any servicer who recharges an auto a i r 
conditioner with CFC-containing f l u i d s , f i r s t t e s t the 
system f o r leaks and repair those leaks. 

o Fire Extinguishers f o r Consumer Applications. 

Eliminates the sale of f i r e extinguishers that 
contain ozone-depleting substances f o r consumer 
applications, except f o r those applications required by 
Federal law. 

o Nonessential Consumer Products Containing Chloro­
fluorocarbons . 

Eliminates the sale of certain nonessential CFC-
containing consumer products (e.g., party streamers, noise 
horns, certain cleaning f l u i d s . ) 

o Labeling. 

Labels consumer products that contain ozone-
depleting chemicals, or use such chemicals i n t h e i r 
manufacture or operation. The label would warn that the 
product's contents or manufacturing process pose a danger to 



the stratospheric ozone layer, and that depletion of the 
ozone layer could lead to increased r i s k of skin cancer and 
damage to natural systems, including food production. 

o Chlorofluorocarbon and Halon Reclamation Plan. 

Calls f o r a Chlorofluorocarbon and Halon Reclamation 
Plan, f o r the purpose of determining the most e f f e c t i v e way 
to ensure widespread reclamation, recycling, or regulated 
disposal of the ozone-depleting chemicals covered by the 
Act, 

-Referred to Commerce Committee. 

### 



S. 871 
Ozone Layer Conservation Act of 1989 

SUMMARY: The B i l l c a l l s f o r a manufacturers' excise tax on 
certain chemicals that deplete the stratospheric ozone 
layer; establishes an Ozone Layer Conservation Trust Fund i n 
the Treasury Department; and directs half of the revenues 
from the excise tax i n t o the Trust Fund fo r the purpose of 
promoting research, development, and market incentives f o r 
technological alternatives to ozone-depleting chemicals. 

SPECIFIC PROVISIONS INCLUDE: 

o Manufacturers' Excise Tax on Chemicals that Deplete the 
Stratospheric Ozone Layer. 

- Amends the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to impose a 
manufacturers' excise tax on certain chemicals that deplete 
the stratospheric ozone layer. The amount of the tax i s 
adjusted f o r each chemical, depending upon the chemical's 
p o t e n t i a l f o r depleting stratospheric ozone. 

- A si m i l a r b i l l has been introduced i n the House of 
Representatives by Rep. Stark, with 59 co-sponsers; 
according to a Joint Committee on Taxation study, t h i s 
measure would raise 0.4 b i l l i o n i n the f i r s t year, 0.8 
b i l l i o n i n the second year, 1.1 b i l l i o n i n the t h i r d year, 
1.3 b i l l i o n i n the fourth year, and 1.5 b i l l i o n i n the f i f t h 
year. 

o Ozone Layer Conservation Trust Fund. 

Would receive one-half of the revenues from the 
manufacturers' excise tax. 

Expenditures from the Trust Fund would provide f o r 
government-industry cooperation i n research, development, 
and market incentives f o r non-ozone-depleting chemical and 
technological alternatives (such as new r e f r i g e r a t o r and a i r 
conditioner designs) to ozone-depleting substances. 

In addition, the federal government would 
investigate the means by which i t might assist United States 
manufacturers of such a l t e r n a t i v e technologies, i n exporting 
the equipment f o r applications i n developing and developed 
countries. 

-Referred to Finance Committee. 
### 



S. 872 
Upper-Ozone Chemicals Act of 1989 

SUMMARY: The B i l l provides f o r a five-year phaseout of six 
substances that deplete the stratospheric ozone layer (CFC-
11, CFC-12, CFC-113, halon-1211, halon-1301, carbon 
t e t r a c h l o r i d e ) , and a ten-year phaseout of other ozone-
depleting substances (CFC-22, CFC-114, CFC-115, methyl 
chloroform, methylene c h l o r i d e ) , with exceptions f o r medical 
and national security reasons. There are provisions f o r 
c e r t i f y i n g that nations from which we import products that 
contain ozone-depleting chemicals have a simila r phaseout 
program i n place, and a requirement f o r safe disposal of 
ozone-depleting substances. F i n a l l y , the b i l l c a l l s f o r 
developing a safe alternatives policy, f o r replacing the 
substances to be phased out with chemicals, product 
substitutes, or al t e r n a t i v e manufacturing processes that 
reduce o v e r a l l r i s k to public health and the environment. 

SPECIFIC PROVISIONS INCLUDE: 

o A Production Phaseout. 

- Five-year phaseout f o r CFC-11, CFC-12, CFC-113, 
halon-1211, halon-1301, carbon te t r a c h l o r i d e . 

- Ten-year phaseout f o r CFC-22, CFC-114, CFC-115, 
methyl chloroform, and methylene chloride. 

There i s an exception to the production phaseout f o r 
medical and national security reasons. 

o C e r t i f i c a t i o n of Equivalent Foreign Phaseout Programs. 

Requires c e r t i f i c a t i o n by the Secretary of State 
that foreign countries have equivalent phaseout programs i n 
place before allowing t h e i r products that contain or are 
manufactured with ozone-depleting substances, to be exported 
to the United States. 

o Disposal of Ozone-Depleting Substances, and of Products 
That Contain Ozone-Depleting Substances. 

Requires ozone-depleting substances to be disposed 
of i n a way that ensures that the substances w i l l not be 
released to the environment. 

