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HouseVotes BanonQutput
Of PCB’s Within 3 Years

By RICHARD D. LYONS

Sercial to The New Yorx Times
WASHINGTON, Aug. 23—!er to Japan, of the harm ¢hat|
The House voted tonight to bnnlthey can cause to homans and
within three years the manufac-| animals.

cz2l that has been linked to:dogin PCB and it's time to get

House Votes Ban on the Output of PCB’s
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