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House of Representatives
The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. PEASE).
f

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
April 12, 1999.

I hereby appoint the Honorable EDWARD A.
PEASE to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.
f

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE
A message from the Senate by Mr.

Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed
with amendments in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested, bills of
the House of the following titles:

H.R. 98. An act to amend chapter 443 of
title 49, United States Code, to extend the
aviation war risk insurance program and to
amend the Centennial of Flight Commemo-
ration Act to make technical and other cor-
rections.

H.R. 440. An act to make technical correc-
tions to the Microloan Program.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed bills of the following
titles, in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. 243. An act to authorize the construction
of the Perkins County Rural Water System
and authorize financial assistance to the
Perkins County Rural Water System, Inc., a
nonprofit corporation, in the planning and
construction of the water supply system, and
for other purposes.

S. 278. An act to direct the Secretary of the
Interior to convey certain lands to the coun-
ty of Rio Arriba, New Mexico.

S. 291. An act to convey certain real prop-
erty within the Carlsbad Project in New
Mexico to the Carlsbad Irrigation District.

S. 292. An act to preserve the cultural re-
sources of the Route 66 corridor and to au-
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to pro-
vide assistance.

S. 293. An act to direct the Secretaries of
Agriculture and Interior to convey certain

lands in San Juan County, New Mexico, to
San Juan College.

S. 334. An act to amend the Federal Power
Act to remove the jurisdiction of the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission to license
projects on fresh waters in the State of Ha-
waii.

S. 356. An act to authorize the Secretary of
the Interior to convey certain works, facili-
ties, and titles of the Gila Project, and des-
ignated lands within or adjacent to the Gila
Project, to the Wellton-Mohawk Irrigation
and Drainage District, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 382. An act to establish the Minuteman
Missile National Historic Site in the State of
South Dakota, and for other purposes.

S. 388. An act to authorize the establish-
ment of a disaster mitigation pilot program
in the Small Business Administration.

S. 422. An act to provide for Alaska state
jurisdiction over small hydroelectric
projects.

S. 756. An act to provide adversely affected
crop producers with additional time to make
fully informed risk management decisions
for the 1999 crop year.
f

MORNING HOUR DEBATES
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 19, 1999, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debate. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to 30 min-
utes, and each Member, except the ma-
jority leader, the minority leader, or
the minority whip, limited to 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) for 5 min-
utes.
f

MISADVENTURE IN YUGOSLAVIA
Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise

today to speak about the ongoing mili-
tary action against Yugoslavia and the
reservations that many of us have con-
cerning U.S. involvement.

Go back with me for a moment to
Carl von Clausewitz, who probably has
been quoted as the foremost military

strategist in modern history, his
writings were published posthumously
on military strategy in 1832, one year
after death, in a book entitled ‘‘On
War.’’ One of the key principles ad-
vanced by him that I think has rel-
evance today, even though it was writ-
ten in 1832, was in regard to military
action, what is the political objective
and, more importantly, in regard to
military action against Yugoslavia be-
cause he indicated that political objec-
tive is a prime organizer for war. He
writes, quote:

The political objective, the original motive
for the war, will thus determine both the
military objective to be reached and the
amount of effort it requires.

What he was saying is that once you
state what your political objective is
to be, you then tailor your military
strategy in order to achieve victory ac-
cording to the original political objec-
tive, and this is the heart of my dif-
ficulties with our current military op-
eration.

The President has propagated ever-
shifting political objectives. By my
own calculations, he has had at least
three different stated political objec-
tives in Kosovo.

The first stated objective by the ad-
ministration was to prevent the ethnic
cleansing of the ethnic Albanians in
Kosovo by the Yugoslavian Serbs. So
what was the military strategy created
to achieve a victory by President Clin-
ton? They decided we would bomb the
Serbs in order to prevent the wiping
out of the Kosovars.

Mr. Speaker, the result has been fail-
ure. The administration’s plans set the
table for failure, and it resulted in the
removal of at least 500,000 Kosovars
from their homes and the killing of
countless men and women and chil-
dren. The sad fact is that intelligence
sources have leaked that they warned
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the President and the administration
beforehand that the likely result of
bombing would be to trigger the Ser-
bian assault on the Kosovars.

So, did the President and his advisers
take into account the advice of our in-
telligence services and create a strat-
egy to achieve victory according to his
first objective? No. They ignored their
advice and began the bombing which
resulted in the misery that has envel-
oped the Kosovars.

Now the second objective, Mr. Speak-
er, was then to reduce the Serbs’
warmaking ability. Again, the strategy
was to continue bombing. Well, the re-
sults have been mixed. The United
States Air Force has successfully pun-
ished Serbian forces, destroyed the in-
frastructure assets, and attacked polit-
ical objectives such as a foreign min-
istry building in Belgrade. The bomb-
ing has yet, however, to weaken the
hold on the power of Milosevic, and it
is difficult to tell at this point how
much maximum damage has been done
to the Serbian Army. They still fully
occupy the Kosovar province.

Now the third objective was to repa-
triate the Kosovars back to their
homes. The military strategy to
achieve this objective apparently is to
continue bombing. Many of us wonder
whether bombing will accomplish this
last objective.

So the results are still to be deter-
mined, and to my knowledge the U.S.
Government has not even begun nego-
tiations with the Yugoslav Govern-
ment to bring about the return of the
Kosovars, end the bombing, and create
some sort of political solution to give
the Kosovars a limited autonomous
state.

The lack of diplomacy by this admin-
istration during this crisis has been
counterproductive, and it has in addi-
tion greatly strained our relationship
with Russia. The administration has
even had a chance to have our three
American soldiers released through a
limited cease-fire during the Orthodox
Good Friday, but the administration
refused even to allow any discussions
to take place to have our men released.

So finally, Mr. Speaker, many in
Congress are probably wondering why
people on this side of the aisle are a lit-
tle hesitant to support the President
during this military conflict. We re-
member the President’s lack of mili-
tary service and his written opinion of
his dislike for the American military.
Many of us remember when the Presi-
dent denied American soldiers the
proper equipment and placed them
under non-American command in So-
malia, which resulted in the gruesome
deaths of 18 young Americans.

So, Mr. Speaker, we are unsure that
the President knows how to attain
military victory in Kosovo against
Yugoslavia.
f

LAWRENCE NYE STEVENS—UN-
SUNG HERO OF AMERICAN ENVI-
RONMENTAL QUALITY
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-

uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
there are many individuals who have
led the way to give us progress, frame-
work and choices we now have known
as a quest for livable communities. One
who has dedicated his professional life
to enhancement of the environment
and preserving the American quality of
life is Lawrence Nye Stevens, who is
here with us today in the Capitol with
his family and friends, having just
celebrated his 84th birthday. We are
honored to have him seated with us in
the East Gallery. His curiosity, vision
and good old American ingenuity to
make this a better place have put him
years ahead of his time.

His experiences with soil erosion on a
cattle ranch in Montana in the 1930’s
convinced him that something needed
to be done to protect the land, and led
him to earn a graduate degree in geog-
raphy that focused on land utilization
and soil and water conservation. This
training was put to good use during
World War II. Commissioned in the
U.S. Navy, Larry was in charge of the
study of military geography in the Eu-
ropean Theater.

After the war, he was Administrative
Assistant to the Commissioner of In-
dian Affairs where he started a long ca-
reer working in the Department of In-
terior in various capacities. In 1968, he
was recognized by his peers and hon-
ored with the Distinguished Service
Award by the U.S. Department of Inte-
rior.

Under the leadership of Secretary
Stewart Udall, Larry Stevens became
Deputy Director of the Outdoor Recre-
ation Resources Review Commission.
This commission had a profound effect
on America’s ability to catalogue our
resources. For example, in 1966 an Out-
door Recreation Commission report
was prophetic. I quote:

But parks and other recreation areas are
only part of the answer. The most important
recreation of all is the kind that people find
in their everyday life. Do they find enough of
it now? Do children have to be driven to
school, or can they walk or cycle to it safely
over wooded paths? Are there streams for an
afternoon’s fishing, or have they all been
buried in concrete culverts? Are the stands
of woods all gone, or are a few left for a pic-
nic or a stroll? What this means, in short, is
an environment. Thus our challenge: Can we
shape future growth so that recreation is an
integral part of it? It will require a fresh ap-
proach.

A third of a century ago is the first
time that I found the word ‘‘environ-
ment’’ used in this fashion. It was the
term President Nixon selected in the
landmark National Environmental Pol-
icy Act.

We sometimes forget the leaders who
have shown us the way and the people
who provide key research analysis and
advocacy like Larry Stevens. He is a
man of strong convictions. He has long
been concerned about the waste that
we see around us, waste of taxpayer
money, waste of energy, minerals, food
and fiber, and by the loss of prime agri-
cultural land to unwise land use. He

has cautioned us throughout his life
that we cannot afford a ‘‘quick fix’’
philosophy that increasingly pervades
our economy and society. He has truly
been a pioneer in the area of planning
and smart growth.

He has also been a strong advocate in
the use of cycling, and that is how I
first met him. He was Executive Direc-
tor of the Citizens’ Advisory Com-
mittee on Environmental Quality when
that committee authored a publication
called ‘‘From Rails To Trails.’’ We all
owe Larry and the citizens’ committee
appointed by the President a great debt
of gratitude for highlighting this idea.

Recently Larry wrote in the Harvard
50th Anniversary Report that ‘‘Each
day I try to ride at least a few miles on
my 10-speed bicycle, an ingenious and
remarkably efficient machine.’’ I agree
with Larry and acknowledge his active
participation in the creation of the na-
tionwide network of ‘‘rails to trails.’’

We who are in the business of trying
to make communities more livable,
providing tools for our citizens to
thrive in the global economy, where
citizens and private institutions work
in partnership with government at all
levels to ensure safety, economic secu-
rity and healthy communities, we are
all still living with the challenge of
how we shape our growth so that recre-
ation is an integral part of it and the
preservation of the American heritage
is not lost. Larry Stevens is one of
those unsung heroes.

It gives me particular pleasure to ac-
knowledge Larry Stevens for his com-
mitment to the environment as a pri-
vate citizen, as a mentor to many of
my friends and a professional public
servant. His imagination, commitment
to environmental quality and friend-
ship have benefited our quest for more
livable communities.

America is in his debt.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair reminds Members that pursuant
to clause 7 of rule XVII it is not in
order to introduce or bring to the at-
tention of the House occupants of the
gallery.

f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 42
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.

f

b 1400

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at 2
p.m.
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PRAYER

The Reverend Douglas Tanner, Exec-
utive Director, Faith and Politics In-
stitute, Washington, D.C., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, we come before You
this day aware that the 2 weeks since
this House last convened have brought
us into a new season. We have gathered
with our families to celebrate Passover
and Easter. The Tidal Basin has been
graced by cherry blossoms and beavers,
and buds have broken from the trees.
We thank You that even on a cool,
cloudy, windy day like this we can
trust that in Washington the winter is
past and spring has come.

We pray especially today for those in
Balkan lands for whom the past 2
weeks have been so different, for those
who have lived and continue to live
every minute in terror, finding it hard
to trust that anything is past except
for their dreams, or that anything is
coming except for more deprivation,
despair, violence, and terror.

As we face this harsh reality, Lord,
deliver us from shallowness and pom-
posity. Grant us the grace to accept
the things we cannot change, the cour-
age to change the things we can, and
the wisdom to know the difference.
Amen.
f

THE JOURNAL
The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-

ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.
f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman

from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. GIBBONS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.
f

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, March 26, 1999.

Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the Per-
mission granted to Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
March 26, 1999 at 11:00 a.m.

that the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 171.

that the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 193

that the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 705

that the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 1212

With best wishes, I am
Sincerely,

JEFF TRANDAHL,
Clerk.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to

announce that pursuant to clause 4 of
rule I, the Speaker signed the following
enrolled bills and joint resolutions on
Thursday, March 25, 1999:

H.R. 774, To amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to change the conditions of
participation and provide an authoriza-
tion of appropriations for the Women’s
Business Center program;

H.R. 808, To extend for 6 additional
months the period for which Chapter 12
of Title 11, United States Code, is reen-
acted;

H.J. Res. 26, Providing for the re-
appointment of Barber B. Conable, Jr.
as a citizen regent of the Board of Re-
gents of the Smithsonian Institution;

H.J. Res. 27, Providing for the re-
appointment of Dr. Hanna H. Gray as a
citizen regent of the Board of Regents
of the Smithsonian Institution;

H.J. Res. 28, Providing for the re-
appointment of Wesley S. Williams,
Jr., as a citizen regent of the Board of
Regents of the Smithsonian Institu-
tion; and

S. 643, To authorize the Airport Im-
provement program for 2 months, and
for other purposes;

And Speaker pro tempore WOLF
signed the following enrolled bills on
Wednesday, March 31, 1999:

H.R. 171, To authorize appropriations
for the Coastal Heritage Trail Route in
New Jersey, and for other purposes;

H.R. 193, To designate a portion of
the Sudbury, Assabet, and Concord
Rivers as a component of the National
Wild and Scenic Rivers System;

H.R. 705, To make technical correc-
tions with respect to the monthly re-
ports submitted by the Postmaster
General on official mail of the House of
Representatives; and

H.R. 1212, To protect producers of ag-
ricultural commodities who applied for
a crop revenue coverage plus supple-
mental endorsement for the 1999 crop
year.
f

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO NA-
TIONAL HISTORICAL PUBLICA-
TIONS AND RECORDS COMMIS-
SION
The SPEAKER. Pursuant to 44 U.S.C.

2501, the Chair announces his appoint-
ment of the following Member of the
House to the National Historical Publi-
cations and Records Commission:

Mr. BLUNT of Missouri.
f

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
BOARD OF VISITORS TO UNITED
STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY
The SPEAKER. Pursuant to 10 U.S.C.

9355(a), the Chair announces his ap-
pointment of the following Members of
the House to the Board of Visitors to
the United States Air Force Academy:

Mr. YOUNG, Florida; and

Mr. HEFLEY, Colorado.
f

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO
BOARD OF VISITORS TO UNITED
STATES COAST GUARD ACADEMY
The SPEAKER. Pursuant to 14 U.S.C.

194(a), the Chair announces his ap-
pointment of the following Member of
the House to the Board of Visitors to
the United States Coast Guard Acad-
emy:

Mrs. JOHNSON, Connecticut.
f

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO
BOARD OF VISITORS TO UNITED
STATES MERCHANT MARINE
ACADEMY
The SPEAKER. Pursuant to 46 U.S.C.

1295(h), the Chair announces his ap-
pointment of the following Member of
the House to the Board of Visitors to
the United States Merchant Marine
Academy:

Mr. KING, New York.
f

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
BOARD OF VISITORS TO UNITED
STATES MILITARY ACADEMY
The SPEAKER. Pursuant to 10 U.S.C.

4355(a), the Chair announces his ap-
pointment of the following Members of
the House to the Board of Visitors to
the United States Military Academy:

Mr. TAYLOR, North Carolina; and
Mrs. KELLY, New York.
f

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
BOARD OF VISITORS TO UNITED
STATES NAVAL ACADEMY
The SPEAKER. Pursuant to 10 U.S.C.

6968(a), the Chair announces his ap-
pointment of the following Members of
the House to the Board of Visitors to
the United States Naval Academy:

Mr. SKEEN, New Mexico;
Mr. GILCHREST, Maryland;
Mr. TANNER, Tennessee; and
Mr. HOYER, Maryland.
f

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE RICHARD A. GEPHARDT,
DEMOCRATIC LEADER
The SPEAKER laid before the House

the following communication from the
Honorable RICHARD A. GEPHARDT,
Democratic Leader:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
OFFICE OF THE DEMOCRATIC LEADER,

Washington, DC, April 12, 1999.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the provi-
sions of section 4 of the Congressional Award
Act (section 803, title 2, United States Code)
I herewith appoint the following named per-
sons to the Congressional Award National
Board of Directors:

Representative Carlos A. Romero-Barceló
of Puerto Rico,

Dolores M. Beilenson of California,
Timothy J. Keating of Pennsylvania,
Robert J. Kelley of Missouri.

Sincerely,
RICHARD A. GEPHARDT,

Democratic Leader.
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RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following resignation as a member
of the Committee on Small Business:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, March 25, 1999.

Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Last week I was ap-
pointed to the Committee on Government
Reform. As a result of this appointment, I
hereby resign as a member of the Committee
on Small Business.

Thank you for your attention to this re-
quest.

Sincerely,
JANICE D. SCHAKOWSKY,

Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the resignation is accepted.

There was no objection.

f

COMMUNICATION FROM DAVID M.
DELQUADRO, ASSISTANT DIREC-
TOR, ADMINISTRATION AND IN-
FORMATION DIVISION, CONGRES-
SIONAL BUDGET OFFICE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from
David M. Delquadro, Assistant Direc-
tor, Administration and Information
Division, Congressional Budget Office:

U.S. CONGRESS,
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE,

Washington, DC, March 30, 19999.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no-
tify you, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules
of the House, that I received a subpoena for
documents and testimony issued by the Su-
perior Court of the District of Columbia.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined to comply
with the subpoena to the extent that it is
consistent with Rule VIII.

Sincerely,
DAVID M. DELQUADRO,

Assistant Director, Administration
and Information Division.

f

CHINESE ESPIONAGE JEOPARD-
IZES SECURITY OF AMERICA
AND ITS CITIZENS

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, the secu-
rity of America and its citizens has
been seriously jeopardized because of
the nuclear weapons and missile trans-
fer of technology to China. The Amer-
ican people deserve to know just how
our Nation’s goose has been cooked.

Newsweek recently reported that our
top nuclear weapons expert practically
fainted when briefed by CIA analysts
on the preliminary damage assessment
from Chinese espionage.

Additionally, I think the American
people will also feel faint when they
learn that the investigating officials
believe that the Chinese spying, even

into our most serious secret weapons
programs, is described as almost total.

Mr. Speaker, nuclear warhead tech-
nology might be hard for most to con-
ceive, but the fact that China could
conceivably have the power to kill as
many as seven million Americans with
one missile is something that I think
everyone can visualize.

This Chinese espionage has gone on
far too long. I urge the Security Coun-
cil to release the Cox report because
this administration needs to stand up
and take responsibility for release of
this Top Secret technology, and the
American people deserve to fully know
what kind of mess we are actually in.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back any secrets
we may have.
f

KOSOVO IS ONE BIG WAR CRIME
(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was

given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, rape,
murder, torture. Kosovo is one big war
crime. I say it is time to indict
Slobodan Milosevic for his war crimes.
I say it is time to arm the opposition
forces in Kosovo so they can defend
themselves. I say it is time for Europe,
yes, Europe, to send in ground troops
to help.

And finally, Mr. Speaker, Milosevic
has lost all moral and legal authority
to rule Kosovo. It is time to support
and recognize independence for Kosovo.

Members of Congress, we can pay
now or Congress and the world can pay
much, much more later.

I yield back all of the crimes of
Slobodan Milosevic.
f

MICROCREDIT LENDING
(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was

given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
rise to speak about a wonderful pro-
gram which is transforming the lives of
millions of poor families around the
world. I am referring to microcredit
lending.

Microcredit involves giving small,
low-interest, start-up loans to poor but
hard-working, aspiring entrepreneurs
so that they can start their thriving
small businesses known as microenter-
prises. It is a program which has dem-
onstrated the potential to help the
poorest family emerge from poverty
and, by extension, to help create a
more inclusive global economy. Re-
sults in Miami under the leadership of
Gail Newman, Kathleen Gordon, and
many other volunteers has helped doz-
ens become entrepreneurs.

Microcredit works locally and it can
work globally, as well. It is not a hand-
out. It is an opportunity, an invest-
ment, an exercise in responsibility and
accountability. In developing coun-
tries, the rate of repayment to these
established programs range from 95 to
99 percent.

Foreign assistance used under the
microcredit program is loaned and paid
back with interest and is recycled and
used for new loans, thus reaching an
even greater percentage of the world’s
poor.

Microcredit is empowerment. It is a
tool which builds upon the human spir-
it. It is the U.S. helping others to help
themselves. Microcredit is action in
support of our humanitarian instincts
and objectives.

I support this program, and when the
bill comes to the floor, H.R. 1143, I ask
that my colleagues give their strong
support. I know that results in Miami
works, and it works internationally, as
well.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair announces that he will
postpone further proceedings today on
each motion to suspend the rules on
which a recorded vote or the yeas and
nays are ordered or on which the vote
is objected to under clause 6 of rule
XX.

Such rollcall votes, if postponed, will
be taken after debate has concluded on
all motions to suspend the rules but
not before 6:30 p.m. today.

f

OTAY MOUNTAIN WILDERNESS
ACT OF 1999

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 15) to designate a portion of the
Otay Mountain region of California as
wilderness.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 15

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Otay Moun-
tain Wilderness Act of 1999’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds and declares the fol-
lowing:

(1) The public lands within the Otay Moun-
tain region of California are one of the last
remaining pristine locations in western San
Diego County, California.

(2) This rugged mountain adjacent to the
United States-Mexico border is internation-
ally known for its diversity of unique and
sensitive plants.

(3) This area plays a critical role in San
Diego’s multi-species conservation plan, a
national model made for maintaining bio-
diversity.

(4) Due to its proximity to the inter-
national border, this area is the focus of im-
portant law enforcement and border interdic-
tion efforts necessary to curtail illegal im-
migration and protect the area’s wilderness
values.

(5) The illegal immigration traffic, com-
bined with the rugged topography, also pre-
sents unique fire management challenges for
protecting lives and resources.
SEC. 3. DESIGNATION.

In furtherance of the purposes of the Wil-
derness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 et seq.), certain
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public lands in the California Desert District
of the Bureau of Land Management, Cali-
fornia, comprising approximately 18,500 acres
as generally depicted on a map entitled
‘‘Otay Mountain Wilderness’’ and dated May
7, 1998, are hereby designated as wilderness
and therefore as a component of the National
Wilderness Preservation System, which shall
be known as the Otay Mountain Wilderness.
SEC. 4. MAP AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable
after the date of enactment of this Act, a
map and a legal description for the Wilder-
ness Area shall be filed by the Secretary
with the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources of the Senate and the Committee
on Resources of the House of Representa-
tives. Such map and legal description shall
have the same force and effect as if included
in this Act, except that the Secretary, as ap-
propriate, may correct clerical and typo-
graphical errors in such legal description and
map. Such map and legal description for the
Wilderness Area shall be on file and avail-
able for public inspection in the offices of
the Director and California State Director,
Bureau of Land Management, Department of
the Interior.

(b) UNITED STATES-MEXICO BORDER.—In
carrying out this section, the Secretary shall
ensure that the southern boundary of the
Wilderness Area is 100 feet north of the trail
depicted on the map referred to in subsection
(a) and is at least 100 feet from the United
States-Mexico international border.
SEC. 5. WILDERNESS REVIEW.

The Congress hereby finds and directs that
all the public lands not designated wilder-
ness within the boundaries of the Southern
Otay Mountain Wilderness Study Area (CA–
060–029) and the Western Otay Mountain Wil-
derness Study Area (CA–060–028) managed by
the Bureau of Land Management and re-
ported to the Congress in 1991, have been
adequately studied for wilderness designa-
tion pursuant to section 603 of the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43
U.S.C. 1782), and are no longer subject to the
requirements contained in section 603(c) of
that Act pertaining to the management of
wilderness study areas in a manner that does
not impair the suitability of such areas for
preservation as wilderness.
SEC. 6. ADMINISTRATION OF WILDERNESS AREA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to valid existing
rights and to subsection (b), the Wilderness
Area shall be administered by the Secretary
in accordance with the provisions of the Wil-
derness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 et seq.), except
that—

(1) any reference in such provisions to the
effective date of the Wilderness Act is
deemed to be a reference to the effective
date of this Act; and

(2) any reference in such provisions to the
Secretary of Agriculture is deemed to be a
reference to the Secretary of the Interior.