Requires that ozone-depleting substances be removed 
from appliances, machines, or other goods before those goods 
are disposed of, and that the substances be disposed of as 
indicated above. 



o Safe Alternatives Policy. 

Establishes the policy that the substances to be 
phased out w i l l be replaced, to the maximum extent possible, 
by chemicals, product substitutes, or a l t e r n a t i v e 
manufacturing processes that reduce over a l l r i s k s to public 
health and the environment. 

Calls on EPA to review and report on the 
alternatives being considered, and assess t h e i r r i s k s to 
public health and the environment. 

-Referred to Environment and Public Works Committee. 
### 





To Tighten Tlmeuble 
At the end of the day, they agreed 

with him, adopting a declaration that 
agrees "to phase out the production 

• and the consumption of chlorofluoro­
carbons controUed by the Montreal 
Protocol as soon as possible, but not 
Uter than 2000," and to tighten the 
timetable agreed upon In the protocol. 

The consensus Is essentially a decla­
ration of Intent The meeting, spon­
sored by the United Nations, was caMed 
to rwiew the protocol, but delegates 
cannot change its terms. The nations 
that signed the protocol are to meet In 
the spring or summer of 1990 to discuss 
amendments, and the declaration indi­
cates that they would favor changes. In 
fact, delegates here said that by then, 
there could be agreement for an even 
tighter timetable. ' 

At the meeting, the United SUtes 
also pressed for a commitment to 
phase out producUon and use of halon 
gases, which are used as fire extin-

n guishlng agents, said EUeen Claussen, 
. Deputy Assistant Administrator of the 
Environmenul PrptecUon Agency. 
President Bush announced a ban In the 
United SUtes In March. But today's 
declaration only pledges the partici­
pants to phase them out "as soon as 
feasible." ' ' . . 

Chlorofluorocarbons are widely used 
as coolants In refrigerators and air 
conditioners, as solvents In the manu­
facture of electronic components like 
tlHcon chips, and as foaming agenu to 
create plastic Insulation. In Europe, 
though but not any longer In the United 
States, they are used as aerosol propel-
lants, though companies are scram-
bllng to replace them. 

r ;;'.. Lawyer From Washington 
' David D. Doniger, a senior lawyer 

' for the Natural Resources Defense 
. Council In Washington, who Is attend-

••• Ing as an observer, said, "Most of the 
"v discussion t»as been probing around 

about ways to help the developing 
world comply with stricter limitations, 
but there's only an Indirect reference 

• In the declaration today to other harm-
r„ :̂,tul chemicals not covered in the 

treaty." '-
In addition, the declaration has only 

." a fleeting reference to the contribution 
that oione-depletlng substances make 
to the global warming effect, which Is 
also becoming a preoccupation of Eu­
rope's pblltlcal leaders. Prime Minis­
ter Margaret Thatcher of Britain had 
half her cabinet attend an all-day semi-1 
nar 'ast week on the greenhouse effect, 
a., the warming effect of Industrial 
gases Is called. 

At the meeting, the West German 
delegate, Klaus TBpfer, Minister for 
the Environment, proposed a world­
wide convention on the protection of 

' the global cUmate, with specific limits 
on production of carbon dioxide and 
methane, the major contributors to the 
greenhouse effect 

The Dutch delegation here also pro­
posed limiting the substitute chemicals 
now being developed to replace the 
chlorofluorocartwns and halons that 
cause the most harm to the ozone 
layer. That suggestion will be diŝ  
aused later this week, as the parties 
that signed the protocol and the 1985 
Vienna Convention for the Protection 
of the Ozone Layer continue to meet 

Sergei U Stepanov, execuUve secre-
ury of the Soviet interagency ozone 
committee, also proposed a global ban 
on methyl chloroform, which along 
with carbon tetrachloride is not cov­
ered by the Montreal Protocol. Both 
are believed to contribute significantly 

80 NATIONS FAVOR 
BAN TO HELP OZONE 

•ft 
•iv; End of Production of Certain 

Chemicals Urged by 2000 . 
1o Protect Atmosphere ' 

^^t^^ I By CRAIG ILWHnNEY 
ipedal to The New Yoft Tlmo 

i \ 1 HELSINKI, Finland, May 2 — As 
'."vconcem grows that manmade cheml-
; ;̂cal8 are destroying the ozone layer in 

ihe atmosphere, 80 nations Indicated 
' today that they would favor banning 

. ..:productlon of certain harmful sub-
-. '•' '--jstances by the end of the century. 
' . The consensus goes far beyond a 

.treaty, known as the Montreal Proto-
-'. .'COl, that was reached In 1987 and called 

'r for production of the chemicals to be 
• . , cut in half by 1998. 
^'v'i:,. Effectively, the nations have ac-

' iknowledged that the protocol, which 
.. '- 'went Into force only four months ago, is 

:already out of date. Indeed, the United 
States and the European Community 
countries Independently decided at the 

' beginning of March to eliminate pro­
duction and use of chloroflurocarbons, 
the most harmful category of chemfv 
cals covered by the 1987 protocol, by 
the end of the century. 

The declaration was adopted by con­
sensus. All 36 countries that have rati­
fied the Montreal Protocol, Including 
pie Soviet Union, joined In the declara­
tion. [)elegatlons from others that have 
not yet ratified It, including India and 
China, are also participating in the 
meeting. 

