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Anti-Chlorine Crusade Fouls Great Lakes Region
When the subject is 

man’s best friend, you’re 
likely to hear a lot of con
flicting opinions. Some 
point to the stately Great 
Dane, others to the lov
able Beagle, and still 
others leave dogs off the 
list completely and in
stead hold aloft such 
dandies as the golf club, 
the riding lawnmower, 
and the remote control.
One thing you probably 
won’t hear mentioned, 
however, is chlorine, and 
that’s a shame, because 
given its incredibly wide 
range of benefits, it should 
at least rank up there next 
to Rover.

Every time you turn on 
your tap, whiten your 
socks, fill a prescription, or diaper your baby’s bottom, chlorine 
is helping to brighten your day. It is found in such diverse products 
as teflon, compact discs, birth control pills, photographic film, sofa 
cushions, linoleum, and lawn chemicals. It is used in 85% of all 
pharmaceuticals, 96% of all pesticides, purifies 98% of all U.S. drinking 
water, and directly affects 1.3 million American jobs. Chlorine is 
so important, in fact, it is used in 60% of all chemical transactions 
which amount to 40% of our total gross national product.

With MVP numbers like those, it’s hard to imagine anyone would 
attempt to completely strike out its use. Nevertheless, some are 
claiming we must do just that because they say the consequences 
of not banning chlorine are too severe. Liberal environmental groups 
led by Greenpeace, the National Wildlife Federation (NWF), and 
the Canadian-based Pollution Probe are actually calling for “zero 
discharge” of the chemical. And nowhere have their efforts been 
more intense than in the region of the Great Lakes.

Testing the waters
For over 25 years, many environmental extremists have looked 

to the Great Lakes as one of the best opportunities to pursue their 
militant anti-chemical campaign. Their most notable early 
achievement was the 1978 expansion of the Great Lakes Water 
Quality Agreement to include the “virtual elimination” of “persistent” 
toxic chemicals, so named because they do not break down rapidly 
in the environment. Since responsibility for deciding how to interpret

and carry out this difficult 
agreement fell to the 
International Joint Com
mission (1JC) — a body 
established in 1909 to 
resolve boundary water 
disputes between the U.S. 
and Canada — the 
Greens began a decade- 
long mobilization to not 
only get the agency in 
gear on existing chemical 
targets, but also to 
broaden the list to ulti
mately include the all- 
important element of 
chlorine.

These efforts began to 
pay off at the IJC’s 1989 
biennial meeting in Ham
ilton, Ontario. There, 
where according to com
mission staff member 

Mike Gibertson the Greens dominated the gathering, they succeeded 
in establishing an IJC task force that would draft the strategy for 
sunsetting various toxics. In 1991, they scored another major victory 
when they convinced the commission to include chlorine on the 
list of chemicals to be X’d out. And although loud protests from 
industry kept the chemical off the task force’s final October ‘93 
report, the enviro’s retained their momentum in February when 
the IJC reaffirmed its earlier commitment to the banning of chlorine. 
Now, with the IJC firmly planted in the Green camp, the battle 
is in full rage.

“Just get rid of them!”
At the heart of the chlorine controversy are complaints about 

the chemical’s effects on the environment and human health. 
Foremost, the Greens say human activities such as incineration, paper 
production, water purification, and pesticide use are resulting in 
dangerous amounts of toxic chlorine compounds being formed in 
the environment. They further claim these compounds, known as 
organochlorines, can persist in the ecosystem for as much as one 
hundred years and can thus build up, or bioaccumulate, in living 
tissue and pass from one organism to another. Since animals farther 
up the food chain are more susceptible to being KO’d by such 
persistent chemicals, the Greens sound their loudest alarm about 
chlorine’s impact on such species as birds, whales, and people.