(b) BORDER ENFORCEMENT, DRUG INTERDIC-
TION, AND WILDLAND FIRE PROTECTION.—Be-
cause of the proximity of the Wilderness
Area to the United States-Mexico inter-
national border, drug interdiction, border op-
erations, and wildland fire management op-
erations are common management actions
throughout the area encompassing the Wil-
derness Area. This Act recognizes the need
to continue such management actions so
long as such management actions are con-
ducted in accordance with the Wilderness
Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 et seq.) and are subject to
such conditions as the Secretary considers
appropriate.
SEC. 7. FURTHER ACQUISITIONS.

Any lands within the boundaries of the
Wilderness Area that are acquired by the
United States after the date of enactment of
this Act shall become part of the Wilderness

Area and shall be managed in accordance
with all the provisions of this Act and other
laws applicable to such a wilderness.
SEC. 8. NO BUFFER ZONES.

The Congress does not intend for the des-
ignation of the Wilderness Area by this Act
to lead to the creation of protective perim-
eters or buffer zones around the Wilderness
Area. The fact that nonwilderness activities
or uses can be seen or heard from areas with-
in the Wilderness Area shall not, of itself,
preclude such activities or uses up to the
boundary of the Wilderness Area.
SEC. 9. DEFINITIONS.

As used in this Act:
(1) PUBLIC LANDS.—The term ‘‘public

lands’’ has the same meaning as that term
has in section 103(e) of the Federal Land Pol-
icy and Management Act of 1976.

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

(3) WILDERNESS AREA.—The term ‘‘Wilder-
ness Area’’ means the Otay Mountain Wil-
derness designated by section 3.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS) and the gen-
tleman from Puerto Rico (Mr. ROMERO-
BARCELÓ) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS).

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, the Otay
Mountains, near the U.S.-Mexico bor-
der, are a unique region with diverse
natural values. The area has good op-
portunities for solitude and primitive
recreation and is particularly impor-
tant to the people of San Diego Coun-
ty. The area contains several sensitive
species, including the only known U.S.
populations of the Mexican flannel
bush and Tecate cypress.

In the 1980s, the Bureau of Land Man-
agement recommended a large portion
of these mountains as wilderness, and
this recommendation has received
strong public support. The Otay Moun-
tain Wilderness Act of 1999, introduced
by our distinguished colleague from
California (Mr. BILBRAY), would des-
ignate about 18,500 acres of the Otay
Mountain region as wilderness to pro-
tect its sensitive resources and pre-
serve it for future generations.

During the negotiations and hearings
on H.R. 15, several sources expressed
concern that wilderness designation in
the Otay Mountain region could ad-
versely affect Border Patrol and drug
interdiction activities.

b 1415

The Border Patrol assured the com-
mittee that in light of the fact that the
roads in the area were excluded from
the wilderness area and given the lan-
guage in section 6(b) of the bill, border
operations would not be adversely af-
fected by wilderness designation. Given
these assurances, the committee de-
cided not to amend section 6(b).

I want to emphasize once again that
H.R. 15 has widespread support from
environmental groups, the BLM, the
DEA, the Border Patrol and the people

of San Diego County. I commend the
gentleman from California for his hard
work on this important piece of legisla-
tion. This is good legislation that will
protect an important area. I urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 15.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

(Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Mr. Speak-
er, H.R. 15 would designate 18,500 acres
of the Otay Mountain area in eastern
San Diego County as wilderness. Lands
within and around the Otay Mountains
are currently managed as wilderness
study areas and form part of the U.S.-
Mexico border.

Last Congress, in hearings on similar
legislation, H.R. 3950, the administra-
tion testified in support of the wilder-
ness designation but opposed language
in the bill which would have allowed
all law enforcement activities and fire
management activities to occur with-
out regard to the wilderness designa-
tion or without regard to the Wilder-
ness Act of 1964.

The Subcommittee on National
Parks and Public Lands, in adopting
the bill last Congress, agreed to an
amendment to address the problems
with the bill. This new language recog-
nized ongoing drug interdiction, border
enforcement and fire management and
the need to allow these activities to
continue as long as they are in accord-
ance with the Wilderness Act and sub-
ject to appropriate conditions as deter-
mined by the Secretary of the Interior.

H.R. 15 reflects the agreed upon lan-
guage from the last Congress. While
there are some individuals and organi-
zations that would prefer no mention
in the bill of border activities or fire
activities, we believe the language of
the bill is acceptable and will not un-
dermine the administration of the area
as wilderness. As such, we support pas-
sage of the bill and encourage our col-
leagues to vote for the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from California (Mr. BILBRAY),
the sponsor of this piece of legislation.

(Mr. BILBRAY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks, and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. BILBRAY. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 15
will designate as wilderness area 18,500
acres of Otay Mountain, a rugged area
along the U.S.-Mexico border in south-
ern San Diego County. It is a stunning
place, where people can still go and see
how the neighborhood looked when Fa-
ther Serra entered California over 200
years ago.

H.R. 15 is a bipartisan consensus ef-
fort made possible by strong support
from many different interest groups in
an effort to work together. Both local,
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Federal and State agencies were in-
volved, including the San Diego County
Board of Supervisors, the Endangered
Habitats League, the California De-
partment of Forestry, the Border Pa-
trol, the Departments of Justice and
Interior, and Secretary Babbitt, who
toured the area himself and addressed
it in December.

I want to specifically thank the gen-
tleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN), the
chairman of the subcommittee, and the
gentleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG),
the chairman of the full committee, for
their strong support of H.R. 15. I also
wish to sincerely thank my colleague
from California, Senator FEINSTEIN,
whose strong support of the Otay
Mountain wilderness area and this leg-
islation has been critical to its success.
I look forward to working with her on
the bill as it moves to the Senate.

The unique thing, Mr. Speaker, about
H.R. 15 is it serves as an example of
how we can dovetail two apparently
conflicting strategies of State and Fed-
eral agencies and make them work to-
gether in a cooperative purpose. H.R. 15
gives the Border Patrol the continuing
ability to conduct its essential law en-
forcement mission along the border in
this region. This increased enforcement
has proven to be a positive if not essen-
tial part of preserving the wildlife
habitat and the unique natural fauna
in this area.

The Border Patrol’s increased level of
interdictions in this area has resulted
in a lessening of the impact on the
Otay Mountain itself, fewer illegal
trails, trash piles, human waste and
campfires which have caused innumer-
able damage to the area. This includes
wildfires that have been purposely set
by smugglers as diversionary tactics
while they smuggled drugs and illegal
aliens into the area.

I have spoken directly with Bill
Veale, the regional director of the Bor-
der Patrol in this region, and he
strongly supports this bill. He assures
me that the important task that he has
been vested with will continue to be ef-
fective, especially with H.R. 15 designa-
tion.

Access to Otay Mountain by the Bor-
der Patrol, the California Department
of Forestry and the public will not be
diminished by H.R. 15. It will be guar-
anteed. The two main truck trails on
Otay Mountain are completely ex-
cluded, called cherrystemmed, from
the wilderness area, and other jeep
trails and spur roads are not included
within the wilderness boundary of H.R.
15.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 15 preserves a
unique and rugged area of San Diego as
wilderness for future generations to
enjoy, and specifically ensures that
both critical law enforcement activi-
ties and public access will continue in
the region. It is my hope that this bill
will serve as a blueprint for future situ-
ations where resource management and
law enforcement activities must coex-
ist and hopefully do so in a way that
benefits all involved.

Mr. Speaker, this bill can be the
blueprint for not only law enforcement
and habitat preservation but for this
Congress, that we can protect the pub-
lic and protect the wildlife resources of
this Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 15.

Mr. Speaker, it gives me great satisfaction
to rise in strong support of H.R. 15, the Otay
Mountain Wilderness Act of 1999. H.R. 15 will
designate as wilderness roughly 18,500 acres
of the Otay Mountain region, in southern San
Diego County along the U.S.-Mexico border.
This is a rugged and stunning place, where
people can still go to experience a sense of
what this area looked like when Father
Junipero Serra first explored it more than two
hundred years ago.

H.R. 15 is a common-sense and bipartisan
consensus effort, which was built from the
ground level up, involving elected officials,
agencies, and public interest stakeholders at
the local, state and federal level. As a result
of working together to address the needs and
concerns of all participants, I am happy to be
able to tell my colleagues that the broad sup-
port for H.R. 15 runs the gamut—from the San
Diego County Board of Supervisors and the
Endangered Habitats League (a respected
local conservation organization), to the Cali-
fornia Department of Forestry (CDF) and the
Border Patrol, to the Departments of Justice
and the Interior, including Secretary Babbitt.

I want to particularly thank Chairman JIM
HANSEN and Chairman DON YOUNG, along with
all my colleagues on the Resources Com-
mittee, for all their assistance to date on this
legislation and their willingness to make it a
priority. I am also grateful to my California col-
league, Senator FEINSTEIN, for her support of
this legislation. In the last several years, Sen-
ator FEINSTEIN has played a key role in facili-
tating access by the Border Patrol to Otay
Mountain, which has resulted in dramatic re-
ductions in illegal activity in this border region.
She deserves a great deal of credit for the
progress which has been achieved there to
date, and I look forward to working with her as
this legislation moves through the Senate.

In addition to protecting as wilderness a par-
ticularly unique and rugged area of San Diego
County, H.R. 15 is important for the construc-
tive precedent I hope it can set for future re-
source conservation and land management
policy. By working together at all levels, the
broad coalition of support for H.R. 15 has
demonstrated that wilderness designation is
not inherently incompatible with essential law
enforcement activities in the same region, and
vice versa. Where it is appropriate, we should
take these opportunities to demonstrate that
different agency missions or operating strate-
gies can be made to complement each other,
rather than to exist completely independently
from one another, or worse, in conflict.

We have already seen the positive environ-
mental and enforcement results of the Border
Patrol’s increased access to Otay Mountain
and adjoining areas near the border. The re-
ductions in illegal smuggling and immigration
there have directly translated into a lessened
impact on the resource itself, such as fewer il-
licit trails beaten through sensitive habitat, less
discarded trash and human waste, and greatly
lessened risk of damage from warming or di-
versionary fires set by smugglers, such as
devastated much of the mountain several

years ago. H.R. 15 will ensure that Border Pa-
trol’s access to this region will continue
unhindered, with continued resulting benefit to
both law enforcement and environmental pro-
tection concerns.

In addition to facilitating increased and con-
tinued law enforcement and resource protec-
tion for Otay Mountain, the ability of the gen-
eral public to enjoy this beautiful region is
maintained. When I first introduced this legis-
lation, several of my colleagues expressed to
me their strong interest in maintaining public
access, and as this has also been a high pri-
ority of mine, H.R. 15 does so.

The two existing access roads on Otay
Mountain (the Otay Truck trail and the
Minnewawa Truck trail) have been
‘‘cherrystemmed’’ from the wilderness bound-
aries, to ensure that both the Border Patrol
and the CDF will be able to continue their crit-
ical law enforcement and fire suppression ac-
tivities in the region under H.R. 15, and that
the history of access by the public to this tre-
mendous resource will continue. Other roads
in the vicinity, specifically the Otay Mountain
Pack trail and the East and West Spur roads,
are not included within the wilderness bound-
aries and so are not impacted by this legisla-
tion.

There may be other regions of extraordinary
natural beauty elsewhere in our country, per-
haps even in other border regions, where the
critical individual missions of various state or
federal law enforcement agencies have in the
past been (or have been perceived to be) op-
erating at ‘‘cross purposes’’ with equally im-
portant missions of resource conservation or
environmental protection. It is my hope that
H.R. 15 can serve as a blueprint for how a
mutually beneficial working relationship can be
established among such agencies, in order to
best address the needs of a given region. I
thank my colleagues for their support of this
bipartisan bill, and would issue an open tour
invitation for any of you that might like to visit
this beautiful and rugged jewel of San Diego.

SAN DIEGO COUNTY BOARD
OF SUPERVISORS,

San Diego, CA, February 17, 1999.
To: Board of Supervisors
Subject: Resolution supporting wilderness

area designation for Otay Mountain
Summary

Congressman Brian Bilbray has submitted
H.R. 15, the Otay Mountain Wilderness Act of
1999, to the United States House of Rep-
resentatives Committee on Resources. Otay
Mountain possesses critically important nat-
ural resources that are unique to the Nation.
A wilderness designation would provide long-
term protection of this unique ecosystem
while creating a comprehensive management
framework which will enable the U.S. Border
Patrol and the California Department of For-
estry and Fire Protection to improve public
safety in the region.
Recommendation: Supervisor Jacob

Adopt the attached resolution supporting
the Otay Wilderness Act of 1999.
Fiscal impact

None.
Background

Otay Mountain has long been recognized as
a unique ecosystem. The mountain is com-
posed of rock with unusual properties that
benefit plant growth. As a result, the moun-
tain supports a large number of endangered
and sensitive species. Otay Mountain is also
home to the world’s largest strand of rare
Tecate Cypress.
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Designation of 18,500 acres on Otay Moun-

tain as part of the National Wilderness Pres-
ervation System will ensure long-term pro-
tection of valuable natural resources and
wildlife and opportunities for public recre-
ation will be established. Furthermore, as
this area has experienced extensive resource
damage as a result of illegal immigrant ac-
tivity and wildfires, designation as a Wilder-
ness Area will help in coordinating and im-
proving public safety.

Support of H.R. 15 authored by Congress
Brian Bilbray would be consistent with San
Diego County’s efforts to protect threatened
flora and fauna and continue its role as the
Nation’s leader in habitat planning.

Respectfully Submitted,
DIANNE JACOB,

Supervisor, Second District.

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
SUPPORTING THE OTAY WILDERNESS ACT OF 1999

On the motion of Supervisor Horn, sec-
onded by Supervisor Cox, the following reso-
lution is adopted:

WHEREAS, Otay Mountain is a valuable
ecosystem, consisting of 18,500 acres of rare,
endangered and sensitive flora and fauna
that is unique to this region; and

WHEREAS, the important biology existing
on Otay Mountain includes the world’s larg-
est strand of rare Tecate Cypress; and

WHEREAS, preservation of this land will
be consistent with the goals of the County of
San Diego to protect its threatened natural
resources and wildlife; and

WHEREAS, establishment of a Wilderness
Area would create opportunities for public
recreation at Otay Mountain; and

WHEREAS, designation of Otay Mountain
as a Wilderness Area is supported by the U.S.
Border Patrol, the California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection, and the U.S.
Attorney’s Office;

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the
San Diego County Board of Supervisors here-
by recommends to the United States Con-
gress that H.R. 15, the Otay Mountain Act of
1999, sponsored by Congressman Brian
Bilbray, be adopted designating Otay Moun-
tain as part of the National Wilderness Pres-
ervation System.

On motion of Supervisor Horn, seconded by
Supervisor Cox, the foregoing Resolution
was passed and adopted by the Board of Su-
pervisors, County of San Diego, State of
California, on this 17th day of February, 1999,
by the following vote:

AYES: Cox, Jacob, Slater, Horn.
ABSENT: Roberts.
State of California, County of San Diego.
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a full,

true and correct copy of the Original entered
in the Minutes of the Board of Supervisors.

THOMAS J. PASTUSZKA,
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors.

By Frank Galang, Deputy.

SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, DC, February 3, 1999.

Hon. BRIAN P. BILBRAY,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. BILBRAY: Thank you for your
letter of December 14, 1998, regarding the
proposal to designate Otay Mountain in San
Diego County as wilderness.

I regret that you were unable to join me on
the Otay Mountain tour. I was pleased to
meet the many individuals and local officials
committed to preserving the special re-
sources on Otay Mountain.

The conclusion of the group present was
that the time was appropriate to designate
Otay Mountain as part of the National Wil-
derness Preservation System. Bureau of
Land Management Acting Director Tom Fry

will be testifying on February 4, 1999, before
the House Resources Subcommittee on Na-
tional Parks and Public Lands on behalf of
the Administration in strong support of H.R.
15.

I look forward to working with you to pre-
serve the unique resources of this area as the
legislation makes its way through Congress.

Sincerely,
BILL BABBITT.

ENDANGERED HABITATS LEAGUE,
Los Angeles, CA, February 1, 1999.

Re: Otay Mountain Wilderness Bill HR–15
(Bilbray).

Hon. BRUCE BABBITT,
Secretary,
Department of the Interior, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SECRETARY: In 1993, you came to
San Diego and announced a dramatic change
of policy for the Department of the Interior.
Your announcement that Bureau of Land
Management holdings within the San Diego
region would be managed for conservation
consistent with the management directives
of the Multiple Species Conservation Pro-
gram (MSCP) was of fundamental impor-
tance. It underscored the fact that manage-
ment of the biological systems that we are
attempting to preserve and restore required
regional consistency among agencies and ju-
risdictions responsible for land use and land
management. At that time, however, we did
not realize how difficult that would turn out
to be on Otay Mountain, the heart of the
largest biological core area in the MSCP.

When the combination of illegal immigra-
tion and interdiction began to destroy the
resources on the mountain we met with you,
Ed Hasty and others to consider possible so-
lutions. After much discussion it was agreed
that in exchange for our support in moving
the interdiction skirmish line down to the
border via the development of the spur roads,
you would work for and support wilderness
designation for the mountain. As we saw last
month when we met with you on this site,
the interdiction part of the strategy has
worked better than any of us expected. The
land is recovering, and the loss of human life
on the mountain has been reduced dramati-
cally. It is rare that a plan works out as well
as this one has.

In our view, wilderness designation was the
strongest assurance that the invaluable bio-
logical resources of Otay Mountain would be
protected in perpetuity, Your handshake
agreement with us has been good, and de-
spite concern with section 6(b) of HR–15, we
have an acceptable wilderness bill in front of
us. We are very appreciative of your leader-
ship on this issue.

The point of contention in section 6(b) has
been the special language regarding border
interdiction. As you know, the Endangered
Habitats League and the Sierra Club have
been working with the Wilderness Society
and the Natural Resources Defense Council
on this important issue. While the special
circumstances of this particular border area
are acknowledged, there remain concerns
about the possibility of weakening The Wil-
derness Act by establishing a precedent that
could be misused elsewhere in the future.

In our judgment, the language in section
6(b) is acceptable for our circumstance in
San Diego. While we feel that the appro-
priate place for this language is in the report
accompanying the bill, we are willing to ac-
cept its placement in the body of the bill
based on our understanding of the last sen-
tence of the section which reads: ‘‘This Act
recognizes the need to continue such man-
agement actions so long as such manage-
ment actions are conducted in accordance
with The Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 et
seq.) and are subject to such conditions as

the Secretary considers appropriate.’’ We
read this to mean that consistency with The
Wilderness Act, as written, is mandatory.

We look forward to working with the wild-
life agencies, BLM, and border and fire pro-
tection agencies on the development of the
critically important biological management
plan for Otay Mountain. Both the County
and City of San Diego have species covered
under their subarea plans that are dependent
upon that management plan. It is my hope
that we can begin the process this year.

The progress that has been made in the
last six years for conservation in the South-
County has been truly remarkable. The Otay
Mountain Wilderness will be the heart of this
conservation area and the bedrock of the
MSCP. Speaking for myself and the endan-
gered Habitats League, and, if I can presume
to speak for the resources, you have our deep
appreciation.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL BECK,
San Diego Director.

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from California (Mr. FILNER).

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I also rise
in support of H.R. 15, the Otay Moun-
tain Wilderness Act. This area should
be designated as a wilderness area so
that we can preserve its natural won-
ders and safeguard the many treasures
it has to offer for future generations.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
BILBRAY) and I are part of the San
Diego congressional delegation that
has been working hard with the U.S.
Border Patrol, the California Depart-
ment of Forestry, the California De-
partment of Fish and Game, the City of
San Diego, the County of San Diego
and the U.S. Attorney’s office, all to-
gether, to try to make H.R. 15 a re-
ality. All of us have come together de-
spite our differences to make sure that
we preserve the pristine beauty of this
natural wilderness for our children and
our grandchildren. Mr. Speaker, it
would be truly a shame if future gen-
erations could not enjoy this natural
gem.

What does it mean to designate the
Otay Mountain region as a wilderness
area? It means that the land will be
protected by the Federal Government
from any activities that could harm
the plant and animal life or the land-
scape in general. This will ensure the
protection of this land for all of us,
both today and tomorrow.

The Otay Mountain region, which is
located in southwestern California near
the U.S.-Mexico border, is an extraor-
dinary landscape with many diverse
natural, scientific and scenic values.
The amazing diversity of this land in-
cludes both desert and coastal areas
and boasts a number of plant species
which can grow only in this area.

In fact, the directory of Federal Nat-
ural Areas lists at least 15 plant species
that are candidates for Federal listing
as Threatened or Endangered Species.
The Tecate Cypress, coastal sage
shrub, oak woodlands and a number of
other vegetative associations are only
a few of the plant species which grow
only in small isolated populations in
California and Mexico. These species
play a critical role in San Diego’s
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multi-species conservation plan, a na-
tional model for maintaining biodiver-
sity. Not protecting these species
would be a travesty.

The Otay Mountain region was des-
ignated as the Otay National Coopera-
tive Land and Wildlife Management
Area back in 1962, and later, in 1980,
two wilderness study areas were des-
ignated by the San Diego County Board
of Supervisors and the Bureau of Land
Management. Many people in our com-
munity know and have known for years
that the Otay Mountain region is a val-
uable asset that we cannot lose. My
colleagues and I would like to take this
a step further by designating it as a
wilderness area.

There are other reasons why it is ab-
solutely critical that we preserve this
beautiful place in America. Because
the area is located near the busy city
of San Diego and on the U.S.-Mexico
border, the danger of pollution not
only from smog and other toxins but
also from binational travelers is very
real. Moreover, the border location of
this region is the focus of important
law enforcement and border efforts to
curtail illegal immigration. These ad-
ditional strains can cause very real
degradation to our environment. Fi-
nally, the area presents unique fire
management challenges. The designa-
tion as a wilderness area will actually
help us to manage all of these issues.

The lands within the Otay Mountain
region represent some of the last pris-
tine wilderness areas in western San
Diego County, California. There are
many benefits to designating this area
as a wilderness area. I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 15, the Otay
Mountain Wilderness Act.

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Mr. Speak-
er, I have no further requests for time,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I urge
all my colleagues to support H.R. 15.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Ne-
vada (Mr. GIBBONS) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
15.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

PROVIDING FOR COLLECTION OF
FEES FOR MAKING OF MOTION
PICTURES, TELEVISION PRODUC-
TIONS, AND SOUND TRACKS IN
NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM AND
NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE
SYSTEM UNITS

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 154) to provide for the collection
of fees for the making of motion pic-

tures, television productions, and
sound tracks in National Park System
and National Wildlife Refuge System
units, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 154

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. FEE AUTHORITY AND REPEAL OF

PROHIBITION.
(a) AUTHORITY.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Interior

(in this section referred to as the ‘‘Secretary’’)
may permit, under terms and conditions consid-
ered necessary by the Secretary, the use of lands
and facilities administered by the Secretary for
the making of any motion picture, television
production, soundtrack, or similar project, if the
Secretary determines that such use is appro-
priate and will neither impair the values and re-
sources of the lands and facilities nor result in
a significant disruption of normal visitor uses.