In Upper Atmosphere 
Over the last several months at vari­

ous meetings around the world, scien­
tists have presented mounting evi­
dence about the extent and irreversibil­
ity of the damage that chlorofluonMra-
bona and other cheroiv'sis are doing to 

, jS'ithe ozone layer, ••".ii- ' i . . • 
•Kf j^ Ozone In the upper atmosphere keeps 
^harmful solar radiation from reaching 
-î 'anlmals and plants on the surface of 

the earth. As the chemicals produced 
on earth rtse through the atmosphere, 
they Interact with the help of sunlight 
to deplete the layer. And as the public 
grows more aware, politicians are 
growing bolder. 

"In September 1987, by the skin of its 
' teeth, the Montreal Protocol was an ac-

' " ceptable document" said Dr. Mostafa 
K. Tolba, executive director of the 
United Nations Environment Pro­
gram, which oversees the accord. 

' "In light of everything that has hap­
pen^ since, and the projection of what 
will happen, its provisions are now 
unacceptable," he told the meeting. 



environmentalisis, while opposed by industry. . , v; .:^ , . ( . .-.v 
..The issue first arose at the end of last year, when officials in EPA's office of emergency.& remedial 

response, responsible for'implementing the Superfund program,' became concemed that the . tCLP,would set ,, 
cleanup levels at sites which were unnecessarily stringent (Inside EPA. Dec. -.16, 1988, pi). OERR argues ([:: 
that it is not necessary.to achieve these levels at sites in order to be environmentally protective. Sources 
maintain that the levels established under the TCLP are more stringent than substances that are. naturally:; .?, 
occurrmg in "background" levels at sites. By attenipting to meet these levels the agency sacrifices.. .; , 
necessary site-by-site flexibility, the office argued. OERR officials have.lpng maintained that np^two;]' 
Superfund sites,are,identical and have consequently pushed for policies which giye,.them site-by.-site.,.i;-;.ij..:.;?.;;. 
flexibility, which theyjsay is necessary for.each cleanup decision. laf •• •{•>'•:, j.;;. ;-;;i;on!jin:-;; iyyhd-:, 
,;j~ ;̂Office of .solid .waste sourceŝ ^ OERR's arguments, "flimsy.''-,These sources say that OERR is more'j 

concemed with,conserving Superfund monies, than with implementing the land ban requirements and.,:.;.-, b;;:; 
protecting human health. One source says that.it is "ridiculous to assume, that the levels set by the .TCLP.,iol 

. are more stringent than background levels.":;These sources praise EPA's decision not to grant,a. variance, TICO 
'aiid argue..that, thelagencx,is.''implementing the [RCRA] program .the way .that .Congress jntended.''. •::.;::̂ !:;-:it;?. 

• ' " ^ I n a related matter, OSWER has stuck by its decision to grant an exemption from.the TCLP for the o:!.; 
UST.program .(̂  Feb. 24, pi). However,.EPA sources say that the decision is not final and is 
still being opposed by some agency officials. The sources say. that a final call.on the exemption is likely to : 
fall into'the'hands of EPA administrator William K. Reilly., P . . . .̂..̂  

STATE^CEAN DUMPERS CHALLENGE EPA'S ABlLitV TO IMPOSE PENALTIES FOR VIOLATIONS 

• .'- •>' 3-X'-gr6up̂ ^ have challenged EPA's authority to impose'penalties for 
Wolati6ris':6f the'federal Ocean Dumping" Act,'which prohibits theMumping'bf sewage sludge'and'industrial 
wastê 'afier DetC 31;'1991.'"-T^ because they will have ceased to duirip'waste that 
they Hn'not be penalized linder the• law. But EPA contehds'that'unless' the cdmpahies develop' a lorig-range' -
alternative'pljin,'outlining where the waste will be disposed bf in the future, the penalties still applyi--'-̂  
'''̂ J'̂ r̂ The NeW'iJersey dumping authorities filed a complaint against EPA on April'19'in the'U.S. district •-̂ ''''' 
court'for the 'district of New Jersey, stating that they cannot be penalized because they'aire'curireriUy in 

. ,compliance.witii the.jaw.̂ The Ocean.Dumping Act passed by Congress last year.(Inside EPA.̂ Oct. 7,, 1988, ; 
, p 15)'imposes Steadily increasing fees pn dumpers, beginning in i989 through 1992 (Inside,EPA, Ck;L.7 

, pl5). The,, fees can,̂ be' w^ 
byii99rahd'su^ • •. : '.jvijnr/.-.ri !i-:b.i.n; i"-!!.-; 

• _ ^ .'̂ -.̂ Thê 'NĴ dump̂ ^̂ ^ no longer be dumping in tlie ocean as of .Dec. 31, 1991 
they should nof be subject enforcement,̂  but, rather compliance. EPA's reading of,the law, however, sayŝ -i 
that regardless of the cessation of ocean dumping, the dumpers rnust submit a long-term alternaitiye plan 
or are otherwise subject to tiie enforcemeiit fees. The fees, which riin at $100.00 per dry ton of waste'in 

TuOQU£j??2'A'^^p.CWJn i9.90,aiid.$200.00 jn 1991,-.will place an unfair burden on; tiie.ratepayers,'tiie dumpers'TAW.HB 
argue. The six dumping autiiorities Passaic Valley Sewerage Connmissioners, Middlesex County .̂ Utilities 