So convinced are they of chlorine’s devastating impact that Tim
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FROM THE DARK SIDE

■ The thrill of victoiy, the agony of defeat, 
and now . . .  the joys of recycling? Yes, such 
was strangely the theme at the XVII Winter 
Olympics in Norway which were dubbed by 
organizers, “The Green Games.” It started 
even before the athletes strapped on their gear 
when planners ordered stacks of edible plates 
and tried to save every tree possible in the 
construction of the venues. It continued with 
the opening festivities when mystical vettas 
danced around a glowing earth called “the egg 
of life.” And it carried on right through to 
the dousing of the flame when the world said 
“Bon Voyage” to the dog sled expedition that 
is going to spend 18 months traveling almost
10,000 miles to the next Olympic site in 
Nagano, Japan using no hideous devices of 
our modem age. Given the eco-craze in 
Lillehammer, it probably won’t be too long 
before they start handing out medals in such 
sports as trash sorting, tree hugging, and scare 
mongering.

■  Timberrrrrrrrr! Not a word you’re likely to 
hear around the Sierra Gub offices — or at 
least that’s what you would think. But two 
recent stories have laid the lumber to one of 
the tallest hardwoods in the D a rk  Side forest.

The first branch to M  was the embarrassing 
revelation that William Arthur, Sierra’s 
northwest regional director and a vocal critic 
of the wood products industry, cleared and 
sold 70% of the standing timber on some 
property he owns in Washington State to fund 
repairs on his vacation home. A second and 
much bigger limb fell with published reports 
that almost 25% of the group’s massive budget 
was hacked away by declining membership 
between 1991 and 1993. The Great Sierra Oak 
will no doubt be able to lick the sap clean 
from its present wounds, but too many more 
hits like these and you better stand clear below.

■ Following on the heels of Jacques 
Cousteau’s enlightened recommendation that 
we bump off 350,000 people a day to save 
the planet comes an even more stouthearted 
endorsement of the Grim Reaper approach. 
Offering his assessments to the American 
Academy for the Advancement of Science, 
Cornell University ecologist David Pimentel 
recently stated, “We face a worldwide scenario 
of absolute misery, poverty, disease and 
starvation.” And since he says “there are no 
technological solutions to be found,” he 
suggests we solve the problem by slashing the

world’s population from six billion down to 
two billion. Such a final solution, of course, 
won’t do diddly to help the earth but it just 
might provide the answer for Bill and Hillary’s 
health care fiasco as it cuts down on cradles 
and increases graves.

■ Stories of people being taken to the cleaners 
on shady Florida land deals are nothing new. 
But few would expect a noble pillar of eco- 
virtue like The Nature Conservancy (TNC) 
to be donning the sleazy plaid jacket. Such 
was the case, however, when according to 
published reports, TNC acquired much of an 
1800 acre barrier island near Carrabelle, 
Florida and ended up driving out residents 
with an elaborate scam. As the story goes, 
TNC sold the land to a wealthy contributor 
who announced false plans to upscale the 
island for the sole purpose of increasing 
property values. When residents who could 
not afford to pay the higher taxes were shaken 
from their land, he handed off nice parcels 
to TNC officers and gained an $800,000 tax 
advantage from the phoney appreciation when 
he made a gift sale to the state. For TNC, 
Green obviously comes in more shades than 
one. ■

Chlorine_______(C o n tin u ed  from  p a g e  1)

Eder, a spokesman for NWF, sees no room for 
compromise. “When it comes to organochlorines,” 
he stated in a recent interview with Citizen Outlook, 
“you don’t make them, produce them, or dispose 
them . .. you just get rid of them!”

Apocalypse not
Despite such bold certainty, basic science and 

some real-world observations are casting a long 
shadow on the Greens’ claims. To begin with, there 
are literally thousands of different kinds of 
organochlorines and despite environmentalist 
assertions to the contrary, many, like chloroform 
and methylene chloride, are produced by nature. 
Even “persistent” chlorine by-products like dioxin 
and PCBs are often naturally produced by forest 
fires and volcanoes.