(2) FEES.—(A) Any permit under this section
shall require the payment of fees to the Sec-
retary in an amount determined to be appro-
priate by the Secretary sufficient to provide a
fair return to the government in accordance
with subparagraph (B), except as provided in
subparagraph (C). The amount of the fee shall
be not less than the direct and indirect costs to
the Government for processing the application
for the permit and the use of lands and facilities
under the permit, including any necessary costs
of cleanup and restoration, except as provided
in subparagraph (C).

(B) The authority of the Secretary to establish
fees under this paragraph shall include, but not
be limited to, authority to issue regulations that
establish a schedule of rates for fees under this
paragraph based on such factors as—

(i) the number of people on site under a per-
mit;

(ii) the duration of activities under a permit;
(iii) the conduct of activities under a permit in

areas designated by statute or regulations as
special use areas, including wilderness and re-
search natural areas; and

(iv) surface disturbances authorized under a
permit.

(C) The Secretary may, under the terms of the
regulations promulgated under paragraph (4),
charge a fee below the amount referred to in
subparagraph (A) if the activity for which the
fee is charged provides clear educational or in-
terpretive benefits for the Department of the In-
terior.

(3) BONDING AND INSURANCE.—The Secretary
may require a bond, insurance, or such other
means as may be necessary to protect the inter-
ests of the United States in activities arising
under such a permit.

(4) REGULATIONS.—(A) The Secretary shall
issue regulations implementing this subsection
by not later than 180 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

(B) Within 3 years after the date of enactment
of this Act, the Secretary shall review and, as
appropriate, revise regulations issued under this
paragraph. After that time, the Secretary shall
periodically review the regulations and make
necessary changes.

(b) COLLECTION OF FEES.—Fees shall be col-
lected under subsection (a) whenever the pro-
posed filming, videotaping, sound recording, or
still photography involves product or service ad-
vertisements, or the use of models, actors, sets,
or props, or when such filming, videotaping,
sound recording, or still photography could re-
sult in damage to resources or significant dis-
ruption of normal visitor uses. Filming,
videotaping, sound recording or still photog-
raphy, including bona fide newsreel or news tel-
evision film gathering, which does not involve
the activities or impacts identified herein, shall
be permitted without fee.

(c) EXISTING REGULATIONS.—The prohibition
on fees set forth in paragraph (1) of section
5.1(b) of title 43, Code of Federal Regulations,
shall cease to apply upon the effective date of
regulations under subsection (a). Nothing in
this section shall be construed to affect the reg-
ulations set forth in part 5 of such title, other
than paragraph (1) thereof.

(d) PROCEEDS.—Amounts collected as fees
under this section shall be available for expendi-
ture without further appropriation and shall be
distributed and used, without fiscal year limita-
tion, in accordance with the formula and pur-
poses established for the Recreational Fee Dem-
onstration Program under section 315 of Public
Law 104–134.

(e) PENALTY.—A person convicted of violating
any regulation issued under subsection (a) shall
be fined in accordance with title 18, United
States Code, or imprisoned for not more than 6
months, or both, and shall be ordered to pay all
costs of the proceedings.

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section and the
regulations issued under this section shall be-
come effective 180 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, except that this subsection
and the authority of the Secretary to issue regu-
lations under this section shall be effective on
the date of the enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS) and the gen-
tleman from Puerto Rico (Mr. ROMERO-
BARCELÓ) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS).

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 154
was introduced by the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY). The gentleman
from Colorado is to be commended for
the hard work on this bill and his com-
mitment to see this piece of legislation
come to fruition.

H.R. 154 is a bipartisan bill which re-
peals the existing regulatory prohibi-
tion on collecting fees for commercial
film productions on lands administered
by the Department of the Interior, in-
cluding units of the National Park Sys-
tem and National Wildlife Refuge
Areas. H.R. 154 authorizes the Sec-
retary to establish a fee schedule using
a number of relevant factors, such as
the number of people on-site and the
duration of the filming activities. The
bill would not affect newsreel or tele-
vision news activities. Proceeds from
these location fees would remain in the
unit where the filming occurs as per
the Recreational Fee Demonstration
Program established under current
public law.

This is a good bill which is long over-
due. I urge my colleagues to support
H.R. 154.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

(Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Mr. Speak-
er, H.R. 154 provides for the collection
of fees for the making of motion pic-
tures, television productions and sound
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tracks in the National Park System
and the National Wildlife Refuge Sys-
tem.

This legislation is a good government
and commonsense approach to an im-
portant matter. We should be charging
appropriate commercial fees for the
use of national parks and refuges, espe-
cially when such fees have a long es-
tablished use on public lands and na-
tional forests. The regulation prohib-
iting movie and television fees for
parks and refuges appears to have long
outlived any usefulness it may have
ever had.

Significant work was done on this
legislation in the last Congress. Nu-
merous meetings and discussions were
held among Member and committee
staffs, representatives of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, the film industry
and other interested parties. The re-
sults of these talks were very fruitful
and led to the passage of bipartisan
legislation last fall that unfortunately
was not enacted into law prior to ad-
journment.

The hearing that was held before the
Committee on Resources on H.R. 154
showed that wide support exists for
this proposal. This bill is an example of
both sides of the aisle, the administra-
tion, and interested parties working to-
gether to achieve a common good.

Mr. Speaker, everyone agrees that
there should be fair and reasonable fees
for the use of public resources for film-
ing, including the film industry itself.
We are greatly encouraged by the
progress that has been made thus far in
this bill and we look forward to seeing
the legislation enacted into law.

b 1430

We ask our colleagues to vote for this
bill, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. HEFLEY. Mr. Speaker, many of the Na-
tion’s most famous and profitable motion pic-
tures were filmed on public land. John Ford
filmed his classic westerns around Moab, UT,
and the opening scenes of ‘‘Raiders of the
Lost Ark’’ were filmed on Park Service land in
Hawaii.

Before 1948, the Interior Department
charged filmmakers market prices for the use
of these lands. But in that year, for reasons
lost to time, Congress prohibited the Park
Service and the Fish & Wildlife Service from
collecting fees for commercial film making.

This has resulted in lost revenue. The 16
units of the National Park System most in-
volved with the film industry welcomed 2,800
productions over the past 3 years. At the
present time, no requirement for fee collection
besides normal special use permits.

The Bureau of Land Management, which
operates a film program under its existing per-
mit system has processed approximately
1,000 requests per year. Estimated revenues
of $300,000 per year; or about $1,000 to
$1,100 per day. In contrast, production com-
panies have paid as much as $8,500 a day to
film on private land.

Our bill would repeal this prohibition. Interior
would be directed to develop a policy for col-

lecting fees. Eighty percent of those fees
would remain in the unit involved for mainte-
nance needs, the remainder for systemwide
use.

There are also two Senate bills dealing with
this: A. S. 338, Senator CAMPBELL’s bill; B. S.
568, by Senator CRAIG THOMAS, which would
extend the fee policy to the Forest Service, as
well. In our discussions with the Forest Serv-
ice that agency said it was satisfied with its
existing policy and did not wish to be included
at this time.

This bill is the result of extensive discus-
sions between my office and Members on
both sides of the aisle, the Interior Department
and representatives of the film industry. It is
as near to a consensus proposal as we are
likely to see.

H.R. 154 provides the middle ground be-
tween the needs of the Interior Department
and those of the film industry while providing
our natural resources. The film would like the
certainty of a fee schedule based on the num-
ber of people or the acreage involved in a pro-
duction. While Interior would like the flexibility
to address these requests, I think this bill does
that.

We think our bill offers the chance for a real
win-win situation. The Park Service needs the
money and the film industry is willing to pay it
within reason. Fees will also help balance the
use of our parks for filming with protection of
the resource. And the more people see our
parks through the movies, the more they’ll
want to visit them. Everyone can benefit if we
do this right.

With that I’ll close. I urge your support for
the measure.

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Mr. Speak-
er, I have no further requests for time,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to support this piece of
legislation, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Ne-
vada (Mr. GIBBONS) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
154, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

GATEWAY VISITOR CENTER
AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 1999

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 449) to authorize the Gateway
Visitor Center at Independence Na-
tional Historical Park, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 449

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Gateway
Visitor Center Authorization Act of 1999’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) The National Park Service completed
and approved in 1997 a general management
plan for Independence National Historical
Park that establishes goals and priorities for
the park’s future.

(2) The general management plan for Inde-
pendence National Historical Park calls for
the revitalization of Independence Mall and
recommends as a critical component of the
Independence Mall’s revitalization the devel-
opment of a new ‘‘Gateway Visitor Center’’.

(3) Such a visitor center would replace the
existing park visitor center and would serve
as an orientation center for visitors to the
park and to city and regional attractions.

(4) Subsequent to the completion of the
general management plan, the National Park
Service undertook and completed a design
project and master plan for Independence
Mall which includes the Gateway Visitor
Center.

(5) Plans for the Gateway Visitor Center
call for it to be developed and managed, in
cooperation with the Secretary of the Inte-
rior, by a nonprofit organization which rep-
resents the various public and civic interests
of the greater Philadelphia metropolitan
area.

(6) The Gateway Visitor Center Corpora-
tion, a nonprofit organization, has been es-
tablished to raise funds for and cooperate in
a program to design, develop, construct, and
operate the proposed Gateway Visitor Cen-
ter.

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this Act is to
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
enter into a cooperative agreement with the
Gateway Visitor Center Corporation to con-
struct and operate a regional visitor center
on Independence Mall.
SEC. 3. GATEWAY VISITOR CENTER AUTHORIZA-

TION.
(a) AGREEMENT.—The Secretary of the In-

terior, in administering the Independence
National Historical Park, may enter into an
agreement under appropriate terms and con-
ditions with the Gateway Visitor Center Cor-
poration (a nonprofit corporation established
under the laws of the State of Pennsylvania)
to facilitate the construction and operation
of a regional Gateway Visitor Center on
Independence Mall.

(b) OPERATIONS OF CENTER.—The Agree-
ment shall authorize the Corporation to op-
erate the Center in cooperation with the Sec-
retary and to provide at the Center informa-
tion, interpretation, facilities, and services
to visitors to Independence National Histor-
ical Park, its surrounding historic sites, the
city of Philadelphia, and the region, in order
to assist in their enjoyment of the historic,
cultural, educational, and recreational re-
sources of the greater Philadelphia area.

(c) MANAGEMENT-RELATED ACTIVITIES.—
The Agreement shall authorize the Secretary
to undertake at the Center activities related
to the management of Independence Na-
tional Historical Park, including, but not
limited to, provision of appropriate visitor
information and interpretive facilities and
programs related to Independence National
Historical Park.

(d) ACTIVITIES OF CORPORATION.—The
Agreement shall authorize the Corporation,
acting as a private nonprofit organization, to
engage in activities appropriate for oper-
ation of a regional visitor center that may
include, but are not limited to, charging
fees, conducting events, and selling mer-
chandise, tickets, and food to visitors to the
Center.

(e) USE OF REVENUES.—Revenues from ac-
tivities engaged in by the Corporation shall
be used for the operation and administration
of the Center.

(f) PROTECTION OF PARK.—Nothing in this
section authorizes the Secretary or the Cor-
poration to take any actions in derogation of

VerDate 06-MAY-99 13:35 May 13, 1999 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00009 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\TEMP\H12AP9.REC h12ap9 PsN: h12ap9



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1814 April 12, 1999
the preservation and protection of the values
and resources of Independence National His-
torical Park.

(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(1) AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Agreement’’

means an agreement under this section be-
tween the Secretary and the Corporation.

(2) CENTER.—The term ‘‘Center’’ means a
Gateway Visitor Center constructed and op-
erated in accordance with the Agreement.

(3) CORPORATION.—The term ‘‘Corporation’’
means the Gateway Visitor Center Corpora-
tion (a nonprofit corporation established
under the laws of the State of Pennsylvania).

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS) and the gen-
tleman from Puerto Rico (Mr. ROMERO-
BARCELÓ) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS).

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 449
was introduced by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. BORSKI). Mr. BORSKI
has worked hard on this bill which will
greatly enhance the visitor experience
at Independence National Historical
Park.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 449 is a non-
controversial and bipartisan bill that
would authorize the Gateway Visitor
Center at Independence National His-
toric Park. This bill authorizes the
Secretary of the Interior to enter into
a cooperative agreement with the
Gateway Visitor Center Corporation to
construct and operate a regional vis-
itor center on Independence Mall. The
center would provide information, in-
terpretation, facilities and services for
visitors to Independence National His-
torical Park, its surrounding historical
sites and the City of Philadelphia.

Mr. Speaker, private and public funds
will be used to develop the visitor cen-
ter on National Park property, and it
is my understanding that approxi-
mately $30 million of private funds
have already been raised and this
project is ready to move forward.

Mr. Speaker, this is a great example
of how we can incorporate private en-
terprise to improve our parks and the
experience for our visitors. I urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 449.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 449 would author-
ize the Secretary of the Interior to
enter into a cooperative agreement
with the nonprofit Gateway Visitor
Center Corporation to construct and
operate a regional visitor center on Na-
tional Park Service land within Inde-
pendence National Historical Park in
Philadelphia. Hearings were held on an
identical bill, on H.R. 4109, last Con-
gress, and that bill was favorably re-
ported by the Subcommittee on Na-
tional Parks and Public Lands. Further

action was not taken on the measure
prior to adjourning.

Unlike the situation at Gettysburg
National Military Park, which is con-
sidered controversial by many, this
proposal is supported by all involved
parties. The proposed visitor center is
consistent with the general manage-
ment plan for the park and has the
backing of the NPS, the City of Phila-
delphia and other interested parties.

As such, we have no objection to the
legislation, and we beseech our col-
leagues to vote for this legislation.

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today in strong support of H.R. 449 and
ask for all Members to support this legislation.
I would like to commend my good friend, Mr.
BORSKI, for introducing this bill and would like
to thank him for his hard work to bring it to the
floor. I would also like to thank Chairman HAN-
SEN, Ranking Member ROMERO-BARCELÓ,
Chairman YOUNG and Ranking Member MIL-
LER for all their help in bringing this bill to the
floor.

Mr. Speaker, Independence Mall is not only
the cornerstone of Philadelphia, it is the cor-
nerstone of democracy. On any day, you can
walk down to Independence Mall and find hun-
dreds of tourists and schoolchildren visiting
the birthplace of the United States. Each year,
more than 3 million people visit the place
where we declared our independence and
forged a nation based on individual rights.

But the current visitor facilities at Independ-
ence Mall are not adequate for this many tour-
ists. Mr. Speaker, it is important that we not
only preserve our heritage, but that we keep
it accessible to everyone. This bill authorizes
the construction of a new Gateway Visitor
Center, located at Independence National His-
torical Park, to provide tourists a convenient,
informative and enjoyable visit to the park and
the City of Philadelphia. Through exhibits and
displays, the Center will not only provide an
interpretive presentation on the significance of
the Independence National Historical Park, but
will also provide information on other historical
and cultural attractions throughout Philadel-
phia.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is not only important to
Philadelphia, but to the entire nation as it will
keep the site of our independence and the
birthplace of democracy easily accessible to
everyone. It is a needed addition to the Inde-
pendence Mall area and will serve our country
well in to the next century by preserving and
enhancing this national treasure. I urge a
unanimous vote on H.R. 449.

Mr. BORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
support of H.R. 449, a bill to authorize the
Gateway Visitors Center at Independence Na-
tional Historical Park in Philadelphia.

Every year nearly 5 million visitors come to
Philadelphia and Independence National His-
torical Park to visit and learn about the begin-
nings of this great country and the founding of
democracy. I am proud to represent a portion
of the Park which many consider the crown
jewel of the National Park Service. We must
do all we can to preserve the area which
houses the Liberty Bell, Independence Hall
and is the birthplace of the Declaration of
Independence and Constitution of the United
States.

Independence National Historical Park is
currently the subject of a major renovation
project to preserve the park for future genera-

tions. Federal, state, and local leaders are
working in unison to address the ongoing
needs of the Park, ensuring its greatness as
an American institution and historical area.
The Park Service’s completed General Man-
agement Plan documents the vision for the fu-
ture of the park, and the Gateway Visitors
Center is an integral part of this plan.

H.R. 449 is imperative to the renovation of
the Park included in the National Park’s Gen-
eral Management Plan. It is extremely impor-
tant to Philadelphia and for those who visit the
historical area and experience its significance
in the development of this nation. The present
location of the visitors center is situated in an
area with limited public transit access and on
a narrow street. The location for the proposed
Gateway Visitors Center will preserve history
while at the same time improving access and
creating a new entrance to the Park. The
Gateway Visitors Center would serve as the
region’s principal point of orientation by pro-
viding a range of exceptional services and
programs, attracting visitors to the resources
offered in and beyond the park.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to join my col-
leagues from Pennsylvania who have worked
so hard to see this legislation come to fruition.
Independence National Historical Park houses
two of our nations most prized objects, Inde-
pendence Hall and the Liberty Bell. This bill is
vital to the preservation of these treasured ar-
tifacts that represent the ideas upon which our
nation was founded, and is the key to our na-
tion’s history for millions of Americans.

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. GIB-
BONS) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 449.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous materials on H.R. 15, H.R. 154
and H.R. 449, the bills just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nevada?

There was no objection.

f

AUTHORIZING ESTABLISHMENT OF
DISASTER MITIGATION PILOT
PROGRAM IN THE SMALL BUSI-
NESS ADMINISTRATION

Mr. THUNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill (S. 388) to authorize the establish-
ment of a disaster mitigation pilot pro-
gram in the Small Business Adminis-
tration.

The Clerk read as follows:
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S. 388

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. DISASTER MITIGATION PILOT PRO-

GRAM.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7(b)(1) of the

Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 636(b)(1)) is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B), by adding ‘‘and’’ at
the end; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(C) during fiscal years 2000 through 2004,

to establish a predisaster mitigation pro-
gram to make such loans (either directly or
in cooperation with banks or other lending
institutions through agreements to partici-
pate on an immediate or deferred (guaran-
teed) basis), as the Administrator may deter-
mine to be necessary or appropriate, to en-
able small businesses to use mitigation tech-
niques in support of a formal mitigation pro-
gram established by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency, except that no loan or
guarantee may be extended to a small busi-
ness under this subparagraph unless the Ad-
ministration finds that the small business is
otherwise unable to obtain credit for the
purposes described in this subparagraph;’’.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Section 20 of the Small Business Act (15
U.S.C. 631 note) is amended by adding at the
end the following:

‘‘(f) DISASTER MITIGATION PILOT PRO-
GRAM.—The following program levels are au-
thorized for loans under section 7(b)(1)(C):

‘‘(1) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2000.
‘‘(2) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2001.
‘‘(3) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2002.
‘‘(4) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2003.
‘‘(5) $15,000,000 for fiscal year 2004.’’.
(c) EVALUATION.—On January 31, 2003, the

Administrator of the Small Business Admin-
istration shall submit to the Committees on
Small Business of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate a report on the effec-
tiveness of the pilot program authorized by
section 7(b)(1)(C) of the Small Business Act
(15 U.S.C. 636(b)(1)(C)), as added by sub-
section (a) of this section, which report shall
include—

(1) information relating to—
(A) the areas served under the pilot pro-

gram;
(B) the number and dollar value of loans

made under the pilot program; and
(C) the estimated savings to the Federal

Government resulting from the pilot pro-
gram; and

(2) such other information as the Adminis-
trator determines to be appropriate for eval-
uating the pilot program.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Dakota (Mr. THUNE).

Mr. THUNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, let me begin by thank-
ing my colleagues on the House Com-
mittee on Small Business, particularly
the distinguished gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. TALENT) for his leadership in
moving this measure forward, as well
as the gentlewoman from New York
(Ms. VELÁZQUEZ), the ranking member
on that committee, and my friend from
Washington (Mr. BAIRD) who is on the
floor this afternoon.

Mr. Speaker, S. 388, a measure draft-
ed and introduced by Senator MAX

CLELAND, is a commonsense approach
to applying the principle of preventive
care when coping with natural disas-
ters. S. 388 is substantially identical to
H.R. 818, the Disaster Mitigation Act of
1999, which passed the House on March
2 of this year. It is part of the adminis-
tration’s budget request and has sub-
stantial bipartisan and bicameral sup-
port.

Since 1953, the Small Business Ad-
ministration has administered the dis-
aster loan program authorized by Sec-
tion 7(b) of the Small Business Act.
This program provides loans to help
small businesses to rebuild after nat-
ural disasters.

In past years the loan program has
spent billions of dollars helping small
businesses and homeowners recover
from natural disasters. In fiscal year
1998 the SBA lent $728 million for 30,154
disaster loans. In 1997 it lent $1.1 bil-
lion for 49,515 disaster loans. In 1994 the
SBA’s highest demand came when it
loaned over $4.1 billion for damage due
to the North Ridge earthquake in Cali-
fornia.

Mr. Speaker, the cost of disaster as-
sistance has risen over the past several
years due to increases in construction
and other costs. It is clear that efforts
must be made to hold down these costs.
Implementing a program to help small
businesses use techniques to lessen
damage caused by natural disasters of-
fers the potential to save millions of
dollars in the future.

The Federal Emergency Management
Agency, FEMA, currently manages
Project Impact, which works in con-
junction with communities and busi-
nesses on such mitigation policies and
techniques. Passage of S. 388 will com-
plement and further these efforts of
mitigation by offering small businesses
low-interest loans for disaster mitiga-
tion through the Small Business Ad-
ministration.

S. 388 authorizes the SBA to establish
a pilot program to make loans to small
businesses for the purpose of miti-
gating the effects of natural disasters.
These loans will be made in support of
the mitigation program established at
the Federal Emergency Management
Agency. These mitigation techniques
are varied and include a wide range of
activities including building improve-
ments, relocation and others.

S. 388 will authorize SBA to lend up
to $15 million each year through 2004 in
support of the Disaster Mitigation
Pilot Program. These funds will come
from existing section 7(b) disaster loan
appropriations and will be subject to
appropriations available for that pro-
gram. This bill will not authorize any
new Federal spending.

Finally, S. 388 will require the SBA
to report to Congress by January 31,
2003. The report will document the
number of loans made, the area served
by the pilot, and the estimated savings
to the government as a result of the
program.

Let me again thank my colleagues
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. TAL-

ENT) and the ranking member, the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELÁZQUEZ), and the committee staff
for their assistance in moving the
measure before us, Mr. Speaker, and I
want to urge my colleagues to support
S. 388.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my distin-
guished colleague from South Dakota
and also express my gratitude to the
chairman of our committee, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. TALENT)
and to the ranking member from New
York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ). Together they
have worked to develop this bill which
I think has a wonderful potential to
help small business owners reduce the
cost of disasters before they happen
rather than after.

As the gentleman from South Dakota
has indicated, the bill before us today
is virtually identical to a bill that this
House passed on March 2. It establishes
a demonstration project at the SBA to
make financing available to small busi-
nesses so they can make improvements
to businesses that just might reduce
property loss and could increase work-
er safety in the event of a natural dis-
aster.

Mr. Speaker, my district in south-
west Washington happens to be one of
the more disaster-prone in the Nation:
We have Mount Saint Helens, we have
periodic flooding, and recently in the
towns of Kelso and Olympia we have
had landslides which have claimed in
the case of Kelso more than 140 homes,
and in the case of Olympia more than
60 homes have been rendered unstable.
I have been working with these good
people since before I came to office,
and I feel we have to be working more
to help people prepare for disasters be-
fore they happen as well as cope with
disasters after the fact.

That is what this bill does, is helps
people prepare for disasters. It author-
izes up to $15 million in SBA loans each
year for the next 5 years to be used for
mitigation efforts so businesses can
make structural or interior changes to
their businesses that can result in sig-
nificant savings.

The program runs for five years. It
requires a report to Congress on the
use and effectiveness of the mitigation
loans, so it includes a key and impor-
tant accountability provision.