*̂ ''7̂ !uthonty;''Bergen C^ Utilities'Autiiority, Essex and Uiiion Counties,'Rahway Valley Sewerage Autiiority 
aiid Lirî den̂ -iR.oselle Sewerage Authority "''maintain that they wish 'to comply with tiie Oceari Duniping 'Act' 
but'aire ?eeldrig"only'to save'î ^ riioney^which could amount to $25-millioh in fees. .' --'j. ';. ' 

EPA asserts that full, implementation of a long-term alternative to ocean dumping before Dec.;;3 
~ ratiier .than relying,on short-term methods— is required under the statute as a precondition to the.. ;<;>;;.:; 
right of a compliance.agreement. An EPA Region II source says that the. New Jersey situation dictates 
enforcement because it will be 1996 or ,1997 before the authorities have a long-term alte;rnatiye in place --

^ • ^w^ll bey6iid',tiie.De^ ;- >'. ; ; .i.̂ W- . i : ; - ;;. ;v '̂;c''ĵ A .;juib.'U' A'^;I r.:-

^' EPA is'̂ uhlikeiy to chaiige its position on the enforcement fees required in the absence of a lorig'-term 
-aiteiTiative,''an agency sourc issue with'two diametrically opposed readings'of tiie '. 
law," explains this source, referring to the dumpers' interpretation of eligibility for a corripliaihce -•'••'•'•''^ 
agreemelif.-These people feel as though if they are no longer dumping as of Dec.'13; 1991, tiie enforcement 
fees should be waived -- says this source, but adds that the law as passed by Congress mandates the 1; ; '. 
implemehtatioh of a long-term altemative! ' -u: r-. • : • .^J.•••^ 

GORE LAUNCH PROTECTION PROGRAM WITH INTRODUCTION OF THREE BILLS 

: : Sen. Albert Gore (D-TN), chairman of tiie Commerce, Science & Trahsportetibn science, tê  
space 'subcommittee,'this week introduced three separate bills aimed at protecting the earth's stiatospheric, 
ozohe'layer- the bills have been introduced as an intemational itieeting oh the state of the ozone layer "' ',' /̂  
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takes place in Helsinki, Finland (Inside EPA, April 28. pi3). Three bills comprise Gore's ozone layer \ ' 
protection package: one requiring tiie labelling and eventual phaseout of consumer products that release . \ 
ozone-destroying chemicals; anotiier mandating a phaseout of the most dangerous ozone-destroying 
chemicals witiiin five years; and tiie tiiird imposing a manufacturers' excise tax on ozone-destroying \.-.. 
chemicals. Gore staffers say tiie legislation is designed to compliment tiie Worid Environment Policy Act, 
S. 201, introduced Jan. 25, which calls for a complete phaseout of chlorofluorocarbons by 2000 (Inside EPA. 
Feb. 17, pl5). (.. -•' 

The Upper Ozone Chemicals Act of 1989 would mandate a five-year phaseout of six substances 
associated witii stratospheric ozone depletion - CFC-11, CFC-12, CFC-13, halon-1211, halon 1301, and 
carbon tetrachloride; and a 10-year phaseout of other ozone-depleting substances ~ CFC-22, CFC-114, 
CFG-115, m'etiiyl chloroform, and metiiylene chloride. The bill would make exceptions in cases of medical 
and national security concem. The bill would also requke certification by tiie Secretary of State that • 
foreign countries have parallel phaseout programs in place before allowing products containing ozone- -
destroying substances to be exported to tiie U.S. The bill mandates safe disposal of ozone-eating • ' 
substances and requires tiiat such substances be removed from appliances, machines, or otiier goods before • 
those-.goods'are disposed of, and tiiat they be safely disposed. The bill also calls for tiie development of a 
safe altematives policy and requires EPA to review and report on the altematives under consideration, and 
assess their risks to human healtii and the environment. • . . . . ' . . 

The Consumer Ozone Protection Act of 1989 would require labelling, regulation, and in certain 
:s.i-v- ' •j"?}?"'?̂ ^ .^^ ^ ^ l ^ °^ consumer products that contain ozone-depleting substances. The bill would 
' 'also' promote' tiie creatioii 'of a CFC and halon reclamation plan' to encourage tiie recapture and recycling ' ' ' ' ' 

of ozone-depleting, substances. Auto air conditioner servicing would be regulated to ensure tiiat CFCs are 
r̂ P-̂ Pl̂ fŜ I.-and recycled and not unnecessarily allowed to escape into the atmosphere. The bill would ban • 
from sale ,C:FC-containing air conditioner recharge canisters smaller tiian 30 pounds, to limit the sale of ; • 
CFC.-.containing AC fluid to bulk purchasers and servicers, The bill would also require tiiat any servicer -
recharging an auto AC .witii CFC-containing fluids first test tiie system for leaks and repair tiiem. The bill 
would ban the sale of fu-e extinguishers containing ozone-depleting substances for consumer applications, 
except for those required by federal law. . • .. ' 

„ The Ozone Layer Conservation Act of 1989 would impose a manufacturers' excise tax on certain 
chemicals-tiiat deplete tiie stratospheric ozone layer and set up an ozone layer tmst fund yvithin the : ' fj/r 
Treasury' DeptV Half of tiie revenues from the excise tax would be used to promote research, development' '•• 
and market incentives for technological altematives and substitutes to tiie ozone-destroying chemicals; The -
^'1'. ! to tiie chemical's ozone-depleting potential. The bill would also call upon tiie 
fedei-al government to look into assisti U.S. manufacturers of altemative technologies in the export of 
such equipriient for applicatipns in developing and developed coun 

