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I am writing regarding your plan to hold fo rums on how the Clean Air Act is perfo rming 
and to gather ideas fo r improvements. 1 am disappointed by your dec ision to move fo rwa rd wi th 
these fo rums on a parti san bas is. Such an approach is unli ke ly to lead to legislati ve success. 

When we met recentl y to di scuss your proposa l to hold Clean Air Act forums fo r 
Committee members, I expressed my interest in worki ng with you to deve lop a biparti san 
approach we could both support. We agreed that we would ask our sta ffs to work together to see 
if we could move forward to hold Clean Air Act forums on a bipartisan bas is. 

Unfortunately, you are now proceeding unilaterally with parti san forums on topics you 
have chosen and with witnesses you have selected. A bipatti san approach would necessarily 
require some kind of agreement on the topics to be covered in the fo rums, and we proposed 
either holding fo rums on mutually agreed-upon topics or alternating in selecting the topics. We 
suggested similar options for selecting participants in the forums. Both reasonable approac hes 
were rejected . 

I parti cularl y object to yo ur refusa l to hold fo rums on the single biggest clean air 
challenge our nati on faces: climate change. Yo u need look no further than the corn fi elds 
wi lt ing in Kentucky, the state yo u represent, to understand the magnitude of the threat posed by 
ri sing temperatures. Yet yo u continue to deny the sc ience or even to acknowledge this imminent 
danger. Examining the Clean Air Act without considering climate change is like ignoring 
terrori sm in a d iscussion of homeland security. It is an undertaking that makes the Committee 
look foo li sh. 
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Historicall y, clean ai r has been something that both parties support. The 1970 Clean Air 
Act, the 1977 Amendments to the Clean Air Act, and the 1990 Amendments to the Clean Air Act 
were all adopted by overwhelming bipartisan majorities. T hi s is not surpri sing given eve ry 
Ameri can' s interest in breathing clean air. The repeated parti san assaults on the Clean Air Act 
by I-louse Republi cans in this Congress are unprecedented. 

During my career in Congi·ess, strengthening the Clean Air Act has been one of my 
highest priorities. It remains so today. I would welcome any credible, science-based effort to 
reexamine the Act and urge you to reconsider yo ur partisan, science-denying approach. 

Sincere ly, 

Henry A. Waxman 
Ranking Member 