This is sensible good government,
and it is a costs savings measure. It
has been estimated that for every dol-
lar we spend in disaster prevention we
could save up to $2 or $3 in disaster re-
covery.

So I join with my colleague from
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE), and I urge
all of my colleagues in the House today
to support this commonsense legisla-
tion and help get this program under-
way.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ).

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Washington
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(Mr. BAIRD) for yielding this time to
me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of S. 388, the Disaster Mitiga-
tion Pilot Program. Traditionally busi-
ness owners have only been able to get
help after a natural disaster has struck
and caused damage to their business.
For many small businesses this assist-
ance comes too late to save them from
economic ruin. The loss of revenue and
time needed to recover causes count-
less businesses to fail. Instead of being
able to rebuild, many communities are
faced with loss of jobs as many busi-
nesses permanently close after a dis-
aster. We have seen this happen again
and again over the past few years. Hur-
ricanes, floods and wildfires have
threatened the economic stability and
future of communities across this Na-
tion.

However, until today businesses have
only been able to get help after it is
too late. Today’s legislation will
change this story. Today we are taking
an important step in being proactive
rather than just reactive to natural
disasters.

S. 388 is identical to H.R. 818, which
the House passed on March 2 of this
year with only a few minor changes in
wording. The result is the same. This
legislation authorizes $75 million to be
used by SBA in cooperation with
FEMA over the next 5 years to help
businesses in disaster-prone areas take
preventive measures to avert or mini-
mize damage should disaster strike.

b 1445

By enabling businesses to take pre-
ventive measures which mitigate the
damage caused by floods, hurricanes
and other natural disasters, this pro-
gram will allow them to recover much
faster. Therefore, instead of going out
of business, they will be able to get
back to business much quicker than
ever before.

The disaster mitigation program is a
common-sense approach to helping
businesses cope with disasters. The
program also makes fiscal sense. Some
estimates show that every dollar spent
on mitigation saves $2 in money that
would otherwise have to be spent on
post-disaster response. Not only will
businesses and taxpayers come out
ahead, but the American economy will
as well.

Finally, I would like to thank the
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
BAIRD). His constituents face the
threat of natural disaster, and his in-
sight and hard work on this legislation
have been a great help to all of us. I
strongly support S. 388 and I urge my
colleagues to vote for this important
piece of legislation.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to just
offer a couple of closing comments. Let
me just briefly reiterate the common
sense behind this proposal. It provides
low-interest loans up front so small
business owners can prepare for disas-

ters before they happen. They can pre-
pare for earthquakes or floods or fires
or hurricanes. By spending money up
front, through low-interest loans, they
will save the taxpayers dollars down
the road.

That is why this bill makes so much
sense; it will save taxpayers money. It
will help small businesses out and it
will reduce the overall net cost of dis-
aster response. That is the kind of bill
we should be putting forward, and I
thank my colleague from South Da-
kota (Mr. THUNE) for doing so.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume for
closing.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
BAIRD) and the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ) for their work
on this and again would just simply
say that in Washington we are always
looking for win/win solutions. I think
this really is a win/win. It is a win not
only for disaster victims. It is also a
win for the taxpayers.

My State of South Dakota has been
no stranger to disasters in the last few
years, and consistently we find that
FEMA is called on to the spot, SBA
and other agencies that deal with dis-
aster assistance, but it is always after
the fact.

We have an opportunity here to pro-
vide a mechanism whereby businesses
and others can prepare in advance for
disasters and take those steps that are
necessary to try and see that the tax-
payers are not called upon after an
event to deal with it.

I would again urge my colleagues in
the House to support this measure. It is
a common-sense approach to legis-
lating solutions on disaster assistance,
and hopefully, we will be able to take
this and work collectively as partners
with FEMA and the SBA and others to
see that we do the best job we can on
the front end to protect disaster vic-
tims, as well as to protect the tax-
payers from unnecessary needed ex-
pense.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I am pleased to rise in support of S. 388. This
bill will establish a pilot program for the imple-
mentation of disaster mitigation measures by
small businesses to help them to better pre-
pare for natural disasters.

Small businesses from Texas to New York
play a vital role in the health of our economy.
They account for 99.7 percent of America’s
employers. In fact, Small businesses employ
53 percent of the private work force, contribute
47 percent of all sales in the country, and are
also responsible for 50 percent of the private
gross domestic product. Unfortunately, it is a
fact that Small Businesses are ill equipped to
deal with natural disasters.

Under this bill, the Small Business Adminis-
tration, in conjunction with the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency, would begin a 5-
year program to provide loans to small busi-
nesses to implement mitigation techniques.
These loans would provide funds for proactive
measures designed to limit damages from nat-

ural disasters. These projects include for ex-
ample elevating a foundation in case of a
flood or strengthening walls in case of an
earthquake.

Last year natural disasters cost Americans
more than $10 billion. This is the third worst
year this decade. I am told that the last three
years have been the most active period in his-
tory for Atlantic hurricanes. Unfortunately the
1999 hurricane season will be active again
this year and other natural disasters are going
to occur. Small Businesses will and do suffer
economically from these natural disasters.

Under this bill, the loans would be made ei-
ther directly or in cooperation with banks or
other lending institutions through agreements
to participate on an immediate or deferred
basis. This program is designed to provide
these loans to small businesses in disaster-
prone areas that would otherwise be unable to
obtain credit for such preventative measures.

This bill will help businesses across this
country to better prepare for disasters. I sup-
port this bill because it aggressively prepares
small businesses located in disaster-prone
areas to prepare for disasters. I urge my col-
leagues to support small businesses by sup-
porting this bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, for many
people nationwide, Guam is synonymous with
a number of things. One of them is certainly
natural disasters. Guam’s location in the Pa-
cific Ocean’s typhoon alley makes it regularly
susceptible to annual storms that bring de-
struction to our community. In this decade
alone, Guam has been subjected to at least a
dozen typhoons. Even though the destruction
brought about by a storm is uncommon, it is
a common occurrence for the island of Guam.
At one time, five typhoons had hit Guam in the
span of 3 months.

As many may recall, the most recent storm,
Super Typhoon Paka, devastated the island in
December of 1997 and caused property dam-
age of over $100 million. On top of these
storms, Guam also became a victim of an 8.2
earthquake in 1994, which has been one of
the strongest recorded in the Pacific in this
century.

S. 388 is good legislation. It is proactive and
it will prepare small businesses for recovery.
Most often, disaster related programs are tar-
geted to homeowners and gain the bulk of
their popularity in the aftermath of destruction.
S. 388 and its companion legislation H.R. 818,
passed by the House last month, addresses
the concerns of small businesses that do not
receive the same type of disaster attention
given to homeowners. The recovery of a com-
munity in the wake of disaster can be bol-
stered by the level of preparation to mitigate
against damage by our business communities.
Small businesses help generate economic ac-
tivity crucial for the recovery of a stricken com-
munity.

Reacting to a storm plagues many commu-
nities with confusion. This pilot program aims
to empower the business community with in-
formation and mitigation activities which will
prevent serious losses. An appropriation of
$15 million is a very small amount compared
to potential losses without this sort of program.

I understand that the territories are full part-
ners in this program. I certainly hope that in
coming years the amounts will be expanded
and we will do everything we can to make
sure this pilot program is a success.
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I commend the authors of this legislation

from both the House and Senate and encour-
age my colleagues to vote in favor of this
measure.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
South Dakota (Mr. THUNE) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill, S. 388.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. THUNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on S. 388.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from South Dakota?

There was no objection.
f

MICROLOAN PROGRAM TECHNICAL
CORRECTIONS ACT OF 1999

Mr. PEASE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and concur in the
Senate amendment to the bill (H.R.
440) to make technical corrections to
the Microloan Program.

The Clerk read as follows:
Senate Amendment:
Page 2, strike out all after line 6 down to

and including line 20 and insert:
(1) in paragraph (7), by striking subparagraph

(B) and inserting the following:
‘‘(B) ALLOCATION.—
‘‘(i) MINIMUM ALLOCATION.—Subject to the

availability of appropriations, of the total
amount of new loan funds made available for
award under this subsection in each fiscal year,
the Administration shall make available for
award in each State (including the District of
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico,
the United States Virgin Islands, Guam, and
American Samoa) an amount equal to the sum
of—

‘‘(I) the lesser of—
‘‘(aa) $800,000; or
‘‘(bb) 1⁄55 of the total amount of new loan

funds made available for award under this sub-
section for that fiscal year; and

‘‘(II) any additional amount, as determined
by the Administration.

‘‘(ii) REDISTRIBUTION.—If, at the beginning of
the third quarter of a fiscal year, the Adminis-
tration determines that any portion of the
amount made available to carry out this sub-
section is unlikely to be made available under
clause (i) during that fiscal year, the Adminis-
tration may make that portion available for
award in any 1 or more States (including the
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico, the United States Virgin Islands,
Guam, and American Samoa) without regard to
clause (i).’’; and

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. PEASE) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms.
VELÁZQUEZ) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. PEASE).

Mr. PEASE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, let me begin by thank-
ing my colleagues, the chairman of the
committee, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. TALENT), and the ranking
member of the committee, the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms.
VELÁZQUEZ). I appreciate their assist-
ance in moving this bill and their help
in fashioning it.

Mr. Speaker, this is a technical cor-
rections bill, and though it is impor-
tant work, it need not occupy a great
deal of the House’s time. H.R. 440 is the
same bill that the House passed on
February 9 of this year by an over-
whelming margin. H.R. 440 corrects the
provisions of the loan loss reserve re-
quirements of the microloan program
at the Small Business Administration.

The microloan program was estab-
lished as a pilot program in 1991 and
made permanent in 1997. It provides
small loans under $25,000 to the Na-
tion’s smallest entrepreneurs. These
loans are made through SBA-certified
and -approved nonprofit lending and
business development intermediaries.
These intermediaries borrow funds
from the SBA and, in turn, lend those
funds to small businesses. In order to
protect taxpayer assets, the inter-
mediaries are required to maintain a
loss reserve based on the amount of
microloans they have outstanding.

Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendment
made some clarifications to the House-
passed version of the bill. These
changes make no substantive changes
in the purpose of the bill, but they do
tighten the language that provides for
some minimum allocation for States
with microloan programs. The amend-
ment is necessary to make doubly sure
that there is no mistake between con-
gressional intent and agency execu-
tion.

The amendment makes clear that
subject to appropriations, all State
microloan programs shall have access
to at least 1/55th of all new funds allo-
cated for the program. This amount
will be available until the beginning of
the third quarter, at which point all
funds will be available to any eligible
intermediary.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is not headline
material but it is important work
nonetheless. It will have a real impact
on the very smallest of businesses in
this country seeking start-up financing
and at the end of the day that is the
most important part of our job on the
Committee on Small Business.

Let me again thank my colleagues,
the gentleman from Missouri (Chair-
man TALENT) and ranking member, the
gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELÁZQUEZ), and the committee staff
for their assistance in moving the
measure before us.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 440.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such as time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to begin by
thanking the gentleman from Missouri
(Chairman TALENT) for working with

me to move quickly to pass the
Microloan Program Technical Correc-
tions Act. These changes are important
for small entrepreneurs because they
would allow lenders to make more
loans and increase technical assist-
ance.

Everyone agrees that the challenge
facing most entrepreneurs is access to
capital. Now, consider the special chal-
lenges to microenterprises. It is often
more difficult, if not impossible, for
many microenterprises to get the fi-
nancing they need. Microborrowers are
either start-up or growth-phase busi-
nesses which are unable to meet a lend-
er’s collateral or credit requirements.
For many private lenders, it is simply
not feasible to make the small loans
that entrepreneurs need to start or ex-
pand their business.

To address this problem, the Small
Business Administration launched the
microloan pilot project in 1992. This
program was designed to help under-
served start-up and existing small busi-
ness owners that do not have access to
financing. Since its inception, the
microloan program has helped count-
less businesses start up and grow.
Today, with over 100 participating
intermediaries, the SBA microloan
program is the largest Federal program
of its kind. It has a proven record of
giving small businesses the support
they need to succeed.

One of the most important aspects of
the microloan program is its ability to
reach women and minorities. Often
women and minorities do not have the
credit history or necessary capital to
get a loan from a bank or other tradi-
tional channel. This is where the
microloan program steps in and pro-
vides the tools to help these business
owners achieve the American dream. In
fact, the microloan program has be-
come a traditional funding source for
women entrepreneurs.

That is why today’s legislation is so
important. The first thing that the
Microloan Program Technical Correc-
tions Act will do is remove the State
formula caps. The caps were put in
place in order to ensure equitable dis-
tribution of funds, but resulted in just
the opposite. By removing the cap, we
will be ensuring that all States have
access to the program.

Additionally, the most recent Senate
amendments make sure that every
State and territory gets its fair share
of microloan funding. Under the latest
change, if the program is fully funded,
each State will receive an equal part of
the full appropriations. In the case
that each State receives its $800,000,
any extra microloan funding will be
distributed by SBA at the administra-
tor’s discretion.

I would say to my colleague, by al-
lowing lenders with successful loan
portfolios to make more loans and to
provide additional technical assist-
ance, today’s legislation will only help
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more microenterprises grow. Providing
additional technical assistance to busi-
nesses will enable entrepreneurs who
are on the threshold of moving forward
the opportunity to do so.

The microloan program has proved
invaluable in helping America’s small
businesses grow. I am glad that we are
moving quickly to pass this crucial
legislation and that we are looking for
ways to improve this important pro-
gram.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. PEASE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I wish to acknowledge
again the work of the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ) and
the work of the chairman of our com-
mittee, the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. TALENT), on this important piece
of legislation. I urge the support of our
colleagues for its passage.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PEASE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on
H.R. 440.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Indiana?

There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
PEASE) that the House suspend the
rules and concur in the Senate amend-
ment to the bill, H.R. 440.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate amendment was concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

PROVIDING FOR CONCURRENCE BY
HOUSE WITH AMENDMENT TO
SENATE AMENDMENTS TO H.R.
98, EXTENSION OF AVIATION
WAR RISK INSURANCE PROGRAM
Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I move to

suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 135) providing for the
concurrence by the House with an
amendment in the Senate amendments
to H.R. 98.

The Clerk read as follows:
Resolved, That upon the adoption of this

resolution the House shall be considered to
have taken from the Speaker’s table the bill
H.R. 98, with the amendments of the Senate
thereto, and to have—

(1) concurred in the amendment of the Sen-
ate to the title; and

(2) concurred in the amendment of the Sen-
ate to the text with the following amend-
ment:

At the end of the Senate amendment, add
the following:

Page 2, line 3, strike ‘‘March’’ and insert
‘‘May’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. PETRI) and the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. PETRI).

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, last month the war risk
insurance program was reauthorized by
the House, but only through the end of
next month. We need to quickly move
to reauthorize the program for a longer
period of time and do it in a way that
is acceptable to the Senate.

This program has operated success-
fully for over 47 years.

The bill would reauthorize the war
risk insurance program through De-
cember 31, 2003. Insurance is an essen-
tial feature of any commercial airline
operation, but ordinary business insur-
ance operations are normally not will-
ing, and certainly not at normal rates,
to insure flights to high-risk areas
such as countries at war or on the
verge of war.

In many cases, flights into these dan-
gerous situations, however, are re-
quired to further our Nation’s foreign
policy or national security objectives.
On many occasions in the past, com-
mercial airlines, rather than military
planes, have been used to move mate-
riel and troops into war-type areas in-
cluding, for example, most recently
during Desert Storm-Desert Shield op-
erations and other conflicts.

Without the war risk program, com-
mercial airlines would not have flown
these military flights, and therefore
the Department of Defense would have
had to grant or purchase aircraft at a
cost to the taxpayers of millions of dol-
lars, if not billions.

Although the program is not cur-
rently being used in Kosovo, it could be
needed at any time and, therefore, we
cannot afford to allow the program to
lapse. The bill before the House now is
virtually the same as the bill that we
passed last February, but the Senate
dropped a provision in the bill involv-
ing unrelated technical changes to the
centennial of flight commission. There-
fore, we need to pass this bill and send
it back to the Senate. I would urge sup-
port for the resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H. Res. 135, a bill to extend the war
risk insurance program through 2003.
This program allows the Federal Avia-
tion Administration to issue insurance
to airlines flying into war zones when
it is in the national interest for the
airlines to do so and commercial insur-
ance is not available on reasonable
terms.

The war risk insurance program was
first authorized in 1951 and it has
served the country well. Since 1975, the
nonpremium option under the war risk
insurance program alone has been acti-
vated over 5,000 times. Recently it has
been used in support of Operations
Desert Shield and Storm in the Middle
East, Operation Restore Hope in Soma-
lia, Operation Uphold Democracy in

Haiti and Operation Joint Endeavor in
Bosnia.

As Members can see from its scope, it
has been an active part of our Nation’s
foreign policy and national security ef-
forts.

In March, we extended this program
for only 2 months until May 31, 1999.
With the continuing activities in the
Persian Gulf and the current situation
in Kosovo, it would be unfortunate to
allow this program to expire. I would
hope that we could quickly pass this
legislation to avoid any lapse in this
crucial program.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. SHUSTER) and the
gentleman from California (Mr. DUN-
CAN), the gentleman from Minnesota
(Mr. OBERSTAR) and the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) for their
leadership, and I urge my House col-
leagues to support H. Res. 135.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
PETRI) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution,
House Resolution 135.

The question was taken.
Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, on that I

demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.
f

AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR OPENING CERE-
MONIES OF SUNRAYCE 99

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 48) au-
thorizing the use of the Capitol
Grounds for the opening ceremonies of
Sunrayce 99.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES. 48

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),
SECTION 1. USE OF CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR

OPENING CEREMONIES OF
SUNRAYCE 99.

The organizers of Sunrayce 99 (in this reso-
lution referred to as the ‘‘sponsor’’) shall be
permitted to sponsor a public event, with
solar-powered cars, on the Capitol Grounds
on June 20, 1999, or on such other dates as
the Speaker of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration of the Senate may jointly designate,
to conduct opening ceremonies for Sunrayce
99.
SEC. 2. TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The event authorized by
section 1 shall be free of admission charge to
the public and arranged not to interfere with
the needs of Congress, under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board.

(b) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The spon-
sor shall assume full responsibility for all
expenses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event.

VerDate 06-MAY-99 13:35 May 13, 1999 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\TEMP\H12AP9.REC h12ap9 PsN: h12ap9



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H1819April 12, 1999
SEC. 3. EVENT PREPARATIONS.

(a) STRUCTURES AND EQUIPMENT.—Subject
to the approval of the Architect of the Cap-
itol, the sponsor may erect upon the Capitol
Grounds such stage, sound amplification de-
vices, and other related structures and
equipment as may be required for the event
authorized by section 1.

(b) ADDITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.—The Ar-
chitect of the Capitol and the Capitol Police
Board are authorized to make any such addi-
tional arrangements as may be required to
carry out the event, including arrangements
to limit access to First Street between Inde-
pendence Avenue Southwest and Constitu-
tion Avenue Northwest.
SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 4 of the Act of July 31, 1946 (40 U.S.C.
193d; 60 Stat. 718), concerning sales, displays,
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as
well as other restrictions applicable to the
Capitol Grounds, with respect to the event
authorized by section 1.
SEC. 5. LIMITATION ON REPRESENTATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The event authorized by
section 1 may be conducted only after the
Architect of the Capitol and the Capitol Po-
lice Board enter into an agreement with the
sponsor that prohibits the sponsor—

(1) from representing, either directly or in-
directly, that this resolution or any activity
carried out under this resolution in any way
constitutes approval or endorsement by the
Federal Government of any product or serv-
ice offered by the sponsor; and

(2) from using any photograph taken at the
event for a commercial purpose.

(b) PENALTIES.—The agreement shall pro-
vide for financial penalties to be imposed if
any photograph is used in violation of this
section.

b 1500

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). Pursuant to the rule, the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
COBLE) and the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. COBLE).

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 48 authorizes the use of the Cap-
itol grounds for the Sunrayce ’99 solar
power car event to be held on June
20th, 1999, or on such date as the
Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate Committee on
Rules and Administration jointly des-
ignate.

The resolution also authorizes the
Architect of the Capitol, the Capitol
Police Board, and the sponsor of the
event to negotiate the necessary ar-
rangements for carrying out the event
in complete compliance with the rules
and regulations governing the use of
the Capitol grounds.

The event is open to the public and
free of charge, and the sponsor will as-
sume responsibility for all expenses
and liabilities related to the event. In
addition, sales, advertisements, and so-
licitations are explicitly prohibited on
the Capitol grounds for this event.

The Capitol grounds will be used for
the opening ceremonies for the solar
power car event that will begin at the

Capitol and after traversing through
five States, conclude in Orlando, Flor-
ida. Intercollegiate men and women
from all over the United States have
taken part in the development of the
solar power cars. Scholarship achieve-
ment awards will be awarded to par-
ticipants that display exceptional lev-
els of technical innovation, engineer-
ing excellence, artistic excellence,
teamwork, and good sportsmanship.

This day will highlight the impor-
tance of and help us develop a better
understanding for the many different
uses of solar energy. I support this res-
olution, and urge my colleagues to join
in support.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 48 authorizes the use of the Cap-
itol grounds for the Sunrayce ’99 solar
powered car event scheduled to be held
on the Capitol grounds on June 20, 1999.
During this event, college women and
men who have designed and developed
their own solar power cars will begin a
five-State run from the Capitol
grounds to Orlando, Florida.

In addition to highlighting the inno-
vation and ingenuity of design and en-
gineering by the college students, the
event will emphasize the power and
benefits of solar energy.

General Motors, Electronic Data Sys-
tems, and the Energy Department are
once again cosponsors of the event. The
event’s sponsors will assume all re-
sponsibility for expenses and liabilities
related to the event. As with all Cap-
itol event, sales, advertisements, and
solicitations are explicitly prohibited
on the Capitol grounds for the event.

I support House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 48 and urge its passage.

Mr. SALMON. Mr. Speaker, before I begin,
I want to thank Congressman BUD SHUSTER,
Chairman of the Transportation Committee, for
moving H. Con. Res. 48 through the Com-
mittee and to the Floor so expeditiously.

The resolution we are considering today will
permit the organizers of Sunrayce 99 to spon-
sor a public event, with solar-powered cars, on
the Capitol Grounds on June 20, 1999, or on
such other dates as the Speaker of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on
Rules and Administration of the Senate may
jointly designate, to conduct opening cere-
monies for Sunrayce 99.

As the Chairman and co-founder of the
House Renewable Energy Caucus I appre-
ciate the innovation necessary to identify and
utilize alternative forms of energy. As we
move into the 21st Century, one of the critical
environmental challenges facing us is the
need to discover the possibilities of sustain-
able energy development, so that our children,
and their families will be able to enjoy the
clean air and environment that is so important
to the health of our nation.

From June 20–29 the world will watch as up
to 40 teams participate in Sunrayce 99 and
demonstrate good-spirited competition and in-
novation at its best. The teams will race
through five states, from the start in Wash-
ington, DC, to the finish at Epcot at Walt Dis-

ney World Resort near Orlando, Florida in the
nation’s premier solar powered vehicle event.

Sunrayce 99 showcases the imagination, in-
genuity and teamwork of graduate and under-
graduate teams from North America in the de-
velopment of highly efficient vehicles powered
solely by a viable, renewable and sustainable
energy source—the sun. I am proud to note
that the University of Arizona has registered a
team. General Motors, Electronic Data Sys-
tems and the U.S. Department of Energy are
the sponsors of this biennial intercollegiate
competition.

The top three finishing teams will receive
trophies and cash awards. Scholarship
achievement awards will also be granted for
technical innovation, engineering excellence,
artistic talents, teamwork and good sportsman-
ship.