2 '̂̂ A"'̂ ^ ;̂̂ PPR0PRIATI0NS ADVOCATES $9-MILLI0N FY-90 EPA INCREASE OVER BUSH BUDGET 

•V'i-OiiFJ}̂  :^®?5^1-^PPf°P"^ '̂°"^ yA-'HUp &' independent subcommittee suggests a $9-million fiscal year 1990 
'"S!-9̂ ?̂  .over 'the Bush Administration's budget request, in,its comments on the Senate Budget Com'mittee's 
April 19 budget resolution. The Budget Committee's report sets out overall funding levels for govemment 
spending. The Appropriations subcommittees use those ceilings to appropriate exact spending levels for each 

'̂ '-govemment agency, such as EPA. The Appropriations subcommittee says that the $9-million increase is 
necessary in order to maintain most EPA programs at current levels and "to increase funding in a "few • "' 
areas," including the agency's construction grants program. ^̂  - ^̂  •. ' 

- The subcommittee's comments are the first indication of the direction in which it may proceed tiiis year 
on EPA funding. Although at this point, it is unclear how the House Appropriations VA-HUD & ' 
:.h?̂ P̂̂ '*.'l̂ ,"̂ Ŝencies subcommittee - which marks up EPA funding first - may proceed. In the past, tiie 
Senat̂  and̂ House subcommittees' have not always agreed on agency funding levels. The House subcommittee 
initiated a $175-mi.llion cut in the Superfund program last year (Inside EPA. June 10, 1988, pi). 

Senate Budget's April 27 committee report, the Senate subcommittee says that " , 
"once'again" tiie Administration is not proposing funding for the asbestos loans and grants program, for .1-
which Congress appropriated $47.5-million in fiscal year 1989. "The Committee [Senate Appropriations] '^^ • ' 
believes that tiiere will be pressure to fund this program at current levels," says the report. 

, The subcommittee also chastises the Administration's budget for only funding half of the authorized 
clevel Tor EPA's construction grants program. It suggests funding for the grant pfogram of $2.1-billioii' up '' 

from,tiie $l,2-btilion. included in Bush's budget. • ' ^ 
.-•hTIl? subcornmittee agrees with the Administration's plan to increase EPA's'̂ operating programs'by 5%.. 

to hike.,tiie'Superfurid program by 10.8% and 'double the underground storage tank trust fund program from* 
$50-millidn'ih FY-89 to $100-million in FY-90. 
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Concerned that EPA's test goes too far ^ '].i7.':7---^'-'-''''---^^^ 
COALITION GROUP DEVELOPING ALTERNATIVE TO CURRENT WASTE TESTING SYSTEM 

A national society tiiat establishes industry materials-testing standards is developing an altemative 
niethod to the main test used to assess whetiier wastes are considered hazardous under tiie Resource W:.-. !̂  . 
Conservation & Recovery Act, concemed that a portion of EPA's test may regulate.more wastes .tiian:: .i.i.;,'.; 
necessary .'The. American Society for Testing Materials (ASTM), which includes industry, govemment, and 
environmental inembers who develop consensus industry testing standards, expressed concem at an April iin 
ll-12.Science Advisory Board meeting over a possible EPA move to require that solidified hazardous wastes 
be ground befiare beinĝ  the agency'.s"toxicity pharacteristic leachate procedure.(TCLP).'!, The .Vi 
TCLP, currentiy undergoing,'final agency review, is a test procedure for determining if_a.w.aste is .;:,.,̂  -;,r,(;jv.; 
hazardous'under RCRA subtitie C and is expected to.become the backbone of.EPA's entire hazardous waste 
program. ASTM believes tiiat grinding wastes will cause more wastes to be regulated tiian are .necessary, 
leading to "unrealistic" assessments of hazard. The group plans io propose a different metiiod, one which 
EPA proposed using but which ASTM believes the agency now may reject. . ' 

At issue is whether under EPA's TCLP a solidified hazardous waste should be ground before being ̂  
S exposed to leaching solution's or instead "tumbled" in a cohtainer to allow'softer'solids to break apart, j At-; ri-.J 

Grinding would result in more wastes being classified as hazardous. EPA held a nuniber of technical , ; 
meetings 'with ASTM' during tiie reView 'of. the orî  May 24, 1988, proposed ,to abandon 
its original plan to 'require 'grinding"'of wastes 'aiid instead't6~ use 'a "tumbler" cpntaiher called a , "cage", in . . , 
tiie TCLP; 'Now;'says' an ASTM source,''EPA 'may'be backing away, from its. May'proposal̂ , 'n, . / , , , ' . ' ,^. . . , 

A source with 'tiie Secondary Lead SmeUers Assn., which also,supports the "cage" methpd as a more;,.., 
"realistic" measure of waste leachability, says tiie agency wants to''retum to' the grinding metiiod.because.,...,., 
it believes enforcement is, easier using.that method, not because of new scientific findings.. The chance 
that EPA may be shifting" its position for ehfprcerii than scientific 'reasons prompted the ASTM, ̂  ,̂ ,. 
and SLMA'ii)'approach" the SAB','w^ch'niay respoirid to the industry'concems w of its bwri.j.,.̂  
Agency sources'could hot be reached for comment.'.''" .. ..!; iyytov^ -y'-. 