As for breaking down in the environment and 
in living tissue, scientists from the respected CanTox 
group in Ontario say even the most persistent 
chlorinated organic compounds are far more 
degradable then generally thought. In the Great 
Lakes, for instance, levels of PCB and dioxin have 
dropped dramatically since their use was curtailed 
— a drop of fifteen fold in just 20 years. And 
fish, which had PCB levels of as much as 40 parts 
per million (ppm) in the 1970’s, are commonly 
found today with a meager level of 1 ppm and 
rarely exceed 2 ppm.

With regard to wildlife, the enviro’s point to 
several species they say are being harmed. But if 
that’s so, their numbers, according to the U.S. Fish

and Wildlife Service, do not reflect it. Bald eagles, 
one of the Greens’ favorite “victims,” have been 
on the rebound for more than two decades, and 
the Great Lakes just happens to be among their 
strongest habitats. In 1973, there were an estimated 
345 pairs in the region, but today that number 
has burgeoned to 1,449. Trout numbers in the area 
also continue to remain healthy while a frequently 
mentioned bird known as the double-crested 
cormorant, which numbered just 157 nests in the 
region in 1977, has now exploded to an estimated 
11,439. Beluga whales, often cited to elicit public 
sympathies, aren’t even on the threatened, never 
mind, endangered, species list. And as for seagulls, 
any Great Lakes boater or fisherman can tell you 
there’s little danger of the area running out of them 
any time soon.

Finally, concerning the chemical’s impact on 
human health, there have never been any known 
real-world fatalities caused by organochlorines. 
Environmentalists, in fact, have been able to 
produce only one report of any scientific interest 
that links chlorine’s use to physical human harm. 
This report, known as the “Jacobson” study, 
postulates a connection between birth defects and 
the consumption of contaminated Great Lakes fish 
by pregnant mothers. The study, however, has been 
roundly rejected because it included no chemical 
analysis or legitimate demographics of the 
individuals surveyed and came up with only a 
statistically insignificant 2 out of 36 positive tests 
that showed any link.

Money and lives
Unfortunately, this lack of convincing evidence 

to show any damaging effects has not slowed down 
the drive to ban chlorine. Even the Clinton Admini
stration is now calling for the creation of a “national 
strategy for substituting, reducing, or prohibiting 
the use of chlorine” as part of the new Clean Water 
Act. Such a move, however, would carry huge 
costs in money, and maybe even in lives. The 
Charles River Associates group of Boston pins the 
cost of chlorine substitutes, in the cases they are 
available, at $91 billion, or $1,500 a year for a 
family of four. And with countries such as Bolivia 
and Peru experiencing a cholera epidemic following 
their decision to stop chlorinating their water, the 
cost in human health could also be real and severe. 
The chlorine ban is one product of environmental 
extremism we can ill afford to swallow. ■



/ The “back belt,” long used by con
struction workers and weight trainers 
to lift heavy loads, may be doing more 
harm than good—or so say several recent 

studies which cast a shadow of doubt on the 
value of this unusual looking device. Foremost 
among the criticisms is the charge that it doesn’t 
focus on strengthening the correct muscles for 
lifting (normally the ones used for forward 
bending), and actually weakens other muscles 
that would normally be O.K. without its 
“help.” One study conducted on airline 
baggage handlers found a higher incidence of 
back injury among those who experienced no 
pain prior to using the contraption and then 
quit, than among those who never used it in 
the first place. Since the belt has also been 
proven to give people the wrong impression 
that they can lift more weight than normal, 
C on su m er N o te s  recommends you be careful 
not to let this false sense of power go to your 
head.

/ Two bits of good news from the FDA. 
First, thanks to modern medicine, polio 
may soon be eliminated from the 
Western Hemisphere. The last case was 

reported in 1991 in Peru, and the U.S. hasn’t 
had a reported incident since 1979. Even such 
poor countries as Argentina, Chile, Paraguay, 
and the Caribbean Islands haven’t had cases 
in over four years. Second, the reported use 
of illegal drugs among Americans twelve and 
older declined an impressive eleven percent 
in 1992, down to 11.4 million from 12.8 million 
in 1991.