Sunrayce 99 not only demonstrates the pos-
sibilities of sustainable energy development,
but also the importance of public/private part-
nerships. This approach will allow companies
to work hand in hand with government in suc-
cessfully tackling the environmental challenges
ahead. I applaud the participants of Sunrayce
99—sponsors, applicants, universities, and ad-
ministrators—for making innovation a reality.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. COBLE) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, House Concurrent Resolution
48.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR BIKE RODEO TO
BE CONDUCTED BY THE EARTH
FORCE YOUTH BIKE SUMMIT

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution, (H. Con. Res. 49) au-
thorizing the use of the Capitol
Grounds for a bike rodeo to be con-
ducted by the Earth Force Youth Bike
Summit.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. Con. Res. 49

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),
SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF BIKE RODEO ON

CAPITOL GROUNDS.
The Earth Force Youth Bike Summit (in

this resolution referred to as the ‘‘sponsor’’)
shall be permitted to sponsor a bike rodeo
(in this resolution referred to as the
‘‘event’’) on the Capitol Grounds on May 5,
1999, or on such other date as the Speaker of
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration of the
Senate may jointly designate.
SEC. 2. TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The event authorized by
section 1 shall be free of admission charge to
the public and arranged not to interfere with
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the needs of Congress, under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board.

(b) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The spon-
sor shall assume full responsibility for all
expenses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event.
SEC. 3. STRUCTURES AND EQUIPMENT.

(a) STRUCTURES AND EQUIPMENT.—Subject
to the approval of the Architect of the Cap-
itol, the sponsor may erect upon the Capitol
Grounds such stage, sound amplification de-
vices, and other related structures and
equipment as may be required for the event
authorized by section 1.

(b) ADDITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.—The Ar-
chitect of the Capitol and the Capitol Police
Board are authorized to make any such addi-
tional arrangements as may be required to
carry out the event.
SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 4 of the Act of July 31, 1946 (40 U.S.C.
193d; 60 Stat. 718), concerning sales, displays,
and solicitations on the Capitol Grounds, as
well as other restrictions applicable to the
Capitol Grounds, with respect to the event
authorized by section 1.
SEC. 5. LIMITATIONS ON REPRESENTATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—No person may represent,
either directly or indirectly, that this reso-
lution or any activity carried out under this
resolution in any way constitutes approval
or endorsement by the Federal Government
of any person or any product or service.

(b) ENFORCEMENT.—The Architect of the
Capitol and the Capitol Police Board shall
enter into an agreement with the sponsor,
and such other persons participating in the
event authorized by section 1 as the Archi-
tect of the Capitol and the Capitol Police
Board considers appropriate, under which
such persons shall agree to comply with the
requirements of subsection (a). The agree-
ment shall specifically prohibit the use of
any photograph taken at the event for a
commercial purpose and shall provide for the
imposition of financial penalties if any viola-
tions of the agreement occur.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. COBLE) and the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. COBLE).

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 49 authorizes the use of the Cap-
itol grounds for the ‘‘Get Out Spoke’n’’
to be held on May 5th, 1999, or on such
date as the Speaker of the House of
Representatives and the Senate Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration
jointly designate.

The resolution also authorizes the
Architect of the Capitol, the Capitol
Police Board, and the sponsor of the
event to negotiate the necessary ar-
rangements for carrying out the event
in complete compliance with the rules
and regulations governing the use of
the Capitol grounds.

The event is open to the public and
free of charge, and the sponsor will as-
sume responsibility for all expenses
and liabilities related to the event.

In addition, sales, advertisements,
and solicitations are explicitly prohib-
ited on the Capitol grounds for this

event. The Capitol grounds, Mr. Speak-
er, will be used for the bicycle summit,
which will teach children the proper
ways to ride their bikes and honor chil-
dren who have taken an active role in
the national campaign to make Amer-
ica more bike-friendly.

This event will help children to de-
velop habits of active citizenship and
environmental stewardship. I would
also like to note that this resolution
has received wide bipartisan support
from the Congressional Bike Caucus. I
support the resolution, and urge my
colleagues to join in support.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 49 authorizes the use of the Cap-
itol grounds on May 5 for a public pro-
gram to promote bicycle safety. The
program is sponsored by Earth Force, a
nonprofit organization for children.
The goal of this youth program is to
teach children the proper ways to ride
bicycles and to encourage safe bicy-
cling programs within our commu-
nities.

In 1996, over 350,000 children ages 14
and under were treated for bike-related
injuries. It is estimated that collisions
with motor vehicles account for 90 per-
cent of all bicycle-related injuries.

Event participants will ride their
bikes through a mock city set up on a
pavement near the Capitol. During this
exercise, they will receive safety tips
and instructions on how to make bikes
safer.

Mr. Speaker, I support House Concur-
rent Resolution 49. I thank the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS)
and the committee for supporting the
resolution.

I would also like to commend the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER), a member of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and a founder and active
member of the Bike Caucus, for his
sponsorship and enthusiastic support
for this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER), a sponsor of
the concurrent resolution.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding
time to me.

Mr. Speaker, we in Congress can do
many things to enhance the livability
of our communities, giving a wide
range of opportunities, whether it is re-
quiring the Post Office to play by the
same rules as the rest of America by
following local land use laws and zon-
ing codes, and maybe even having
meaningful public input, or having
more rational water policies to help
protect and renew our communities’
waterways.

But no matter where we are in Amer-
ica and how we define livability, there
are several visual indicators that will
tell us right away whether or not we
are in a healthy neighborhood.

If we are in a community that is free
from vandalism, it is a sign of a
healthy neighborhood. If there are
areas that provide access to walkways
and sidewalks that are away from the
rush of traffic, it shows respect for the
residents. We are in a healthy neigh-
borhood.

If we have opportunities to move
away from the blight that has been a
plague for many communities, and
there is renewal of deteriorated prop-
erty and housing well-being, it is a sign
of a healthy community.

I would think the most basic indi-
cator, however, is whether or not our
children are able to move safely
through their neighborhood. One sim-
ple thing we can do today to promote
that livability is to support this resolu-
tion and the event that it will enable.
It will be the culmination of a nation-
wide cycling education project. It al-
lows for a youth bike summit to take
place here within the shadow of the
Capitol dome. It will be the final event
of a campaign that has been sponsored,
as we have heard, by Earth Force, in-
volving children from all over America
who will be in our Nation’s Capitol for
this event.

These children were asked to devise
safe bicycling routes through their
communities and share their proposals
with their peers. Earth Force has
worked with Safe Moves, another non-
profit agency, to design the mock city
for the children to ride through, and it
teaches children in the ages from the
fifth grade through the ninth grade
about safe biking techniques.

As we have heard the gentlewoman
from the District of Columbia (Ms.
NORTON) say, 350,000 children 14 and
under were treated in hospital emer-
gency rooms for bicycle-related inju-
ries last year. These collisions with
motor vehicles account for 90 percent
of all bicycle-related deaths, and 10
percent of all non-fatal related inju-
ries.

The nonpartisan Bicycle Caucus sup-
ports educating children early in life in
safe biking techniques.

b 1515

I welcome the support of my col-
leagues on this resolution and I look
forward to working with other Mem-
bers of Congress on strengthening the
Federal partnership in making sure
that our communities are made more
livable and the promotion of safety for
our children should be at the top of our
list from every Member of Congress.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. COBLE) that the
House suspend the rules and agree to
the concurrent resolution, House Con-
current Resolution 49.
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The question was taken; and (two-

thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

TERRY SANFORD FEDERAL
BUILDING

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 911) to designate the Federal
building located at 310 New Bern Ave-
nue in Raleigh, North Carolina, as the
‘‘Terry Sanford Federal Building’’, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 911

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION.

The Federal building located at 310 New
Bern Avenue in Raleigh, North Carolina,
shall be known and designated as the ‘‘Terry
Sanford Federal Building’’.
SEC. 2. REFERENCES.

Any reference in law, map, regulation, doc-
ument, paper, or other record of the United
States to the Federal building referred to in
section 1 shall be deemed to be a reference to
the ‘‘Terry Sanford Federal Building’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. COBLE) and the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. COBLE).

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 911, as amended,
designates the Federal building located
in Raleigh, North Carolina, as the
‘‘Terry Sanford Federal Building.’’

Senator Sanford was successful in
many pursuits during his life. He was
the founder of three law firms and held
positions on the boards of numerous
universities and colleges, and several
positions on boards of corporations in
the technology industry.

Senator Sanford was also President
of Duke University from 1969 to 1984,
and continued as President Emeritus
from 1995 until his passing in 1998. Dur-
ing his tenure, Governor Sanford pre-
sided over Duke, which was and con-
tinues to be recognized as a world-re-
nowned center of higher learning. Its
medical center is a premier health care
facility and research center.

In addition to his pursuits in the pri-
vate sector, Senator Sanford also was a
dedicated public servant. From 1950 to
1953, he served on the North Carolina
State Ports Authority. In 1953, he was
elected to the North Carolina State
Senate and served there until 1955.

In 1961, he was elected Governor of
North Carolina for a term, returning to
private practice in 1965. After several
years out of public office, Senator San-
ford returned in 1986 with a successful
bid to the United States Senate where
he served until 1993.

Mr. Speaker, this is a fitting tribute
to a dedicated public servant. I know of
no other North Carolinian who has
dedicated himself any more fully or
honorably in so many endeavors, in
law, in public service, in education, and
in private pursuits. I support the bill,
as amended, and urge my colleagues to
the support it as well.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 911 is a bill to des-
ignate the Federal building in Raleigh,
North Carolina, as the ‘‘Terry Sanford
Federal Building.’’

Senator Sanford served his country
and his State for over 6 decades and
this designation is a fitting acknowl-
edgment of his devoted service.

FBI agent, World War II paratrooper,
college president, governor, and United
States Senator are all designations
given to Terry Sanford.

As Governor of North Carolina from
1961 to 1965, Sanford advocated and sup-
ported a number of nationally recog-
nized innovations in education, includ-
ing establishing technical and voca-
tional schools. He championed State
support for performing arts schools and
dedication of revenues for public
schools and teachers’ pay.

His leadership and diligence led Har-
vard University to name him as one of
the most effective governors of the 20th
century. Hard work and loyalty to the
interests of his constituents distin-
guish his service in the United States
Senate from 1986 to 1992.

Duke University benefited enor-
mously from his tenure as university
president. With wisdom and vision, he
guided that educational institution to
becoming a leader in the fields of medi-
cine and law.

Mr. Speaker, the bill has bipartisan
support. The gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. COBLE) and the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
ETHERIDGE) have been particularly sup-
portive. It is with great pleasure that I
join in broad, bipartisan support for
H.R. 911 and urge its passage. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. ETHERIDGE), sponsor of
the bill.

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to thank the gentlewoman
from the District of Columbia (Ms.
NORTON) for yielding me this time, and
I also thank my friend, the gentleman
from Guilford, North Carolina (Mr.
COBLE), for his support in helping get
this bill to the floor and for his leader-
ship in this important bipartisan legis-
lation.

Mr. Speaker, I would say that every
member of our delegation joins me in
support of this important legislation. I
would also like to thank the chairman
and ranking member of the committee
for bringing this bill to the floor in
such a timely manner. The number of
the bill would indicate that it is receiv-
ing expedited treatment to get here,
and I thank them for that.

Mr. Speaker, this Sunday, April 18,
will mark the 1-year anniversary of the
passing of a truly great and courageous
North Carolinian and American.
Former United States Senator and
North Carolina Governor Terry San-
ford died last year of complications as-
sociated with cancer. Terry Sanford
lived a life that has served as a shining
example of excellence to an entire gen-
eration.

Terry Sanford learned growing up
that hard work reaped rewards, that
boldness is a requirement of leadership,
and that possibilities exist that are
only bound by the size of one’s imagi-
nation.

Throughout his life, he fought to im-
prove education, to promote racial
healing, eradicate poverty, promote
economic development, promote the
opportunity for every person, no mat-
ter what their economic background,
their creed or color might be, to have
economic opportunity.

Known as North Carolina’s ‘‘Edu-
cation Governor,’’ Terry Sanford in-
spired teachers and students to excel
with his unrelenting commitment to
public education. It was his many con-
tributions to education that led Har-
vard University to name him as one of
the top 10 governors in the 20th cen-
tury.

As President of Duke University, as
we have heard, Terry Sanford chal-
lenged a small regional university to
dream big and reach for the stars. And
reach them it did. When Terry Sanford
left Duke University, it became known
as the world leader in research and
higher education in law, medicine,
business, and the arts.

It was his many contributions to cre-
ate what is generally regarded as the
‘‘Harvard of the South’’ that led Duke
University to name its Institute for
Public Policy after this great Amer-
ican, known as the Terry Sanford Insti-
tute for Public Policy.

Called to serve in the public arena
once again, Terry Sanford was elected
to the United States Senate in 1986. In
its years in the Senate, Terry Sanford
distinguished himself as a passionate
advocate for public education and for
the poor and less fortunate.

In addition to his many vital roles as
a statesman, politician, and university
president, Terry Sanford served the
people of North Carolina and this coun-
try in many other ways. He served as a
paratrooper in World War II, as an
agent with the Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation, as a State senator, and in
many other capacities.

He also participated in many char-
ities, too many to cover here today. He
was one of North Carolina’s leading pa-
trons of the arts. His passion for the
arts endured until his death, as he
spearheaded efforts to bring a world-
class performing arts facility to North
Carolina.

Terry Sanford was also a committed
husband to Margaret Rose, a devoted
father to Terry, Jr., and to Betsy.

Mr. Speaker, Terry Sanford inspired
me personally as a student and also in
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politics. In fact, when I was deciding to
run for Congress, I went and sat down
and talked with Terry Sanford. His
words of encouragement helped me
make up my mind, and they continue
to inspire me and many others today.

Last year, prior to his passing, I
began searching for a way to honor
Senator Sanford who has meant so
much to me, my family, and so many
North Carolinians and Americans. With
the help of my colleagues here in Con-
gress, we came up with the idea of
naming the Federal building in down-
town Raleigh, a stone’s throw away
from the governor’s mansion where
Terry Sanford may have made many of
his most important contributions to a
generation of North Carolinians and a
generation of teachers and students
who will continue to make a contribu-
tion for years and years to come. Nam-
ing this building in his honor will allow
his influence to be felt by a whole new
generation of leaders.

Terry Sanford was more than a great
and admired politician. He was one of
the most accomplished Americans of
our time. His North Carolina values
and visionary leadership brought us
through some of the most difficult
challenges that beset our generation
and set us forward in North Carolina on
a path of tremendous progress that we
enjoy today economically. This gesture
is the least we should do for a man who
allowed us to view the world from his
broad shoulders.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from West Virginia (Mr.
WISE).

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) for yielding me
this time, and I thank the gentleman
from North Carolina (Chairman COBLE)
for bringing this bill to the floor and
making it possible for us to be here.

I want to rise in a little different ca-
pacity. Each one of us has one or two
people that played major roles in our
life that we can point to as a mentor in
a formative stage in our life and devel-
opment. In my life, I was fortunate
enough to have Terry Sanford as one of
those people.

As a student at Duke University
when Mr. Sanford became the Presi-
dent of Duke, and then having had the
privilege of working with him not only
as a student but then later in various
political undertakings, I had the
unique experience of getting to know
him and to be affected by him. But my
experience is no more unique than that
of hundreds, perhaps thousands, of
young people and that alone is a testa-
ment to why this building is aptly
named for Terry Sanford.

Terry Sanford was a progressive gov-
ernor from 1960 to 1964 in a time when
integration and the battle for civil
rights was sweeping this Nation. And
as some southern governors were
standing in schoolhouse doors, Terry
Sanford was opening schoolhouse
doors. While North Carolina was in

many ways the birthplace of the civil
rights movement with the Greensboro
sit-ins, at the same time it was not
gripped by many of the same problems
that affected others, and that is be-
cause of the leadership of Terry San-
ford.

As a college president, this was a col-
lege president who involved young peo-
ple at every level, who challenged us by
saying, ‘‘You can be involved in what-
ever level you can rise to.’’ During the
late 1960s and early 1970s, there could
be no more important leadership com-
ing than that.

He one time said, as some of us were
sitting around criticizing someone one
time, and he looked at us and he said,
‘‘No one is going to be able to say that
I did not give everybody a chance.’’
That was what Terry Sanford was
about: giving an opportunity.

He was a dark horse presidential can-
didate and in 1972, we did not go on to
the White House. But at the same time,
he once again gave hundreds of young
people, college students and those just
out of college, he gave us a chance to
express ourselves in times that were
very frustrating and to feel that we
were making some difference in what
was happening on the national scene.

Finally, of course, as a United States
Senator, Terry Sanford provided the
leadership that he had always provided
reaching out to those of all persua-
sions, bringing them in.

It is interesting today as we wrestle
with concerns about education to meet
the challenges of education, we are
wrestling with many of the same con-
cerns and areas that Terry Sanford
worked on as Governor of North Caro-
lina.

b 1530

He understood well the role of the
public university in his love of the Uni-
versity of North Carolina. At the same
time, he guided a private university,
Duke University, to all new levels of
national prominence.

So as a Governor, as a college presi-
dent, as a presidential candidate, as a
United States Senator, as a father, as a
war veteran, as an FBI agent, as a cit-
izen, Terry Sanford was an example to
us all. The legacy to Terry Sanford is
of course that, across this country, in-
deed I warrant across this world, there
are thousands of young people, young
then, much older now, there are thou-
sands of people that directly felt his
impact and feel it today and carry that
on through their lives.

That is why I thank the majority and
the minority for bringing this bill to
the floor, so that we can properly
honor someone who had such an incred-
ible impact on so many people.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker,
the first political figure with whom I seriously
identified was Terry Sanford. Indeed, he was
a mentor and an inspiration to many of my
generation who came of age politically during
his governorship in the early 1960s. He taught
us what democratic politics at its best could
be. He was a model of energetic and innova-

tive leadership, full of ideas, refusing to be
bound by the shackles of the past, possessing
a vision of future possibility that inspired and
empowered others.

This Sunday marks the one-year anniver-
sary of Terry Sanford’s death. Looking around
the Triangle region that I represent and all of
North Carolina, we must remember that our
success story was made possible, in large
part, by the vision of Terry Sanford. Our qual-
ity of life and our economic success is the leg-
acy of his commitment to public education, to
the movement for racial justice, to the devel-
opment of our community college system, and
to the growth of Research Triangle Park. Like
Terry Sanford, our area is dynamic, vibrant,
and full of hope.

When we look back on the broad sweep of
Terry Sanford’s life—as an FBI agent, a World
War II paratrooper, a state legislator, lawyer,
author, university president, governor, and
senator—we see a life committed to the great-
est movements and deeply involved in the
greatest accomplishments in this American
century.

I am proud to join the entire North Carolina
delegation in sponsoring this bill, and I urge all
my colleagues to support this legislation to
name the federal building in Raleigh for Terry
Sanford, an extraordinary citizen, visionary
leader, and son of North Carolina.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STEARNS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. COBLE) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill H.R. 911, as amended.

The question was taken.
Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, on that I

demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Con.
Res 48, H. Con. Res. 49, and H.R. 911, as
amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 5:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 32 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 5:30 p.m.
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AFTER RECESS
The recess having expired, the House

was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. UPTON) at 5 o’clock and
52 minutes p.m.
f

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE
A message from the Senate by Mr.

Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed
with an amendment in which the con-
ccurrence of the House is requested, a
concurrent resolution of the House of
the following title:

H. Con. Res. 68. Concurrent resolution es-
tablishing the congressional budget for the
United States Government for fiscal year
2000 and setting forth appropriate budgetary
levels for each of fiscal years 2001 through
2009.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H. Con. Res. 68) ‘‘A concurrent
resolution establishing the congres-
sional budget for the United States
Government for fiscal year 2000 and
setting forth appropriate budgetary
levels for each of fiscal years 2001
through 2009’’ and requests a con-
ference with the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses there-
on.
f

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 68, CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION ON THE BUDGET—FISCAL
YEAR 2000
Mr. KASICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the concurrent resolu-
tion (H. Con. Res. 68) establishing the
congressional budget for the United
States Government for fiscal year 2000
and setting forth appropriate budg-
etary levels for each of the fiscal years
2001 through 2009, with a Senate
amendment thereto, disagree to the
Senate amendment, and agree to the
conference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
MOTION TO INSTRUCT CONFEREES OFFERED BY

MR. SPRATT

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
motion to instruct conferees.

The Clerk read as follows:
Mr. Spratt moves that the managers on

the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the Senate amendment to the concurrent
resolution H. Con. Res. 68 be instructed,
within the scope of the conference, to insist
that the huge and fiscally irresponsible tax
cuts set forth in the reconciliation directives
in the concurrent resolution be reported at
the latest possible date within the scope of
the conference, and to require that the rec-
onciliation legislation implementing those
tax cuts not be reported any earlier, to pro-
vide the Congress with sufficient time to
first enact legislation extending the sol-
vency of the social security and medicare
trust funds consistent with the sense of the
Congress language in section 315(b)(4) and (5)
of the Senate amendment and findings in
322(a)(1)–(3) of the Senate amendment and

provisions in sections 5 and 6 of the House
concurrent resolution because of the pre-
eminent importance of so enhancing retire-
ment security without reducing benefits and
because projected budget surpluses should
first be reserved for the use of those trust
funds consistent with section 315(a)(4) and (5)
of the Senate amendment and sections 5 and
6 of the House concurrent resolution rather
than dissipated through the resolution’s tax
cuts which jeopardize the future of both so-
cial security and medicare.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPRATT) will be recognized for 30 min-
utes and the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
KASICH) will be recognized for 30 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT).

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

My motion to instruct conferees de-
mands that Congress deal with the sol-
vency of the Social Security and Medi-
care trust funds before we enact huge
tax cuts that could drain the budget of
the very funds that are needed to save,
protect and make solvent for the long
run Social Security and Medicare.

By our calculation, in the first 5
years this proposed tax cut will take
$143 billion out of the resources of the
Federal Government. The next 5 years
it will be $788 billion. And in the third
5-year period of time, occurring around
the year 2009, just when Social Secu-
rity and Medicare need it most, in that
5-year period of time alone by our cal-
culation, this conference report, if en-
acted and reconciled, would drain the
Treasury of $1.066 trillion and leave So-
cial Security and Medicare high and
dry.

The motion we make is similar to a
motion I made in committee and it is
similar to an amendment that we
brought to the House floor. It simply
says, let us deal first with Social Secu-
rity, then with Medicare; let us estab-
lish them as priorities.

Mr. Speaker, we have come farther
than anyone would have expected since
1993 in eradicating the so-called budget
deficit, the year-to-year deficit. We
now face the next big challenge. If we
can step up to it, we can turn the cor-
ner into the next century in better fis-
cal condition than this country has
been in in a long, long time. But we
cannot lay claim to that until we have
dealt with Social Security and Medi-
care. We cannot deal with Social Secu-
rity and Medicare and make them sol-
vent for the long run, assuredly sol-
vent, 50 to 75 years, unless we deal with
them first.

If we first pass a tax cut of the mag-
nitude proposed by this budget, we will
leave Social Security and Medicare un-
attended, neglected, and we will leave
the budget without the resources nec-
essary to do anything about those pro-
grams in the future.