The ASTM is developing a procedure that would parallel EPA's TCLP but wpuld use a plastic,'tumbler 
container,ratiier than tiie stainless steel cohtainer suggested ih EPA's May proposal. The procedure, .Avhich . 
would apply to all solidified waste, would be proposed as a modification to the TCLP after thiat, proposal is , 
released as final, scheduled for July. Witii "grinding, "You get a very unrepresentative sample," says'tiie 
ASTM source; because many solidified wastes do not release hazardous constituents into the'enykpnnient; . 
the constituents remain "bound up" in the solid material. A source witii the Hazardous Waste treatment 
Council,'however, says the grinding'rnethod exposes more','waste to leaching solution and is tiieirefpre more ,̂  
protective than the tumbler metiiod, which'leaves waste in"1^^ ' " . ! ' , 

GORE UNVJEl'lLS DEFENSE-LIKE mm GLOBAL PROTECTION , ; / 

.' .,,'-':-Se'ii?>uWrVG^̂ ^ has-urged tiie U.S; to adopt a "Strategic Environment' M --.or'an || ' ' ^ 
.'environmental equivalent of the iniiitary Strategic Defense Initiati^ to encourage coordination\of̂ ;̂ ^ 
goveijimeiit 'piroigrams aiid tiie (jevelopment of new' technologies aimed at protecting the global environment.. 
Gore; kicking off the National Acadeiiiy'of Sciences Fonim on Global Chaiige a;nd Our Common Futurê ô  

' ' May 1, stressed tiiat' the U.S. and the international community needs to implement an SEI of sorts with " ; " . 
the sarn'̂ e'focus'and in^ iSDI.'̂ 'SDI takes a cornpfehe'nsive,'coordinated â^̂^ 
U;S. • defe'hse.'"Such' ^n initiative on an 'erivironmeiital level, says Gore, would, require 'isimilar levelŝ  of " '' ^/.l 
funding to deal comprehensively witii acid rain, global warming, su-atospheric ozone depletion,'' • • • 
deforestation, air, ocean, water and groundwater poUution.-y - ; • , -v; . ;-: .̂  

An.SEI must encompass every major sector of the economy, according to Gore - energy, agriciiUiire, 
.manufacturing, and transportation - and identify effective new technologies. In tiie energy sector, for ' 

' insian6e,'Gbre 'says the focus should be oii producing energy for development witiiout compromising tiie 
environmerit. Gore cites energy efficiency and conservation as near-term alternatives'; solar power, new- ' ' 
generation nuclear power; biomass; and improved efficiency as mid-term alternatives; and,for the long- ; • ' 
term iist'bf alte'matives,' nucleair fusion as well as more sophisticated versions'of solar, biomass, nuclear , 
ehergy"and energy efficiency. •' ' . -• ", ; ;'' 

•In'the agricultural sector. Gore notes tiiat a second "green revolution" is needed to focus oii tiie needs • 
of tiie Third World poor. Particularly, Gore says tiie focus should be on increasing productivity from' small'' 
farms on marginal lands, witii low-input agricultural methods. Such an effort would help to abate tiie land • 
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hunger of tiie poor and also of tiiose who are "slashing daily into the rainforest of Amazonia - leaving '"̂ ^ 
behind the depleted soils of tiieir first homesteads," explains Gore. Gore also encourages tiie safe'; •- ' 
.5'fri?P?^"^..?f.^.l9f?9^".of<>Sy« and stresses that new industrial, processes and increased use of sustainable ''' ' " ' 
materials.-will become cmcial for "sustainable development."-"' • ^ -• ''••••\..n<: . li-\0'-J 

The transportation sector will require-the most attention, suggests Gore, who notes that iii ~th6 near-
term efforts.should be focused on improving vehicle mileage standards and encouraging A'mericahs to'curb'' 
tiieir drivmg habits. Gore recommends altemative fuels - such as biomass-based Hqiiid fuels or electricity 
--ias.a .mid-term effort; and in tiie long-term; a reexamination of the'entire transportation'settor and "its" 
inherent-demand on tiie personal vehicle for efficient transport." ':; ::!; v.iw , ::;::;,, .:;! .;-.-ii ;::v 

?;5;i5vGore';empKasiMS -Third -World coun'trie's must be encouraged to be energy efficient and environmentally 
conscious'through attractive inteniational credit arrangements; He also recommends tiiat Uie U.S.^Whd other 
technology developers, togetiier witii intemational lending institutions; 'establish'vi^bridw'ide training cente^^^ 
witii.'a core of environmentally educated planners and technicians. Such 'an'effort'wbuld yield -<^'^--^'^^^ 
environmentally attractive technologies and practices, he says; " /-uva-vv:-.-! iv'r^/, ri-^;rii:y; 

DOE RADWASTE FACILITY PLAN ALLOWS DISPOSAL BEFORE MEETING EPA STANDARDS 
^̂ ,v,.,Tl̂ ';En̂ rgy.̂ Dept;̂  flraft'piaii'whicli^^ 
receiving radfiM^ be filled' lip to.,3% of its. capacity'before ,'^'''?'' 
compliance''with EPA ston̂  ..fhe'plah has'set off a' wave of .con'trovfersy arnong •eiivironine'ii'talists,'̂ whp 
Ŝ"̂ .̂?̂ -' P.Q>?,.fj?i;yei.'.̂ o.j"ŝ ^̂ ^ any'waste::iri. the ifacjlit'y'and ha's 'piqû ^̂ ^ '''' 

congressionâ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂  actually allows inore. waste than the'3% figure^o be .. 
placed4n"the'fiacility";;~'';.,• ' ' ' : ' ''''"^ ^ - . - f . : - . ' j<::,:\,.. . 