/ Those who live in fear of ingesting 
pesticides ought to take a moment to 
swallow this fact: The typical Amer
ican eats roughly 1,500 milligrams of natural 

pesticides each day — 10 ,0 0 0  tim es m ore  than  
the a rerage da ily  in ta k e  o f  m an m ade  pesticides!  
Plants produce these natural toxins as a 
chemical defense against attacks from pests, 
and we consume anywhere from 5,000-10,000 
different natural pesticides each year. Not to 
worry, though, because just as is the case with 
manmade chemicals, most natural toxins are 
not in sufficiently high doses to cause us any 
harm.

EDITOR’S NOTE
Oops! In the Jan/Feb ’94 edition of 

Citizen Outlook, we said Dixy Lee Ray 
succeeded A rthur Schlesinger as chair of 
the Atomic Energy Commission when he 
was appointed head of the CIA by 
Richard Nixon. Given Mr. Schlesinger’s 
political leanings, this is an obvious and 
somewhat humorous error. The name 
should have been James Schlesinger.

N o w , A b o u t T h a t G lo b a l W a rm in g . . .
B y Peter Sam uel

On about the twentieth consecutive day of freezing 
rain and ice-ups in the century’s third coldest 
January in the eastern United States, the W ashington  
P o s t “Style” section ran an irreverent headline, 
“Now, About That Global Warming. . . ” The piece 
was actually a lighthearted look at other kinds of 
natural disasters, earthquakes, etc. This was a pity 
because the whole great global warming scare 
screams out to be treated with some of the skepticism 
upon which journalists pride themselves in tackling 
other issues.

It was, after all, the media that helped launch the 
great Warming Scare back in the last week of June 
and July of 1988, giving it massive publicity based 
on the unusually hot spring and summer that year. 
That was when NASA manager James E. Hansen 
testified on Capitol Hill that “global warming is now 
sufficiently large that we can ascribe with a high degree 
of confidence a cause and effect relationship to the 
greenhouse effect.”

Hansen seized on the previous five months to 
produce a graph that rocketed upward like the space 
shuttle on a good day for NASA. But as Patrick J. 
Michaels, a University of Virginia climatologist, has 
explained, this was a totally unprofessional and 
unscientific procedure — “mixing apples and oranges.” 
Moreover, Michaels has pointed out the total amount 
of warming claimed by the NASA director for the 
past century could only be obtained by focussing 
exclusively on two convenient decades while 
neglecting the data of the remaining 80 years.

Inconvenient, too, is the fact that this century’s 
warming has occurred mainly in the first three decades 
— before mass use worldwide of automobiles and 
other gutsy carbon dioxide emitters. The big jump 
in C 02 and other greenhouse gas emissions in the 
years 1940 to 1990 has been accompanied by 
temperatures fluctuating around a no-change trend, 
not the much-touted warming.

Hansen’s propagandists methods suggest he was 
more interested in seizing the media limelight, 
advancing a trendy environmentalist theme, and 
enhancing NASA’s budget prospects than in presenting 
dispassionate science. In the nearly five years since 
this NASA politician launched the “greenhouse effect” 
as a public policy issue there has been nothing in 
the temperature data to confirm his sensationalist 
claims. Temperatures have actually been cooling since

then, especially when this winter — severe in Europe 
too — is taken into account.

Serious errors have been found in the numbers used 
by NASA to hype global wanning. Thomas Karl of 
thg National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Admin
istration looked at the weather stations on which NASA 
based its catastrophic claims and found only 500 out 
of 16,000 provided a reliable historical comparison (the 
rest, 97 percent, were seriously biased by urban 
development nearby). After winnowing out the biased 
data, Karl’s remaining stations, known as the Historical 
Climate Network, indicate a small warming trend from 
1895 to 1935 and then a small cooling trend since 
then. All of these are North American data.