In the well of the House just a couple
of weeks ago when this budget resolu-
tion passed, I pointed out the fact that
I am not opposed to tax reduction. We
have got it in our own budget resolu-
tion. I think in due course it is very
much in order, given the surpluses that
we see projected. I think they should

materialize before we commit our-
selves to a big tax reduction, but their
budget, the resolution before us, is fix-
ated on tax reduction to the extent
that when it comes to dealing with na-
tional defense, they flatten the Presi-
dent’s budget out in the last 5-year
cycle. In dealing with veterans, they
actually cut the allocations for vet-
erans’ programs at a time when our
World War II veterans are swelling to
the point that they need it most. They
deal with crop insurance for 5 years
and then cut the money off in order to
provide for more tax cuts. They say
that they are for funding more for the
NIH, but they take the function for
health in the budget and actually give
it less, all in the name of maximizing
the tax cut.

What we are saying is, as to these
other programs, the time and day will
come when we can sort through those
priorities, but as to Social Security
and Medicare, there is no question that
they have primacy, they should come
first, they should come before tax re-
duction. That is the gist of this motion
to instruct conferees.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. KASICH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I have just been handed essentially
this motion to instruct. In a spirit of
just being back from the break that we
have been on, I am trying to ignore a
lot of the kind of inflammatory lan-
guage that is contained in this motion
to instruct, like the word ‘‘irrespon-
sible’’ tax cut. That, to me, is an
oxymoron, an irresponsible tax cut.
There is no such thing as an irrespon-
sible tax cut. But, I mean, if the gen-
tleman from South Carolina wants to
call this fiscally irresponsible, I do not
know that I want to get into a big fight
with him about that.

Essentially, the way I read this mo-
tion to instruct, it is basically saying
that we should take the latest possible
date within the scope of the conference
and require that the reconciliation leg-
islation implementing those tax cuts
not to be reported any earlier. It does
not seem as though it has got any real
force to it.

b 1800

The gentleman is just saying, ‘‘Can
you put off the reconciliation as long
as possible?’’ That is the way I read
this. The gentleman from South Caro-
lina, is there something more than
that that he is trying to say?

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. KASICH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina.

Mr. SPRATT. I am trying to say a lot
more than that, Mr. Speaker, but to
stay within the scope of what is per-
missible, I have to say do not do it ex-
cept as the last act. But I am saying to
the gentleman the responsible thing,
the responsible thing is not to drain
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the budget dry so that the resources
there are not there to deal with Social
Security and Medicare. The responsible
thing is to deal with Social Security,
deal with Medicare, and then address
tax reduction.

Mr. KASICH. All right. I understand.
There is a reason to be thankful for

small things like scope is what I can
tell the gentleman because what this
means is that basically the gentleman
is saying that we have got to make
sure that we take care and set aside
money for Social Security and Medi-
care and do tax cuts in a way that it
does not impact on that, is essentially
what the gentleman is saying, and let
me just say to the gentleman from
South Carolina that it has been fully
our intention, of course, to preserve for
the first time in, I think, my lifetime,
to be able to preserve all the money
that gets collected from the payroll
taxes for retirement security, and, as
my colleagues know, we are going to
save at least $1.8 trillion, which is well
over a hundred billion dollars more
than the President for purposes of
being able to transform Social Secu-
rity and Medicare and not just so that
our seniors will get it, but so that the
baby boomers and their children will
have a retirement program as well, and
at the same time I think we made the
argument a couple weeks ago for the
other part of the surplus that gets pro-
duced by the income taxes and all the
other taxes that flow into the Federal
Government. We have an overcharge
right now, and we believe that over-
charge will be to the tune of almost
$800 billion.

So we have a twofold program, one to
save $1.8 trillion for Social Security
and Medicare and an additional $780
billion for tax cuts, and if what the
gentleman is arguing for is that we
ought to make sure our tax cuts do not
impinge on Social Security, the fact is
our resolution does that.

So, I will preliminarily say that I do
not have any objection to the motion
to instruct, and some of my colleagues
have come to the floor, and I want
them to take a look at it, but my ini-
tial reading is that I do not really have
any objection outside of the inflam-
matory language that is contained in
the resolution with words such as the
fiscally irresponsible tax cuts, and I
thought there was at least another one
of those inflammatory words some-
where, but that is not such a big deal.

Another thing is the huge and fis-
cally irresponsible tax cuts. I mean any
time we can make the government
have a little less in its pockets and
people have a little bit more, I think
that is very good, and at the same time
preserving for the first time since I
have been in the Congress all the
money we collect from Social Security
I think is a huge step forward.

So I will reserve the balance of my
time at this point and would prelimi-
narily, unless some of my colleagues
here object, would accept the motion
to instruct.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. RAN-
GEL), the ranking member of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I came to
the floor really to thank the gentleman
from Ohio. The closer we get to the
presidential election, the more com-
mon sense really reaches this body.

Mr. KASICH. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RANGEL. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio.

Mr. KASICH. Be careful, I may have
his words taken down.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, there was
a time when people used to run around
asking for $800 billion tax cuts, and
some got closer to a trillion, there was
whispering of people meeting in the
middle of the night in Michigan asking
for 10 percent across the board, and
knowing the gentleman from Ohio and
his concern about the common folk,
and those that drive those milk trucks,
and those that are Post Office employ-
ees, and just those that make our coun-
try so great, I know that when he does
come up with a tax cut, and America
sure deserves one, that it is going to be
equitable, it is going to be fair.

I, of course, have to work more close-
ly with the chairman of my committee,
and we may not be able to participate
with these formula cuts because we
have dedicated ourselves to pull the
coat up by the roots, and of course that
is a little more complex than just set-
ting aside a trillion dollars. But as we
decide how we are going to do it with
the gentleman’s help, I hope that I
heard him say that before we go to the
American people to thank them for
their productivity, to thank them for
the excesses they have had to pay in
taxes, especially the payroll tax, that
we, as Democrats and Republicans and
the House and the Senate, will present
to them a secure Social Security sys-
tem for their children and for their
children’s children. And even though I
know that in the past Medicare has not
been a word that the other side likes to
talk about much, I am assuming that
the same deep-seeded commitment
that we have to meet our obligations in
the future for Social Security benefits
will also repair the Medicare system so
that that system will be there too.

So, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what
is going to happen in our various con-
ventions, but I know one thing. If I do
not hear my side talking as straight
talk as the gentleman from Ohio is, if
I do not hear that commitment from
my side, that we are going to fix the
Social Security system for the Amer-
ican people, we are going to fix the
Medicare system, and then we are com-
ing back with fair and equitable reduc-
tion in people’s taxes; that is not a Re-
publican talking, that is a good Amer-
ican.

Mr. KASICH. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I love when a speaker can drip with
irony and cynicism about the inten-
tions of what we are doing with our fis-
cal program, but I would choose not to
think that the gentleman from New
York (Mr. RANGEL) would be at all cyn-
ical about our intentions because I
think the gentleman would have to
admit, would have to recognize, the
fact that for virtually all of the time of
my lifetime we have stolen from the
Social Security Trust Fund, and we
have spent it on other programs, and
for the first time we intend to lock up
the $1.8 trillion and keep it in reserve,
and it will be kept in reserve for pur-
poses of being able to transform the
Social Security and the Medicare pro-
gram, retirement security programs.
That is why we have actually saved
over a hundred billion dollars in reve-
nues.

I also want to compliment the gen-
tleman for saying that he likes the
idea of a tax cut. I wonder if the gen-
tleman may be running for mayor of
New York, that he might be giving con-
sideration to that considering the fact
that he has made the comment that he
likes the idea of tax cuts. I want to
compliment the gentleman from New
York for coming in our direction.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. KASICH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New York.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I think
there will be more political opportuni-
ties for me in the House, but having
said that, the gentleman from Ohio did
not say that he was just going to re-
serve the money for Social Security
and Medicare. He said that he was
going to fix these programs, and then
we get on working together for a tax
cut. I thought I heard the gentleman
correctly when I came over here.

Mr. KASICH. Mr. Speaker, let me
just say to the gentleman that we
stand ready, willing and able to be able
to move forward on a program that
would be able to transform Social Se-
curity not just for our parents, but for
the baby boomers and their children,
and of course we had this opportunity
with the Medicare Commission that
the President rejected. But I certainly
believe that we need to look at cre-
ative programs like letting individuals
keep 2 percent of the payroll taxes to
invest in the American economy, just
like Federal employees do, and I think
we need to breathe new life into Medi-
care. I am pleased about the fact that
the Republican Congress was able to be
significantly involved in terms of ex-
tending the life of Medicare.

But let me say to the gentleman
what we intend to do is to save all the
money that we collect from the payroll
taxes and use it at the current time to
pay down debt, but we stand willing
and able to work with the gentleman
from New York (Mr. RANGEL) and the
President of the United States to be
able to transform those programs and
at the same time be able to also give
people some of their overcharges back
in a tax cut.
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So, what the gentleman should an-

ticipate in our budget resolution and
what he should anticipate later in the
year is saving $1.8 trillion from the
payroll taxes to provide the retirement
security that our seniors want, and the
gentleman should also anticipate a tax
cut moving through the United States
Congress this year, and that is what I
think the game plan is.

So, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. RANGEL).

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, as my
colleagues know, it is one thing to say
they are going to put it in the reserve
and reduce the Federal debt, and that
is good. But I think what we are trying
to do here is to get some type of com-
mitment in saying that if we can delay
how we are going to handle taxes until
after we come together on Social Secu-
rity and Medicare, that we will be
working more closely together. The
gentleman may want 100 percent of it
to go in investments, private invest-
ments, but at least come up with some-
thing that we can say that we tried to
do Social Security, we tried to do
Medicare, and I think that would be
better than just saying that we are
putting it in reserve.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT).

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, as I
listened to this discussion, I think
maybe we should pass a resolution
against dumping irony on this floor.
When I hear the chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Budget say he does not
know what an irresponsible tax cut is,
that drips, Mr. Speaker, that drips.

There was a time when we had a
President named Ronald Reagan who
talked about, as my colleagues know,
balancing the budget and all that fiscal
stuff and then proceeded to drive the
deficit higher than it has ever been in
the history of this country by giving
tax cuts and spending out of the Social
Security money. Now it is for that rea-
son we have this motion on the floor.
There are some of us who think it is
time now to pay down our credit card
debt, and the credit card debt is not
only in Social Security, but it is in
Medicare.

Now I sat on the Medicare Commis-
sion for a year and watched people try
and push the idea of privatizing Medi-
care, and that was the only solution
they could come up with. Meanwhile,
the President had a proposal laying on
the table to put 15 percent of the def-
icit into strengthening Medicare, and
it was not even considered by the Com-
mission.

Now I have been waiting. I sit on the
Subcommittee on Health of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and I am
waiting for the chairman to call a
meeting and make a proposal by which
he can make any way in saving Medi-
care. Nothing has happened in this
Congress. We are at the 15th of April

almost, and everybody is real pleased
this year that we have a budget resolu-
tion. But nothing is happening on the
two biggest issues, and that is why we
are concerned, that is why the motion
is here, and I think that the gentleman
from Ohio has also been very, very
careful about the so-called lockbox
that he says that he is putting the
money into in the Committee on the
Budget. That lockbox has a trap door
in it that has a key that is possessed by
the majority, and they are going to
drop that door, and drop the money out
and want to give a tax break, and that
is the reason we want to make sure
that Medicare and Social Security get
dealt with before we go and give an-
other tax break like 1986.

I have been in my district, and I have
not had a single soul come up to me
and say, ‘‘When are we going to have a
tax break? How big is the tax break?’’
They all ask about what is happening
to Social Security and what is hap-
pening to Medicare, and I think this
Congress will make a serious error if
we do not deal with those things first
before we even have a discussion in the
Committee on Ways and Means around
the discussion of tax breaks.

Mr. KASICH. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

b 1830

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. STENHOLM).

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
motion to instruct, and I would hope
that the chairman of the committee
would be listening to this discussion
because the major point of this resolu-
tion is to make sure that we do pre-
serve and protect Social Security be-
fore we have a tax cut that literally ex-
plodes in the year 2010 to 2015.

The estimates of the budgets that we
are now discussing in the conference
between the House and the Senate posi-
tion, if the tax cuts as currently being
discussed go into place, it will mean
that there will be a drain on the Treas-
ury in 2010 to 2015 of some $1.7 trillion
at exactly the same time that Social
Security will be running out of money.
That is a point that is being over-
looked in this exuberance for a tax cut,
and I would sincerely ask the majority
to take another look.

We all agree with preserving and pro-
tecting by taking the Social Security
trust funds and applying them to the
debt. That is great policy and everyone
agrees to that. But when we have a tax
cut that starts small and expands to
$1.7 trillion by 2015, exactly the same
time that the monies paid into Social
Security will no longer be adequate to
pay out to the beneficiaries at that
time, that is the point of this amend-
ment.

I would much rather, as the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPRATT) has said, have had a more
straightforward motion, but this is an

excellent motion to set in the general
principle that we will fix Social Secu-
rity before we do anything else to
spend any more of the Social Security
trust funds than what we have already
done.

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. KA-
SICH) is correct when he says we have
been doing this for the last umpteen
years. What some of us would like to
see now, and I know the Speaker agrees
with this point, what some of us would
like to do is change that, would change
that right now. That is the point of
this motion to instruct, and I hope that
Members will pay particular attention
to it because if we really and truly
want to preserve and protect Social Se-
curity, this motion must be not only
passed but accomplished in the con-
ference and voted through the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
UPTON). Without objection, the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS)
will control the time of the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. KASICH).

There was no objection.
Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2

minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. THOMAS).

(Mr. THOMAS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, it is nice
to be back and listening to the polit-
ical rhetoric.

I came to the floor because the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) indicated that as chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Health I
had not held a single meeting talking
about making changes in the Medicare
program.

We have been holding hearings tak-
ing a look at current Medicare and try-
ing to deal with the current issues.
Just as at the end of the last Congress
we made adjustments in home health,
we are looking at current areas. Al-
though I find it ironic, because I also
was for a year on the Medicare Com-
mission, and for want of a single vote,
we had a plan which in fact took the
government entitlement to standard
benefit and blended it with the savings
in the marketplace.

It was a plan that was going to save
a percent, a percent and a half in the
outyears. It was a meaningful change.
The President announced that none of
his appointees were going to go ahead
and support the plan, and he said he
was going to offer a proposal.

So it seemed to me, based upon his
State of the Union message and based
upon his going out the day the Medi-
care Commission voted on a very re-
sponsible plan, saying he was going to
come up with his own plan, that I
thought I would say, let us see it, Mr.
President. Because what we did was
guarantee Medicare, guarantee pre-
scription drugs integrated into a pro-
gram in a responsible way and expand-
ing 100 percent coverage to the low and
near low income up to 135 percent of
poverty.

The President has not laid a plan in
front of us that shows us that. The
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President told his appointees not to
agree with that bipartisan, broad-based
position. Ten of the seventeen members
agreed. The gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) did not agree
on the changes in 1997. He did not agree
on the commission. I actually am look-
ing forward to trying to find something
that he agrees on. He does a great job
of coming down and giving speeches in
which he is able to point and criticize,
but I would love to see a solution
which captures a majority; not a single
vote, as he was on the 1997 changes, 34
to 1, or in the minority on the Medi-
care commission. I reach out. Let us
try to do something in a real bipar-
tisan way.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BENTSEN).

(Mr. BENTSEN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Speaker, let me
say first of all that I hope the chair-
man, the distinguished chairman, the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. KASICH), who
is not on the floor, does accept this mo-
tion to instruct because if one reads
the last part of it, it states that we
would reserve the surplus rather than
have it dissipated throughout the reso-
lution’s tax cuts which jeopardize the
future of both Social Security and
Medicare. That is what this is all
about.

We would love to have a bipartisan
budget resolution. Having a budget res-
olution would be a start, compared to
last year when we had no budget reso-
lution.

The fact is that the Republican budg-
et really does not do anything for So-
cial Security and Medicare. Sure, it
saves the surplus that belongs to So-
cial Security, but it does nothing more,
and in fact it does not make up for the
incurred liability from the years when
the surplus in Social Security was
spent. It creates a huge liability of
nearly $1.8 trillion over 15 years by
locking in tax cuts which are based
upon projected surpluses over 15 years,
and I think that is a pretty weak basis
on which to lock in those tax cuts.

What is going to happen is, when
those 15-year projections do not turn
out, we will go back to more deficit
spending and we will add to the na-
tional debt and that will be to the det-
riment of Social Security, to the det-
riment of Medicare and to the det-
riment of the general economy as well.

Finally, this budget uses the old
smoke and mirrors. It blows through
the pay-go rules, it robs nondefense
discretionary spending to pay for de-
fense spending, and it relies on a myth-
ical July CBO update that hopefully
will allow us to write the appropria-
tions bills. So it is not a real budget; it
is a political document.

Maybe it is better to get one done
than getting nothing done like last
year, but the fact is, it does nothing for
Social Security, and that is what the
American people sent us here to do. It

does nothing for Medicare. It does not
pay down the national debt to the ex-
tent that we ought to do. We offered a
proposal to do that. It was rejected by
the majority. We are eager, when my
colleagues want to get serious, to sit
down and do that.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. CHAMBLISS), the vice chairman
of the committee.

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. Speaker, I am
somewhat encouraged by what I hear
from my friends on the other side be-
cause I think we have a real oppor-
tunity here to work together in a bi-
partisan fashion to, in fact, save Social
Security.

Our budget does exactly that. We do
dedicate $1.8 trillion over the next 10
years to Social Security. That will go
to pay down debt. That does not mean
the program itself is reformed.

The real way that we have got to
work together to save Social Security
is to come up with true and meaningful
reforms. I think we all agree to that.

I am encouraged by what I hear over
here. My good friend, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM) who works
with me on so many other issues of
mutual interest made some good
points. My friend, the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT), that I
work with on the Committee on the
Budget made some excellent points,
and I think it is time that we came to-
gether on this issue of the budget,
came together on the issue of Social
Security, came together on the issue of
Medicare, and let us work for meaning-
ful reform. Let us take the numbers
that both of us know we are dealing
with.

Irrespective of what the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM) just said,
we know what we are dealing with in
the short term, and we have some idea
of what we are dealing with in the long
term. We can take those numbers and
we can make it work, if we will work
together. I look forward to working in
a bipartisan fashion to truly save So-
cial Security and truly save Medicare,
and we thank the Members for wishing
to join our team on that.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. PRICE).

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I stand in favor of this motion
to instruct conferees to address the sol-
vency of the Social Security and Medi-
care trust funds before enacting huge
and fiscally irresponsible tax cuts that
would drain the budget surplus. Vir-
tually all economists, including the
Chairman of the Federal Reserve, Alan
Greenspan, have argued that address-
ing the fiscal challenges posed by the
impending retirement of the baby
boom generation should take prece-
dence over tax cuts.

Of course, the challenge is not just
one facing Social Security but most es-
pecially Medicare as well. The Medi-
care hospital insurance trust fund in
fact is projected to become insolvent

long before the Social Security trust
fund. So a broad consensus has devel-
oped that we should address the long-
term future of both of these programs,
that that really is of the utmost pri-
ority on our national agenda.

Nonetheless, here we are about a
fourth of the way through this first
session of the 106th Congress and we
have made no discernible progress on
these two issues, which arguably are
the most important domestic issues
that face us.

Both the Senate and the House
versions of the budget resolution would
take us down a road that provides no
help on extending the solvency of
Medicare and Social Security. They do
contain across the board as opposed to
targeted tax cuts that would certainly
grow in the future, in a way that jeop-
ardizes the progress we have made in
eliminating the budget deficit.

We did offer an alternative in com-
mittee and on the floor, we on the
Democratic side of the aisle, an alter-
native that would buy down more debt
and would transfer assets into these
trust funds to extend their life. Unfor-
tunately, that alternative was rejected.

At the very least, we should instruct
our conferees now to include in the
budget resolution provisions to put on
hold attempts to enact a large tax cut
that will consume the budget surpluses
and more into the future.

We should at least put tax cuts off
limits until the end of the fiscal year
to give us time to seriously address the
Social Security and Medicare chal-
lenges that face us. So I welcome the
prospect of bipartisan cooperation on
this and urge passage of the motion to
instruct.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 15 seconds just to respond to the
gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution basi-
cally is asking us to do what we intend
to do and that is save Social Security
first and then deal with tax cuts.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr. GARY
MILLER).

Mr. GARY MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, it is interesting listening to
the debate on this side of the aisle.
Some have said we need to continue
our course and others say we need to
have a bipartisan agreement on the
budget resolution, and I wish that were
possible.

However, this side of the aisle bal-
anced the budget. The President wants
to increase taxes, wants to spend more
money. We fought in the past to con-
tinue the concept of welfare reform.
The President vetoed welfare reform
twice before finally deciding to follow
our lead.

We are keeping the budget caps. The
President wants to break the budget
caps. For the last year, all I have heard
from this side of the aisle is, we need to
save Social Security.

Where is all the rhetoric now? Obvi-
ously one of the Members from the
other side got his wish and some of my
colleagues were beamed up.
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All we have talked about is talk.

This side of the aisle wants to set 100
percent aside for Social Security this
year alone, $137 billion, and over 10
years $1.8 trillion.

The President wants to save 62 per-
cent and spend this year alone $58 bil-
lion on his programs, and over 10 years
wants to set only $1.3 trillion aside,
compared to our $1.8 trillion.

We provide for Medicare in our budg-
et. The President cuts $11.9 billion over
5 years out of Medicare. This side of
the aisle believes working men and
women should have a tax cut. The
President proposed raising taxes $172
billion over 10 years.

We provided $22 billion for elemen-
tary, secondary and vocational edu-
cation. That is $1.2 billion more than
the President proposes.

I wish we could come to a bipartisan
agreement.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from North
Dakota (Mr. POMEROY).

b 1830

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Speaker, I just
came back from conducting town meet-
ings all across the State of North Da-
kota.

When the people I represent consider
the priority in which this body and this
Congress ought to move forward in re-
sponse to the budget surplus, they uni-
formly come down, in town meeting
after town meeting, with a strong con-
sensus to do something about pre-
serving and extending the solvency of
the social security trust fund, to do
something about extending the sol-
vency of the Medicare trust fund.

The preceding speaker gave an awful
lot of statistics, but the bottom line re-
ality is this: The Republican budget
resolution passed before the Easter re-
cess by this House does not extend by
one day the solvency of the Medicare
trust fund, the solvency of the social
security trust fund. That is what has
led us to this motion to instruct we are
offering this afternoon.

Just like the folks I represent think,
I bet the folks throughout the country
think that we need to take care of the
existing responsibilities before we frit-
ter away this surplus. That means
doing something to extend trust fund
solvency. That means that before tax
cuts, we commit the resources to make
sure that social security is prolonged
and strengthened, that Medicare is pro-
longed and strengthened.

That is what is before us, Mr. Speak-
er, two alternatives: the budget resolu-
tion, which does not extend by a day
the solvency targets for the trust
funds, and would instead move the tax
cuts forward; or the motion to in-
struct, which would make it very clear
that this Congress, in a bipartisan way,
hopefully, believes first things first:
First we address the solvencies, then
we look at what we can do with tax
cuts.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 15 seconds.

I think my colleague on the other
side of the aisle voted against the
President’s proposal. I know few people
on the other side of the aisle who voted
for it.

We in our budget resolution save so-
cial security, and with the surplus that
goes above and beyond that, we are
able to provide a tax cut instead of
spending more, which my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle seem to want
to do, is to spend more. We do not.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. MARK
GREEN).

Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, like so many others here today, I
am fresh off a two-week district work
period. During that two-week time, I
had about a half-a-dozen town hall
meetings, all of them on the budget. I
had town hall meetings in Green Bay,
Sturgeon Bay, Marinette, Appleton.

During that time I outlined what is
in the budget resolution that we passed
in this body last week. The reaction
that I got was universal. The reaction
was simply, well, it is about time. It is
about time that we set aside the social
security surplus for social security.