" •M f̂*P%?lî ?l'i?t?:̂ U'̂  i^''^^^ 
^°"!!^y; a. radioactive'w sjated tp;b(;: operied thi^ .has'been Ihe 'i^f! 
subjecrof intense cbn'gressiorial s'liriitiny''iii Cbrigress'ove'r''the 
^.^!?f°!^.,|n.r1?® /ability before compliance with,EPA radioactiyd waste .standards.'Rep. Bi'u Richardson (D-' ' 
^^,'ffl^f°'?^9?^ which stated that rip'waste coiild ije! stored'at WlPP before ' ' :• 

tb-be''-filleh' up':t^^ before'.ajgehcy..stafidards kiiked;'iri'.,Neithwthe cbngressmaii or the'!' 7. 
.bilis'̂ this'sessib^ 'pOE tdiissue its plan ;" • '.'' 

outiining'expen^ .'-y •', '• '.'•,•'•:'''• '-''•• ---'-'^ •- • ' - -

,.,,.,J^%!^5ffiflpHf ,''?'?̂ ^̂ ^̂  '^P"l.r^ ŝ ys that phase'prie bf the'plan '--. the first three 'years of' a .five"!.'., ;;-; 
year''dem6nstî ation - would allow'WlPP to be filled'up to 3% of 'capacity' m' order'to'evalum̂ ^̂ ^̂  
safety ahd effectiveness of waste handling procedures, such as loading, unloaiii'rig and transporting waste "at ' 
the site. However, the perforrnance assessment portion of the plan - which would take place over the last 
two years of the experiments --'; would'allow the'ficllity't^ to S '̂o'-bf'its'capac'itf iii'order "to ' 3>:0:.-..-
"evaluate, the Ipng-term performance of the waste disposal system.". The latter part ofthe, plan is, intended 
to ensureahiy WIPp^ • • • 

..Jjmi?l̂ vlvĈ '̂'y;î ^̂ /M,P̂  
^̂ ]9yA'P,g.-.[hê  in ac''tu,al|ty''W'lPP'._wiil';b'ĉ m 
''i^OE;ki^ps;talldng^ source, well'it isri't:";'V"'." i"- -. 
^"y ;̂̂ % '̂?f5î ?/̂ - ,^^ ,i^^^^^ and ;qucsiipn whetiier'the experimenis" 
have any, menfVOne.sbufce'.expla^^^^^^^ ilheTtests"ar.e. i'nt'ended 'to "mimic" ,a 10,500 year jirpcess, .which"is''-' 
"impossible "to"dp. j'n,.fi,ye.',ye£u-s; • ; • ''..' ' ' " - • -• • / -J 

• DOE sources deny that the plan is misleading,'arid stand behind the 3% figure.'They say that the ' -
.rjgu''?-,^,?.^ ^I^gotiated after.the plan was issued and .argue that 3%, not 8%, is the amount of waste that 

'DOE wijl:,place.,in the^facility.';' y}..'.~'7 .. / "'-".'Z:,. / ' '••^7', '..Jl'-"'.' ' . " " " ' ' - ' ^ 
Already ihe.;,pian'h'as.̂ ĉ ^ pos'turin'g; 'The one biii"introdiiced\his session̂^̂^ '"' 

Reps;;Richard::Stallings ;(p-I>^ (R-tvfM),'calling Ibr the facility up to 8% bf. 
capacitylhaŝ beenchmiged. n^ 3%';capacity;!staffers'fbr Stallirigs indicate that he believes'.'! 
the 3%'figure in th'e'plan is the'̂ appropriate 'niamber.̂ B^ 
and Sens. Bingaman and Domenici will react to 'the draft 'proposal. Many congressional .sburces'say that'the" 
P*.?i?:v̂ \̂%"l'l-™E'̂ .9,4 controyersylUhat it may not put tp rest questions over whether"'there'is "a need .to " ' " 
place..any,,waste; in the facility'in the first place! ; , _ ' " , " ' - ,"".'- '.' " ' ' . " f ' 
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Vermont to Ban Autos',; IJse 
Of Ozone-Depleting Chemic 

Tl, '? 

MONTPELIER, Vt., May 6 (API -
Vermont Is poised to become the first 
state to ban automobile alr-condltlon-
ers that use a chemical linked to de­
struction of the atmosphere's ozone 
layer, which protects the Earth from 
harmful ultraviolet radiation. 

l~he alr-condltloners are the single 
largest source of the American contri­
bution to ozone depletion, testimony be-
fore legislative committees has indl-
calcd. * 

Gov. Madeleine M. Kunin has hailed 
the bill, passed May 2, as "landmark 
lcglslatlon".and Is expected to sign It In 
the next two weeks.-

' "We are a role model, and we may be 
a role model for the U.S. Congress," 

,rtiesald. j : , ; , ! ' 

'.'v;;' Sterts WIUi 1993 Models 
!startlng with the 1993 model year, 

the measure would ban the sale or 
registration of automobiles equipped 
with air<ondltioners that use chloro­
fluorocarbons for coolant. Car air-
conditioners were singled out partly 
because they use a form of the refriger­
ant considered by scientists to be the 
most damaging to the ozone layer. 