At a global level it has been possible to get accurate 
measurements only since satellites have been available 
— from 1979. Dr. John Christy of the Earth System 
Science Laboratory in Huntsville, Alabama says the 
satellite data show a very slight cooling trend — an 
average annual global atmospheric cooling of 0.02 
degrees Celsius through the 1980s. Certainly no 
evidence of that global warming!

The warming catastrophists now admit, contrary 
to “Hype” Hansen’s 1988 headline grabbing, that there 
is no hard temperature data to support their global 
warming thesis. A prominent British government 
official said bluntly at a meeting in 1991, “The 
(temperature) data don’t matter. We (catastrophists) 
are not basing our recommendations on the data. We 
are basing them on the climate models."

Now mathematical modelling is certainly legitimate 
when employed by dispassionate scientists to test 
whether a theory represents the real world. The various 
climate models, however, have failed dismally to 
represent the real world climate. They have 
demonstrated no value as explanations of reality but 
instead have been misused as a kind of pseudo-science 
intended to bamboozle and mislead laymen. These 
climate models are not science but political weapons 
being used to promote the special interests of anti
modernist, anti-growth activists and opportunistic 
budget builders in government and academia.

So as it’s turning out, better not put the long johns 
in permanent storage just yet. ■

P eter  S a m u el serv es  a s  an  ad ju n ct p o lic y  an a lyst f o r  
C F A C T . H e  is  a lso  a  con tr ibu to r  to  National Review 
a n d  Forbes.
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^  I n  t h e  S p o t l i g h t :  Helping Melt Down Nuclear’s Critics
Mountain to the new generation of improved nuclear 
plant designs.

Of most recent note, however, is CFACTs 
ongoing participation in Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) hearings. The NRC has looked 
to the Committee for expertise on a number of 
important matters, and did so once again in February 
when it invited Dr. Gil Brown, a professor of nuclear 
engineering at the University of Massachusetts, 
Lowell, to represent CFACT at its hearing in 
Chickopee, MA. The workshop was held to examine 
the involvement of states in the nuclear licensing 
process, and Dr. Brown’s testimony proved crucial 
to offsetting the influence of the liberal advocacy 
groups in attendance. Commented Dr. Brown, “I 
think my contributions were positive and by the 
feedback I received from the NRC and some of 
the state participants, I think they were also 
appreciated.”

Look for CFACT to continue energizing public 
support for nuclear power. ■
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C itizen Outlook is a bi-monthly publication 
of the Committee For A Constructive 
Tomorrow (CFACT). a non-profit public- 
interest organization that promotes free- 
market and safe technological solutions to 
current consumer and environmental 
concerns. Subscriptions to C itizen Outlook  
are $18 per year. ■
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The ability to get bountiful supplies of energy 
from the splitting of atoms was something only 
dreamed about less than fifty years ago. Yet today, 
America’s 109 nuclear power plants account for over 
20% of our nation’s total electricity production and 
have saved $140 billion in foreign oil payments since 
1973. Despite these tremendous accomplishments, 
atomic energy has long been one of the principle 
bogeymen and lucrative fundraising tools of radical 
environmentalists. So to balance out the debate and 
help folks understand the truth about this vital energy 
source, CFACT has focused extensively on the issue 
of nuclear power.

Our efforts toward this end have been many and 
varied. First, the Committee has encouraged its 
activists to place op-ed pieces about the issue in 
their local and campus newspapers. Over the years, 
these articles have reached circulations in the 
millions. CFACT has also weighed in repeatedly 
on local nuclear-related controversies such as the 
siting of a low-level waste facility in West Valley,

Dr. G il Brown (center), a  nuclear energy expert, has 
represented C F A C T  on a p a ir  o f  important N R C  panels.

NY where we locked horns with the local Greens 
and have been working to gain approval for the 
project. And in recent months, the Committee’s “Just 
the Facts” radio commentary, broadcast daily on 
over 80 stations nationwide, has brought information 
about everything from high-level storage at Yucca
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