I have to pause here for a moment.
My friend, my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Texas, said, well, this does
not do much for social security. It sim-
ply sets aside the surplus belonging to
social security. I would agree with him
philosophically, but it is something
that this institution has failed to do
for 30 years, so it is something impor-
tant. It is something historic.

My constituents believe that these
principles are long overdue. They be-
lieve in setting aside the social secu-
rity surplus. They believe in paying
down the debt. They believe in putting
dollars into the programs that this
president promised but failed to fund,
like valuable money for crop insur-
ance; like important, long overdue
money for veterans’ health programs.
My constituents throughout north-
eastern Wisconsin want to see these
principles implemented as soon as pos-
sible.

Today we are establishing a con-
ference committee, and there are good
arguments we have heard on both
sides, arguments presumably we will
hear within the conference committee,
but today is not the day to let this de-
teriorate into partisan bickering.
Today is not the day to try to snatch
defeat from the jaws of victory.

Today is the day for us to move for-
ward so these principles will be imple-
mented as soon as possible, and on a bi-
partisan basis, because this is what we
have been telling the American people
we will do and this is clearly what they
want.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. MORAN).

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, boy, this discussion has been heart-
ening, because what I hear on the other
side of the aisle is that they agree with
the thrust of the Democratic budget

resolution, which is that no net tax
cuts or additional spending should be
passed until we extend the solvency of
social security and Medicare. That is
really the only major issue on which
we have disagreed.

Now I hear from the other side of the
aisle that we really do not disagree on
that. That is what this resolution said,
and simply, no tax cuts until we extend
the solvency.

Now, we are told by independent, ob-
jective actuaries, ones that the other
side uses as well as we do, that the Re-
publican budget resolution does not ex-
tend the solvency of social security or
Medicare for even one day. That means
that we will go back to the drawing
board together and come up with a pro-
posal that we both agree on that will
extend the solvency.

This is an intergenerational responsi-
bility. Our parents met that responsi-
bility. Not only did they win a war and
ensure freedom for us, but they gave us
the foundation of prosperity, which
was fiscal responsibility. That is all we
are suggesting we should do for the
next generation.

Let us not use up all the trust funds
for our own purposes. Let us not give
ourselves tax cuts that we do not nec-
essarily need, as much as we would like
them, until we make sure that the next
generation is going to experience as
high a standard of living as we are ex-
periencing. That is the least we owe
them.

That is all our resolution does is to
say, let us do our homework first be-
fore we give ourselves a big additional
allowance. It is an intergenerational
responsibility. It is what America
ought to be all about. I am glad that
the Republicans agree, no additional
tax cuts until we extend the solvency
of Medicare and social security. Now
we can agree, we can move forward and
do the people’s business.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, we are going to save so-
cial security, not spend it.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. PAUL
RYAN).

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I think it is very important to go back
to the basics and point out what we are
actually accomplishing in this budget.
For the first time in over 30 years, for
the first time in my lifetime, we are
proposing to stop the raid on social se-
curity. We are proposing to stop taking
our FICA taxes, our social security
payroll taxes, and spending it on other
government programs.

We are saying that for every dollar in
social security taxes we pay, that will
go to social security. For every dollar
of Medicare taxes we pay, that will go
to those programs. No longer will this
become a slush fund for politicians.
This money that we pay in our payroll
taxes will go to those programs. That
is a sea change.

On the contrary, the President has
proposed to raid social security by the
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tune of $341 billion over the next 10
years. We hear this talk about social
security surpluses, non-social security
surpluses. What our budget plan is
doing is doing this: One hundred per-
cent of social security revenues go to
social security.

If we do begin to overpay our income
taxes, off of our income taxes, non-so-
cial security surpluses, rather than
spending that money in Washington,
we should get that money back. That is
the difference we are talking about
here.

The President, in his State of the
Union address, did say he was going to
extend the life of social security, but
what he actually achieved was putting
more IOUs in the social security trust
fund. We need real reform of social se-
curity, not more IOUs. We have to
start reforming social security by put-
ting real money in the trust fund, by
making sure that our payroll taxes do
in fact go to social security, not to
fund other government programs.

That is what this is about, honesty in
accounting, honesty to the American
people, and making sure that our pay-
roll taxes go to the very programs they
were designed to go to.

If we begin overpaying our taxes
after we have set social security aside,
after we have got our debt going down
on a downward glide path, we ought to
get our money back. Rather than send-
ing more of our income tax dollars here
to Washington and letting people sit
around and finding different ways to
spend it for us, we ought to get our
money back.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY).

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me,
and I thank him for bringing this reso-
lution out onto the floor, because it
makes quite clear in its language, and
I read, that huge and fiscally irrespon-
sible tax cuts set forth in the reconcili-
ation directives in the concurrent reso-
lution are in fact jeopardizing our abil-
ity to be able to deal with the social se-
curity and Medicare crisis in our coun-
try.

Now, if the majority, if the Repub-
licans, want to vote for our resolution,
then they are essentially now taking
that oxymoronic position of being car-
nivorous vegetarians. They are trying
to be both at the same time, which is
fine, I guess, for this evening and try-
ing to have it both ways, but the re-
ality is that the Republican budget
does not extend the solvency of the
Medicare trust fund by one day. In-
stead, the Republican resolution ig-
nores the dark clouds on the health
care horizon and offers an $800 billion
tax cut proposal.

This hurricane that will hit the
health care system is something that
we all know to be real. We have the
baby boom generation that is about to
hit the retirement system, to start to
have all of the health care problems
that come with aging.

The Republicans insist on attacking
the President’s budget. We are not, on
the Democratic side, defending the
President’s budget. We have a different
budget on our side, one that does en-
sure that Medicare and social security
is made solvent, that these programs
are not cut in any way, and that we en-
sure that the tax cut of the Repub-
licans does not dip their straws into
this revenue and make it impossible for
us to take care of ordinary families.

I hope that everyone in the House
sincerely supports this Democratic mo-
tion. I am afraid that too many are
going to pay tribute to it only by the
hypocrisy which will be evident by, I
am afraid, supporting something that
at the end of the day they will never in
fact support when the real votes come
on the House floor.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 15 seconds to respond to my col-
league from Massachusetts.

I would just point out that we set
aside more money to save social secu-
rity than the President does. We do it
because we have set aside all the sur-
plus of social security for the next 10
years. We box it in and do not spend it
and do not use it as tax cuts.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding
time to me.

Mr. Speaker, it is easy to hoodwink
people who might be listening when we
are sort of listening superficially, but I
think it should be very clear that the
Democrat proposal does not do any-
thing more to save social security than
the Republican proposal.

Members can say, well, here is scor-
ing, and here is that. The fact is that
we are going to have to come up with
the same money to save social security
with the Democrat proposal by saying,
look, we are either going to cut other
spending or we are going to increase
taxes someplace. In fact, the Demo-
crats’ proposal implies that we are
going to have to increase more taxes to
save social security.

Look, this is historic. Both sides of
the aisle should be supporting this
budget, because for the first time in
history, for the first time in at least
recent history, in the last 40 years, we
do not spend any of the social security
trust fund money for other government
programs.

Let me say it again, none of the so-
cial security surplus money is being
spent for any other government spend-
ing. That is what this Chamber has
been doing for the last 40 years. That is
what has added to the predicament of
social security and Medicare. No tax
cuts from social security surpluses
next year. That is historic, also.

We have problems, where we go in
military spending. Maybe that military
spending and supporting what is hap-
pening in Kosovo is going to reach into
the social security surplus funds before
we finish out the end of this year. This
is a good start on a budget. Our next

step to save social security and Medi-
care has to be to step up to the plate,
for people like the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. CHARLIE STENHOLM), people
like the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
JIM KOLBE).

Like I and so many others have said,
let us face up to what really needs to
be done to save social security by mak-
ing some of those changes, by getting a
better return on investment.

I would suggest that the Democrats
and Republicans have come a long way
in the last several years doing what
needs to be done, and that means stop
spending the social security surplus
money.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 11⁄2 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, we have come a long
way, but we are still a long way apart.
Number one, there is a major dif-
ference between our position and theirs
in the two opposing budget resolutions
brought to the Floor of the House 2
weeks ago.

First of all, we have a lockbox that
works. Theirs has a loose lid and a trap
door. We have one that works. It sees
that the social security surpluses are
used solely for social security.

Secondly, over 15 years, we pay down
debt by $474 billion. That in itself rein-
forces the solvency of social security.

Thirdly, we came to the Floor with a
letter from the chief actuary of the So-
cial Security Administration and made
it part of the record of that debate, cer-
tifying that our proposal would extend
the life, the solvency, of social security
until 2052. They have no such plan.
They have not added one day to the
solvency of social security.

b 1845
And, finally, this is our concern in

this resolution. This is our concern
that in acting, locking in these huge
tax cuts that get bigger and bigger
such that in the 5-year period from 2009
until 2014, we will have $1.66 trillion in
tax reduction at a time when Social
Security will be in duress. What hap-
pens if these surpluses do not mate-
rialize? What happens to Social Secu-
rity under the Republican budget?
What happens if the surpluses do not
materialize and the tax cuts do?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SPRATT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Michigan.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, the problem, as the honorable gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPRATT), ranking member of the Com-
mittee on the Budget, knows, is where
do we come up with the money when
there is not enough money coming in
from Social Security to pay those ben-
efits required? And the gentleman is
just saying, let us add another giant
IOU.

But still the problem comes down to
coming up with that money to pay
those benefits. That is what needs to be
dealt with.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, do not take it from me;
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take it from the chief actuary. Our
plan extends the life of Social Security
to 2052; the Republican plan does not
extend it 1 day.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, listening to the debate that
my colleagues just had brings me to
where we are today and why we need to
move on this motion to instruct con-
ferees. It is a simple request that will
have an enormous impact.

Interesting, my good friend on the
other side of the aisle never really an-
swered the question, where will those
monies come from? That is why Demo-
crats are simply asking that we put on
hold, put on hold the large tax cut that
is being proposed by Republicans so
that it will not consume the surplus
that we are trying to focus on, a very
crucial issue—saving Social Security
and Medicare.

In fact, if we would listen to people
like Federal Reserve Chairman Green-
span, who has no ax to grind, he has ar-
gued that addressing the fiscal chal-
lenges posed by the impending retire-
ment of those in the baby boomer gen-
eration should take priority over any
tax cut. So in actuality, any sugges-
tion of a tax cut without reasonably re-
sponding to how we best support and
save Social Security does not make
any sense.

Social Security and Medicare are too
important to neglect. And without So-
cial Security we will find that the el-
derly poverty rate would be 48 percent
instead of the 11 percent that it is now.
Without action to address Social Secu-
rity, the trust fund will exhaust itself
by 2034 and Medicare will exhaust itself
by 2015.

The real key to what baby boomers
understand and what working Ameri-
cans understand is that if we do the
Democratic plan, we will be able to re-
duce the debt and thereby interest
rates because we will have the monies
focused on the trust fund. And at the
same time our budget resolution re-
duces the debt. We understand in black
and white what it means to pay this
higher interest rate without the reduc-
tion of the debt, which results in a
lower interest rate on the mortgage
payments so many working families
have to pay if we do reduce the debt.

This is what Americans clearly un-
derstand efforts that will save them
from high interest mortgage rates. It
simply does not make sense that Re-
publicans will not put a hold on their
urgent desire for tax cuts which, in ac-
tuality, the 10 percent the preferred
tax cut supported by the gentleman
from Ohio (Chairman KASICH) of the
Committee on the Budget goes mostly
to those making over $200,000 a year.
Forty-eight million households in the
United States will not even see the tax
cuts.

So why are the Republicans trying to
represent that now we are coming with
a bundle of goodies—tax cuts. It is not
a bundle of goodies, but a bundle of
misconceptions. I urge the House to
support this motion to instruct and let
us make sure that we deal with the
question of saving Social Security, sav-
ing Medicare. And further when Ameri-
cans get the real results in their
monthly mortgage payment because
the debt is reduced they will see the
real difference when they pay less in-
terest on their mortgage payment.
That will be the policy upon which we
can stand and be united on—saving So-
cial Security and Medicare while re-
ducing the nation’s debt.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise in support of
the motion offered by Ranking Member
SPRATT, which instructs the conferees to hold
off on filing a report until this body passes leg-
islation that will extend the life of Social Secu-
rity and Medicare.

When the House version of the Republican
Budget was passed just a few short weeks
ago, it was heralded by the Majority as the
move which saved Social Security. However,
that assessment is incomplete, just as was the
budget resolution. This is because, unlike the
Democratic substitute that was offered at the
time, it failed to place our surplus back into
the Social Security Trust Fund. While Repub-
licans continued to champion their budget, be-
cause it purportedly offered to take 100% of
the surplus and put it aside for Social Security,
they failed to advise the taxpayers that those
funds, while set aside, could still be used for
other purposes—like tax cuts for the wealthy.

Furthermore, the Republican Budget fails to
do anything to extend the life of Medicare,
which is just as important a program for our
seniors. The Democratic resolution, on the
other hand, would have extended the life of
this poverty and life-saving program for an-
other eighteen years. By failing to instruct the
conferees to handle this pressing issue today,
you are postponing for another year our op-
portunity to address this issue. By voting for
this motion offered by Ranking Member
SPRATT, we can send a signal to the American
people that we are ready and willing to renew
Medicare, and to provide a ready safety net
should they suffer catastrophic illness.

We Democrats are not foreign to tax cuts. In
fact, we have supported them in our budget
resolutions. The difference is that our cuts are
focused and disciplined. They benefit families
by making childcare more affordable. They do
not jeopardize our future for short-term gains,
and they preserve our economy, which is en-
joying its longest period of sustained growth
since World War II.

I urge my colleagues to support the Spratt
motion, and to support our efforts to preserve
both Social Security and Medicare for our fu-
ture generations.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
UPTON). The gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. SHAYS) has 93⁄4 minutes
remaining, and the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT) has 41⁄4
minutes remaining.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
Hampshire (Mr. SUNUNU).

Mr. SUNUNU. Mr. Speaker, the budg-
et resolution that is debated on the

floor of the House and in the other
body, as well, represents a blueprint, a
broad outline of our vision and prior-
ities for the future. And as this is the
first budget resolution of the 21st cen-
tury, it ought to reflect our economic
priorities as we move into the next
century as well.

Putting together that blueprint at
the Committee on the Budget level, we
asked some basic questions. First,
what do we do about Social Security,
one of the most important issues we
will face this year? And as the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN) has
clearly described, we said, let us end
the raid on the trust fund; let us set
aside the entire Social Security sur-
plus, 100 percent, exclusively to
strengthen Social Security and Medi-
care. In contrast to the President’s
budget that only set aside 62 percent of
that surplus, and he spent the other 38
percent.

Then we asked the question: What do
we do about spending and the growth of
the Federal Government? And the an-
swer to that question was: Let us re-
spect the 1997 budget agreement, a bi-
partisan agreement that controls the
rate of growth of government spending.
It was put together through lengthy
negotiations in 1997 and sets a limit on
how large and broad the scope of the
Federal Government should be.

Third, we said: Well, what about
taxes? And this is an important ques-
tion, because today taxes are at an all-
time high; 20.5 percent of our Nation’s
economy is being consumed by taxes at
the Federal level. And we said once we
have set aside every penny of the So-
cial Security surplus, if we have reve-
nues higher than that we ought to give
those back to the American people, be-
cause there are more of them working
today than ever before. They are more
productive, they are earning more, and
they are paying more in taxes than
they ever have before.

Mr. Speaker, we set aside every
penny of the Social Security surplus,
not 62 percent, as the President sug-
gested. We adhere to the 1997 budget
agreement instead of breaking it, as
the President’s budget does; and we
provide for tax relief once we set aside
the Social Security surplus, instead of
raising taxes by $100 billion.

It has been stated very clearly from
the other side of the aisle when we
make these comparisons between our
budget resolution and the President’s
budget resolution: But we are not de-
fending the President’s budget. Do not
force us to defend the President’s budg-
et.

Mr. Speaker, the President of the
United States is the leader of his party,
the leader of the strongest Nation on
Earth, and we cannot find a single
Member from the other side to defend
his budget blueprint, the blueprint that
should set the economic priorities for
the future of this country, that should
set the economic priorities for the first
year of the next century, and we can-
not find anyone that is willing to de-
fend that budget.
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We should support the principles that

gave us the first balanced budget in 30
years, that strengthened Medicare, ex-
tended its solvency for another 10
years, and that gave the first tax relief
in 16 years. Support the Republican
principles that are embodied in this
budget. Support this rule and let us
move forward to economic prosperity.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. FRANK).

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I was interested to hear the
Members on the other side talk about
how they are planning to save Medi-
care. Never has salvation looked so un-
attractive.

Medicare is today hurting. The peo-
ple in the State I represent, Massachu-
setts, used to have prescription drugs
through their HMOs. Then the Repub-
licans passed the Medicare bill in 1997
and they lost it. There was a reason-
able home health care program in Mas-
sachusetts and elsewhere, and then the
Republicans ‘‘saved Medicare’’ in 1997
and wrecked home health care along
the way.

Hospitals are hurting, hospitals that
are teaching hospitals and hospitals
that deal with poor people. In 1997, the
Republicans gave a capital gains tax
cut and paid for it by cutting Medicare.
So their notion of saving Medicare
comes after they already, in 1997, made
serious restrictions.

People listening ought to understand,
if they think Medicare is perfect now
they can thank Republicans for saving
it in that fashion. I find it to be a seri-
ous problem.

And then the gentleman from Cali-
fornia said, ‘‘We are going to fix it.’’
How are they going to fix it in their
plan which, fortunately, did not get
enough votes? Well, for one thing they
were going to raise the age from 65 to
67, so that people who are now working
and do not have medical care could
wait another 2 years. Some fix. They
fix the system by breaking the people.

Then we said, well, prescription
drugs. We will provide prescription
drugs for people up to 135 percent of
poverty, because if they are in poverty
they probably can be on Medicaid.
Well, what is 135 percent of poverty?
For an elderly couple whose income is
about $20,000 a year, they get no help
with prescription drugs.

So what we have here is a Republican
plan to continue the damage with
Medicare. And that is one of the most
central differences now between the
parties. The Republican plan of 1997 al-
ready weakened Medicare’s ability to
provide adequate service. I know very
few people in my part of the country
who are in the business of either pro-
viding or consuming health services
who think Medicare is tenable the way
it now is. And what they will do is, of
course, leave all that damage that they
did undone.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 2 minutes just to point out to my
colleague that the President came in

with an $11 billion cut in Medicare.
And when he did, my colleagues on
other side of the aisle said the Presi-
dent had a great budget. They liked his
new tax increases. They liked his new
spending. They did not seem to com-
plain then about the $11 billion worth
of cuts that the President had in his
budget.

Now they do not like the President’s
budget. But what I know is that in 1994
when Republicans got elected, we set
out to get our country’s financial
house in order and balance this finan-
cial budget and save Medicare and So-
cial Security, and that is what we are
doing. And to move from this welfare
state into a society of opportunity.
That is what we are doing.

Mr. Speaker, the bottom line is we
have set aside $1.8 trillion for Social
Security and Medicare. It is $1 billion
more than the President set aside. We
do not spend it and we do not provide
tax cuts. We reserve it, and in our
budget resolution we do not allow the
national debt to go up; and the Presi-
dent said he would veto it because he
wanted to raise the debt ceiling. We are
not going to raise the debt ceiling. It is
the best way to make sure that we do
keep our country’s financial house in
order and do not make this government
larger.

When this President got elected, 17.5
percent of all revenues funded the Fed-
eral Government. Now it is 20.5. It has
gone up and we are not looking to have
it go up any higher.

Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of
my time to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. KASICH), chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Budget.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KASICH) is rec-
ognized for 4 minutes.

Mr. KASICH. Mr. Speaker, let me, in
summation, say that the language in
this resolution, while at times bor-
dering, well, not bordering but frankly
inflammatory, the orders directed
therein are not anything different than
what we were planning to do. Boy, that
sure sounds like Washington double-
talk. We do not think this resolution is
a big deal, so I am urging my Members
to go ahead and accept it.

Let me just for a second talk about
the budget so that Members of this
body will clearly understand what we
are doing. And it should give us cause
for celebration, because at one point
we were struggling to try to figure out
how to balance the budget. Now we are
to the point where we are actually able
to go beyond balancing the budget to
the point where we are running huge
surpluses. And we think the surpluses
are a great opportunity to leverage
good news into even better news.

The good news on the side of Social
Security, and I want to compliment
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. STEN-
HOLM), my friend. He has joined with
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
KOLBE) in what I think is a creative op-
portunity to try to preserve Social Se-
curity, not just for the seniors. We

know the seniors are going to get their
Social Security. But the challenge is
what do we do for the baby boomers
and their kids? So if mom and dad are
listening, mom and dad are going to
get their money because there are so
many baby boomers. But the arith-
metic runs us into trouble because
when the baby boomers retire, there
are not a lot of workers.

Mr. Speaker, I want to compliment
the bipartisan team here in the House
for their efforts to try to work to-
gether, have some guts. I am very in-
terested in what they are doing. They
ultimately get to where they are. I be-
lieve that we ought to put 2 percent
aside into a private account for people
to be able to participate in the econ-
omy like Federal workers. But the
point is that we are not going to spend
that money coming in from Social Se-
curity now on other government pro-
grams; we are going to lock it up. And
we are either going to use it in the
transition program to transform Social
Security and Medicare or we are going
to use it to pay down some debt.

The time will come when we are
going to have some people with some
guts in all branches of the government
who are going to be willing to fix these
retirement programs. So, I do want to
compliment my friend and colleague
from the State of Texas for his efforts.

b 1900

At the same time, there is going to
be somewhere around a $780 billion
overcharge in the rest of the taxes we
levy on the American people. My fear
is that we take that money and we use
it to expand the size of government,
just the opposite of why we balanced
the budget. We balanced the budget to
make government less important and
people more important, and we ought
to proceed on that path.

So what we are going to do is take
some of those overcharges we have put
on the American people, overtaxes, and
we are going to give them a refund. We
are going to let them have more money
in their pockets. With more money
comes more power.

That is why I say, when I hear people
say irresponsible tax cuts, I cannot
think of a situation where my col-
leagues want to give people more power
and government less where that can be
argued in a negative way. I mean, the
reverse of that argument is that people
ought to be less important and govern-
ment ought to be more important. I re-
spect my colleagues if they think that
way, but I do not agree with them.

I have got to tell my colleagues,
when the people understand it that
way, they want their money back.
They do not want the government to be
more important. They want to be more
important. Do my colleagues know
why? Because when they are more im-
portant, they can control their own fu-
ture, their own destiny. They can go
out and do more to support their fam-
ily and their community. The Speaker
here today can go out and buy those
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Michigan tickets to go to the ball game
a little easier.

The fact is that when people have
more in their pocket, it is the nature of
power; and power is a zero-sum game.
When government has more, people
have less. When people have more, gov-
ernment has less. That is where I think
we ought to be. That is why we are
going to have a tax cut. At the same
time, we are going to preserve the
spending discipline that we put in when
we passed the 1997 budget deal.

I have just got to suggest to every-
body in this Chamber, this is a budget
that everybody ought to be voting for,
because we have been able to accom-
plish things that have not been accom-
plished before. We do not want to blow
the opportunity to return power to
people and fundamentally reform our
retirement programs for the baby
boomers and reform it in such a way
that, again, people are handed some
more power to be able to do better
planning themselves for their future,
particularly when they get to be sen-
iors and it becomes some of the most
important time in their life.