Leaks of the coolant, during car serv­
icing, In accidents or when a car Is 
Junked, send molecules into the atmos-

f)here where they damage the ozone 
ayer 15 to 20 miles up. 
While ozone at ground level is consid­

ered a pollutant, scientists say it acts 
as a shield in the upper atmosphere to 
radiation that causes skin cancer and 
eye disease and damages plants and 
animals crucial to.the food chain. 

. The connection between chlorofluo­
rocarbons and the ozon6 layer "is not 
being debated anymore," said state 

Representative Curt McCormacki„the 
bill's major sponsor. "The argumeD(,1s 
when can you have alr-conditloners" 
without them. 

The auto Industry Is studying tt.sub-
stance without chlorofluorocarbons as 
a substitute. "Work Is continuing a^t it 
is the substance of choice," said Do.ug-
las Mark, an er-.ission engineer fot w^ 
General Motors Corporation.. 

But Mr. Mark Mark said long-terrn 
health tests of the new chemical,were 
expected to continue through ld92, 
when the 1993 model-year vefjiclies 
mentioned in the Vermont law will be 
in production. rf~., 

Joan Mulhern, a lobbyist for thd,'yi^r-
mont Public Interest Research Group, 
which supported the bill, cited repqr.ts 
prepared from dala of the Federal En­
vironmental Protection Agency shoe­
ing that auto air-conditioners contrib­
uted 26.6 percent of the 330,000 tbfi^ jof 
chlorofluorcarbons released into:.(he 
atmosphere in the United Stat«s'..ln 
1985. The second-highest source 'Wfts 
solvents, which accounted for 22.S.per-
cent, while home refrigerants coptfjb-
uted 1.5 percent, she said. J 

Once Considered Ideal . ' . 
An intemational agreement signed in 

1987 called for halving chlorofluor0c4r-
bon emissions by 1999. But at a meeting 
In Finland last week, attended by dele­
gates from 81 countries, scientists said 
ozone depletion was proceeding iTiore 
rapidly than was previously believed.' 

The refrigerant, developed in 19iO by 
a General Motors chemist, were con­
sidered Ideal chemicals becausc'tbey 
are non-toxic and noncombustible. ,',u 

The chemicals are widely used as 
coolants In refrigerators, freezersjunl 
other types of air-conditioners and as 
propellants In spray cans. Th^ bip 
would also ban use of the chemical^ 
next year for propellants In noisdtnalv 
ers and plastic party streamers and for 
cleaning private photographic or elec*-
tronicequipment. ' ~ i~'\ 

- '•^ I 

Hawaii Also Passed Bill • '>' i 
Supporters of Ihe measure saylt 1̂  

the most far-reaching of the two dSzen 
ozone-protection bills introduced^ iiT 
state legislatures (his year. Only th^! 
Hawaii legislature has passed sueh !l 
measure. Gov. John Waihcc of Hawaii 
Is expected to sign Ihe bill, which \Voul(t 
ban the sale of cartridges for recbaig-
ing car air-conditioners with chlOn>-' 
fluorocarbon coolants and would i^ise 
standards for repair of car air-condl-
t loners. 

Auto dealers in a state where July 
high temperatures average only 70 ier 
grees did not oppose the bill. Charley 
Ffolliott, the Vermont represenidtive 
of the National Automotive Dealers'A^ 
soclation, estimated that more than 
half of the new cars sold In Verm9fll 
were equipped with air<onditioning. 
Nationally, about 90 percent ol a l l , t i ^ 
cars have air-conditioning. Jo-i 
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TENNESSEE PHONE: 202-224-4944 

Bnitetl States Senate 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

May 16, 1989 

The Honorable Richard Bryan 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Dick 

I ara w r i t i n g to ask your support i n our e f f o r t s to protect the 
earth's ozone layer. S p e c i f i c a l l y , I would l i k e you to support and 
hold hearings on a piece of l e g i s l a t i o n that I have introduced, the 
Consumer Ozone Protection Act of 1989 (S. 870), which has been 
referred to the Consumer Subcommittee of the Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation Committee. 

The b i l l focuses p r i m a r i l y on promoting consumer awareness of 
the p o t e n t i a l harm to the earth's ozone layer that the manufacture and 
use of certain products present. I t requires consumer products 
containing substances that contribute to the depletion of the ozone 
layer to be labeled, and regulates the sale, d i s t r i b u t i o n , and use of 
ozone-depleting substances i n consumer products. I n some cases, these 
products are removed from the market. Because almost 30 percent of 
U.S. emissions of CPC-12 originate from auto a i r conditioners --
emissions occurring most often during the servicing of these units — 
the b i l l also regulates the servicing of automobile a i r conditioners. 
F i n a l l y , the b i l l c a l l s f o r a Chlorofluorocarbon and Halon Reclamation 
Plan to determine the most e f f e c t i v e means of ensuring the 
reclamation, recycling, or regulated disposal of the compounds covered 
by the Act. The attached summary provides more de t a i l s of the b i l l . 

I would greatly appreciate your support i n t h i s e f f o r t , both by 
becoming a co-sponsor and by scheduling hearings i n the Consumer 
Subcommittee as soon as possible. I f your s t a f f would l i k e a b r i e f i n g 
on the b i l l , I w i l l have Rick Adcock of my s t a f f meet with them. I 
look forward to discussing t h i s matter with you soon. 

With kind regards. 

Albert Gore Jr, 