So I would like to say to my col-
leagues, they can vote for this, and I
would anticipate before the 15th of this
month, we will have a budget resolu-
tion conference agreement on this floor
that will accomplish what I have out-
lined. I will look forward to broad bi-
partisan support.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 21⁄4 minutes, the balance of my
time.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution we are
about to send to conference does not
protect Social Security, and it does not
protect Medicare. It does not extend
the life of either program or assure the
solvency of either by 1 day. It does not
rise to the challenge.

Worse still, the enormous tax cuts
that it calls for could undercut Social
Security and Medicare, especially, Mr.
Speaker, if the surpluses projected do
not materialize. The tax cuts are
locked in: $143 billion the first 5 years,
$788 billion the second 5 years, $1.66
trillion the third 5 years. They are a
certainty. They are locked in.

The surpluses are economists’ con-
structs. They may happen. I hope they
do, but they may not. If they do not,
what happens? What happens? How do
we run the government when we do not
have enough income tax and other tax
revenues? We spend the payroll tax rev-
enues.

The problem with that is that the de-
mand upon the Treasury that this bill
will make are greatest at the time
when Social Security is in greatest
need, between 2009 and 2014 when the
war babies begin to retire and baby
boomers begin to retire.

So this resolution says fix this budg-
et resolution in conference. Save So-
cial Security first, save Medicare as
well, and then do tax cuts.

Mr. Speaker, given what the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KASICH) has
said, I would say that everyone who

votes with this motion to instruct con-
ferees is making a pledge to follow
these priorities, making a pledge to
follow these procedures, and specifi-
cally making a pledge not to bring a
tax bill to the floor of the House for
consideration until Social Security is
assuredly solvent, until Medicare is as-
suredly solvent, until both of those
things are accomplished and enacted.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
UPTON). Without objection, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the motion
to instruct.

There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion to instruct
offered by the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SPRATT).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. SPRATT. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned until after the votes on the two
suspension motions postponed earlier
today.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will now put the question on each mo-
tion to suspend the rules and then on
the motion to instruct the conferees on
which further proceedings were post-
poned earlier today in the order in
which that motion was entertained.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H. Res. 135, by the yeas and nays;
H.R. 911, by the yeas and nays; and
H. Con. Res. 68, the motion to in-

struct conferees, by the yeas and nays.
The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes

the time for any electronic vote after
the second such vote in this series.

f

PROVIDING FOR CONCURRENCE BY
HOUSE WITH AMENDMENT TO
SENATE AMENDMENTS TO H.R.
98, EXTENSION OF AVIATION
WAR RISK INSURANCE PROGRAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
resolution, House Resolution 135.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
PETRI) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution,
House Resolution 135, on which the
yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 392, nays 1,
not voting 40, as follows:

[Roll No. 78]

YEAS—392

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Allen
Andrews
Archer
Armey
Bachus
Baird
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barrett (NE)
Barrett (WI)
Bartlett
Bass
Bateman
Becerra
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Blagojevich
Bliley
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (CA)
Brown (OH)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canady
Cannon
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Chenoweth
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cook
Costello
Coyne
Cramer
Crowley
Cubin
Cummings
Davis (FL)
Davis (VA)
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dickey
Dicks
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers

Ehrlich
Emerson
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Ewing
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Fowler
Frank (MA)
Franks (NJ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gejdenson
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Goodling
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill (IN)
Hill (MT)
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kasich
Kelly
Kennedy
Kildee
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kleczka
Klink
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich

Kuykendall
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Larson
Latham
LaTourette
Lazio
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Martinez
Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McIntosh
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Metcalf
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minge
Moakley
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Napolitano
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Ose
Owens
Oxley
Packard
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pickett
Pitts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Quinn
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
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Regula
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salmon
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman

Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simpson
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Talent
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thornberry

Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Vento
Visclosky
Walden
Wamp
Waters
Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wise
Wolf
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NAYS—1

Paul

NOT VOTING—40

Baker
Barr
Barton
Berman
Bishop
Borski
Brown (FL)
Carson
Coburn
Cooksey
Cox
Crane
Cunningham
Danner

Davis (IL)
DeMint
Dingell
Doolittle
Engel
Gordon
Hall (OH)
Hastings (FL)
Hoekstra
Kilpatrick
Lantos
Largent
Lee
McCollum

Mink
Nadler
Neal
Pryce (OH)
Radanovich
Roukema
Taylor (NC)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Walsh
Weygand
Woolsey

b 1925

So the resolution was agreed to.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
Stated for:
Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 78, I

was unavoidably delayed in the district and
was absent from the vote on House Resolu-
tion 135. Had I been present, I would have
voted ‘‘yea.’’

f

TERRY SANFORD FEDERAL
BUILDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
UPTON). The pending business is the
question of suspending the rules and
passing the bill, H.R. 911, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. COBLE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 911, as
amended, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 394, nays 0,
not voting 39, as follows:

[Roll No. 79]

YEAS—394

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Allen
Andrews
Archer
Armey
Bachus
Baird
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barrett (NE)
Barrett (WI)
Bartlett
Bass
Bateman
Becerra
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Blagojevich
Bliley
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (CA)
Brown (OH)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canady
Cannon
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Chenoweth
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cook
Costello
Cox
Coyne
Cramer
Crowley
Cubin
Cummings
Davis (FL)
Davis (VA)
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dickey
Dicks
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn

Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Ewing
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Fowler
Frank (MA)
Franks (NJ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gejdenson
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Goodling
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill (IN)
Hill (MT)
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kasich
Kelly
Kennedy
Kildee
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kleczka
Klink
Knollenberg
Kolbe

Kucinich
Kuykendall
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Larson
Latham
LaTourette
Lazio
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Martinez
Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McIntosh
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Metcalf
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minge
Moakley
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Napolitano
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Ose
Owens
Oxley
Packard
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pickett
Pitts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Quinn
Rahall

Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salmon
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simpson
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Talent
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Terry
Thomas

Thompson (CA)
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Vento
Visclosky
Walden
Wamp
Waters
Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wise
Wolf
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—39

Baker
Barr
Barton
Berman
Bishop
Borski
Brown (FL)
Carson
Coburn
Cooksey
Crane
Cunningham
Danner

Davis (IL)
DeMint
Dingell
Engel
Gordon
Hall (OH)
Hastings (FL)
Hoekstra
Jefferson
Kilpatrick
Lantos
Largent
Lee

McCollum
Mink
Nadler
Neal
Pryce (OH)
Radanovich
Roukema
Taylor (NC)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Walsh
Weygand
Woolsey

b 1941

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:
Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 79, I

was unavoidably delayed in the district and
was absent from the vote on H.R. 911. Had I
been present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’

f

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 68, CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION ON THE BUDGET—FISCAL
YEAR 2000

MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MR. SPRATT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
UPTON). The pending business is the
question on the motion to instruct on
House Concurrent Resolution 68 offered
by the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. SPRATT), on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to instruct.

This will be a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 349, nays 44,
not voting 40, as follows:
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[Roll No. 80]

YEAS—349

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Allen
Andrews
Bachus
Baird
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barrett (NE)
Barrett (WI)
Bartlett
Bass
Bateman
Becerra
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Blagojevich
Bliley
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (CA)
Brown (OH)
Burr
Callahan
Calvert
Campbell
Canady
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Castle
Chambliss
Chenoweth
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cook
Costello
Cox
Coyne
Cramer
Crowley
Cummings
Davis (FL)
Davis (VA)
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dickey
Dicks
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards
Emerson
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Ewing
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes

Ford
Fossella
Fowler
Frank (MA)
Franks (NJ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gejdenson
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (TX)
Hastings (WA)
Hill (IN)
Hill (MT)
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Horn
Houghton
Hoyer
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kasich
Kelly
Kennedy
Kildee
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kleczka
Klink
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
Kuykendall
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Larson
Latham
LaTourette
Lazio
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Martinez

Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Metcalf
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minge
Moakley
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Napolitano
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Ose
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pickett
Pitts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Quinn
Rahall
Ramstad
Regula
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schakowsky
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Shaw
Shays

Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simpson
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stark
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump

Stupak
Sweeney
Talent
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thune
Thurman
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Vento
Visclosky

Walden
Wamp
Waters
Watkins
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wise
Wolf
Wu
Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NAYS—44

Archer
Armey
Bryant
Burton
Buyer
Camp
Cannon
Chabot
Coble
Cubin
Deal
DeLay
Dunn
Ehlers
Ehrlich

English
Goodling
Hansen
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hostettler
Hulshof
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kingston
Linder
McCrery
McIntosh

Packard
Paul
Salmon
Schaffer
Sessions
Shadegg
Smith (MI)
Souder
Stearns
Sununu
Tancredo
Thomas
Thornberry
Tiahrt

NOT VOTING—40

Baker
Barr
Barton
Berman
Bishop
Borski
Brown (FL)
Carson
Coburn
Cooksey
Crane
Cunningham
Danner
Davis (IL)

DeMint
Dingell
Engel
Gordon
Hall (OH)
Hastings (FL)
Hoekstra
Kilpatrick
Lantos
Largent
Lee
McCollum
Mink
Nadler

Neal
Peterson (MN)
Pryce (OH)
Radanovich
Rangel
Roukema
Taylor (NC)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Walsh
Weygand
Woolsey

b 1949

Mr. HEFLEY and Mr. JONES of
North Carolina changed their vote
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’

So the motion to instruct was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:
Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 80, I

was unavoidably delayed in the district and
was absent from the vote on H. Con. Res. 68.
Had I been present, I would have voted
‘‘Yea.’’

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, due to busi-
ness in the 15th Congressional District of
Michigan, I regret that I was unable to vote on
April 12, 1999. If I had been present, I would
have voted ‘‘aye’’ on H. Res. 135, ‘‘aye’’ on
H.R. 98, ‘‘aye’’ on H.R. 911, and ‘‘aye’’ on the
Democratic motion to instruct conferees on H.
Con. Res. 68.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
UPTON). Without objection, the Chair
appoints the following conferees:

For consideration of the House con-
current resolution and the Senate
amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference:

Messrs. KASICH, CHAMBLISS, SHAYS,
SPRATT, and MCDERMOTT.

There was no objecton.

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 111

Mr. WAMP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that my name be re-
moved as cosponsor of H.R. 111.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.
f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 1143, MICROENTERPRISE FOR
SELF-RELIANCE ACT OF 1999
Mr. DIAZ-BALART, from the Com-

mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 106–85) on the
resolution (H. Res. 136) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1143) to
establish a program to provide assist-
ance for programs of credit and other
financial services for microenterprises
in developing countries, and for other
purposes, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.
f

IN PRAISE OF OUR TROOPS IN-
VOLVED IN THE YUGOSLAV CON-
FLICT

(Mr. SKELTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, I had
the opportunity several days ago to ac-
company with several other Members
of this House and some Members from
the other body with Secretary Bill
Cohen, the Secretary of Defense, to
Brussels and Mons and Aviano and
Ramstein, involving the Yugoslav con-
flict. What I want to say this evening
is that I have the highest regard and
great praise for the young men and
young women in uniform that we saw,
in particular at Aviano Air Base, with
the pilots, the ground troops, with the
personnel, and again at Ramstein
where we saw those pilots, and the
ground crews and the loaders who are
putting the cargo for the refugees onto
those airplanes. They are professional,
they are working hard, they are dedi-
cated, and every man and woman in
this country should be very proud of
those in uniform who are doing their
duty as they have been given their
duty by their superior officers.

Mr. Speaker, I have high praise for
them, and I congratulate them on the
wonderful job that they are doing for
America.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.
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(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed

the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extension of Re-
marks.)
f

GODSPEED TO OUR TROOPS IN
THE BALKANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. GEJDEN-
SON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to join with my colleague
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON). Both of us had the privilege
of accompanying Secretary of Defense
Cohen into the theater. All of us
walked away, one, awestruck by the
commitment and spirit of the young
men and women who represent us
there. Their technical ability, their
proficiency is something that is awe-
inspiring, as well as their commitment.

Additionally, I think for me and oth-
ers on the trip the commitment of the
other NATO parties was something
that struck us, and as we all pray and
hope for a quick end to this conflict
and the safety and security of our men
and women that are in the field, I join
with my colleague from Missouri and
many others wishing them Godspeed.

CONGRATULATING THE UNIVERSITY OF
CONNECTICUT MEN’S BASKETBALL TEAM

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, I do
want to take this first opportunity
back from the NCAA for a little bit of
bragging rights, and when I was there
in Europe I met some other folks from
Connecticut, some from my own dis-
trict, and one of the great things about
our State is that our UCONN basket-
ball teams, men and women but this
year it is the men’s turn, are really the
center of attention from an athletic
perspective. Our team beat the Duke
Blue Devils 77 to 74 for that champion-
ship, and with this win UCONN became
the first school in New England to win
this NCAA since 1947.

It was a great team. They made an
incredible effort on that day and
through the whole season. What is
clear to all of us is that each and every
one of the players put their heart and
soul and every bit of effort in it, and I
congratulate each one of them.

But I want to take a moment in par-
ticular for Jim Calhoun and his entire
coaching staff. Coach Calhoun, who is a
great coach and a great human being,
someone that is involved in the com-
munity to help good causes, has been
at UCONN since 1986 and has built an
incredibly impressive record. In 13 sea-
sons his record is 304 wins, 120 losses.
Coach Calhoun has taken UCONN bas-
ketball from the backwaters to the
front edge of competition, and he has
succeeded time and time again in the
Big East, in the championships, and fi-
nally this year in the NCAA.

For all my constituents, those like
myself who are graduates of the Uni-
versity of Connecticut and every cit-
izen in our State, this was a truly ex-
citing moment and one that we will
revel in for some time.

Congratulations, UCONN, the team,
the president and all the folks back at
Storrs.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratulate the
University of Connecticut men’s basketball
team for winning the 1999 NCAA Division I
National Championship over Duke University.
UCONN’s 77–74 victory over the Blue Devils
culminated years of hard work, dedication and
perseverance on the part of the players,
coaches and the entire University community.
The residents of my state also deserve some
of the credit for being among the most loyal,
supportive fans in the nation.

The Huskies’ ‘‘road to the Final Four’’ has
been long, but illustrious. UCONN has been in
the NCAA tournament twenty times in school
history. Its teams have played in seven
‘‘Sweet Sixteen’’ and four ‘‘Elite Eight’’ games
in the 1990s alone. The path to this year’s
Final Four appearance—the first in school his-
tory—included victories over Texas-San Anto-
nio, New Mexico, Iowa and Gonzaga. UCONN
bested Ohio State to advance to the cham-
pionship game. UCONN’s win over Duke pro-
duced the school’s first NCAA Division I men’s
basketball National Championship and marked
the first time since 1947 that a school from
New England has won the title.

It goes without saying that basketball is a
team sport. This UCONN team is the embodi-
ment of that statement. Game in and game
out, this group of extraordinary young men
worked together as a unit to achieve their
common goal. Every player made a contribu-
tion which helped the team win the Big East
regular season and tournament champion-
ships, advance through the tournament to the
Final Four and, ultimately, win the 1999 Na-
tional Championship.

During the tournament every player made
contributions that helped the team to move
ever closer to its ultimate goal. Kevin Freeman
provided offensive spark throughout the tour-
nament especially in the game against Ohio
State and helped to contain national player of
the year Elton Brand in the championship
game. Ricky Moore, who many people, includ-
ing this member, believe is the best defensive
player in college basketball, demonstrated
over and over again why he has earned this
title. He played opposite star guards through-
out the tournament and made crucial plays
against Duke’s Trajan Langdon in the final
seconds of the championship game which
sealed the victory for UCONN. Jake Voskuhl
filled the lane throughout the tournament and
in the final game played a crucial role in con-
taining Elton Brand. And what more can be
said about the contributions of Richard Ham-
ilton and Khalid El-Amin? Hamilton, who was
named tournament MVP, scored an average
of 24 points in six tournament games capping
off the season with a 27 point performance in
the final game. El-Amin, the team’s floor lead-
er, directed the offense, motivated his team-
mates and made crucial shots down the
stretch in the victories against Ohio State and
Duke. Others, including Edmund Saunders,
Rashamel Jones and Souleymane Wane,
played critical minutes in each game contrib-
uting to the team’s success.

Coach Jim Calhoun and his assistants—
Dave Leitao, Karl Hobbs and Tom Moore—
have done a masterful job. Over the past thir-
teen seasons, Coach Calhoun has built a pro-
gram that has dominated the Big East, one of
the most competitive conferences in NCAA

basketball, winning the regular season cham-
pionship six times and the tournament cham-
pionship four times. After only two seasons at
UCONN, Coach Calhoun led the Huskies to
the 1988 National Invitation Tournament
championship. His teams have advanced to at
least the round of sixteen in the NCAA tour-
nament seven times this decade. Coach Cal-
houn can be very intense, but he is committed
to his players more than anything else.

In Connecticut, UCONN basektball is the
state past-time. Every game is sold out and
families across the state gather to watch every
game on TV or listen on the radio. The
Huskies have such phenomenal support be-
cause the team has a special relationship, a
dedication to one another which is infectious.
This commitment produced an extraordinary
season.

Mr. Speaker, as a UCONN graduate and
the representative of Storrs, I am especially
proud of the team’s accomplishment. The
team achieved its objective due to the extraor-
dinary chemistry between its members, skilled
coaching and incredible support from its fans.
Once again, congratulations on a great sea-
son and enjoy the title—1999 National Cham-
pion.
f

b 2000

U.S. INVOLVEMENT IN KOSOVO:
WHY THIS HUMANITARIAN CRISIS?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
UPTON). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. GOODLING) is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I am
taking this opportunity to discuss one
of the primary reasons I introduced
legislation that will prohibit the use of
appropriated funds to the Department
of Defense from being used for the de-
ployment of U.S. ground troops in
Kosovo unless deployment is specifi-
cally approved by Congress and author-
ized by law.

There are many reasons why Mem-
bers of Congress should support the
bill. Issues that need to be discussed in-
clude the authority of Congress to de-
clare war, why this region is or is not
vital to our national security interests,
and whether the human and monetary
cost of American involvement in this
fight is worth risking American lives.

The President has argued that for hu-
manitarian reasons American interven-
tion is necessary. Why is it more im-
portant for us to be involved militarily
in Yugoslavia, a country certainly of
no real national security threat to the
United States, when there are human
rights violations occurring in China, a
nation that is perhaps our biggest secu-
rity threat in the new world order?

While we rightly condemn Yugoslav
President Milosevic for driving ethnic
Albanians from Kosovo, we continue to
maintain a strategic partnership, sell
highly sensitive satellite information,
provide normal trade relationship sta-
tus to China, a nation that has sup-
pressed and displaced over 128,000 Ti-
betans and commits some of the most
horrific human rights abuses in the
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world, including forced abortion, steri-
lization, execution, rape against its
own people.

Who is our biggest national threat? A
nation the size of the Commonwealth
of Kentucky, with a population of 11
million and an active military of
114,000 and 400,000 reserves or a country
the size of the United States, with a
population of 1.2 billion and an active
military of 2.8 million with 1.2 million
in reserve under communist control
with a nuclear and chemical arsenal
that sells weapons technology to rogue
nations at odds with the United
States?

Civil wars and human rights atroc-
ities are occurring all over the world.
According to the 1998 world refugee
survey, there are over 3.5 million refu-
gees and asylum seekers worldwide, in-
cluding 2.9 million in Africa, 5.7 mil-
lion in the Middle East, 2.2 million in
South Central and East Asia and the
Pacific.

Let us get back to the question of
why Kosovo and not elsewhere is im-
portant. In Sudan alone there are 4
million internally displaced persons
and over 350,000 refugees. In just the
last decade over 1.9 million people in
Sudan have died due to war-related
causes and famine. In 1998, 2.6 million
Sudanese were at risk of starvation due
to civil war, drought and government
restrictions on relief flights. Why are
not we bombing the Sudanese Govern-
ment and sending in ground troops?

Afghanistan has over 2.6 million refu-
gees and between 1 million and 1.5 mil-
lion internally displaced persons.
Today the extremist Afghan Taliban
government discriminates and com-
pletely controls the life of half its pop-
ulation. Women are forbidden to work
outside the home and from attending
school, may not ride in vehicles unless
accompanied by a male relative and
are denied health care in many parts of
the country. They have left over 2 mil-
lion dead and 700,000 widows and or-
phans. Why are not we bombing Af-
ghanistan and sending in ground
troops?

What about Angola, Colombia and Si-
erra Leone? And the list goes on and on
and on.

Clearly, we must have a better for-
eign policy strategy than this. It is
quite obvious that the administration
does not have a well-thought-out pol-
icy regarding Kosovo. Through NATO,
the administration seems to be running
this war day to day without any mas-
ter plan or exit strategy.

Despite efforts to keep our troops
away from the Kosovo border, we now
have three American POWs. To make
matters worse, we are now hearing that
the administration went against the
advice of top Pentagon officials who
determined early that we should not
even be engaged in a bombing cam-
paign in Yugoslavia.

It is unrealistic to believe that we
can intervene for a few months, a year
or 3 years and settle this conflict that
has raged for centuries.

Four years ago, or 5, when the Sec-
retary of State, Secretary of Defense

and the Joint Chiefs came before the
Foreign Affairs Committee on which I
served, I asked the question, you say
you are going into Bosnia for a year? I
know that you know the history and
know that it all began in the 4th cen-
tury with the fall of the Roman Empire
and was exacerbated in the 10th cen-
tury with the rise of the Ottoman Em-
pire. What are you going to do in 1
year’s time that they could not do in
all of these centuries?

Of course, the answer is nothing.
Four years, $7 billion, 19,000 troops
later, we are still there with the cur-
rent ground force of 6,200.

I asked the same question when they
went into Haiti, asking what is it you
are going to do in a year that we did
not do the ten times we went in before
the last time, staying for 15 years? Of
course, the answer is, we did not do
anything, other than to spend a billion
dollars and send 20,000 troops. We are
still there.

There are those who would like to
say that this is some comparison with
Hitler. That is mixing oranges and ap-
ples.

Madam Speaker, I will continue this
tomorrow evening.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
NORTHUP). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. NORTON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

IF NATO HAS ITS WAY, ALBANIAN
KOSOVARS WILL NOT REMAIN
PART OF SERBIA
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PAUL. Madam Speaker, the U.S.-
NATO war against Serbia is illegal by
all standards. Congress has not de-
clared war. Therefore, the President
has no authority to wage war. Attack-
ing a sovereign nation violates long-
standing international law as well as
the NATO and U.N. charters.

NATO’s aggression is immoral as
well. It forces U.S. citizens and others
in Europe opposed to the war to pay for
it, and some are even forced to fight in
it against their will. If the war ex-
pands, we can expect the return of the
draft to make sure there are enough
soldiers to participate.

As ugly as the Yugoslavian civil war
may be in Kosovo, and as heart
wrenching as the pictures of mass refu-
gees fleeing their homeland is, one evil
can never justify another. If one is dis-
inclined to be persuaded by law and
morality and responds only to emo-
tions, propaganda and half-truths, then
one must consider the practical failure
of compulsive intervention in the af-
fairs of other nations.

Prior to NATO’s expanding the war
in Yugoslavia, approximately 2,000
deaths in the past year were recorded
in Kosovo. As a consequence of NATO’s

actions, the killing has now escalated
and no one can hardly be pleased just
because now Serbs, our once-valiant al-
lies against the Nazis, are dying. Those
who are motivated by good intentions
while ignoring facts cannot be excused
for the escalating and dangerous crisis
in Yugoslavia.

The humanitarian concerns for Alba-
nian refugees is justified, but going to
war because of emotional concerns
while ignoring other millions of refu-
gees around the world only stirs the
passions of the oppressed, whether they
are Kurds, Palestinians, Tibetans, East
Timorans or Rwandans.

When NATO talks of returning Alba-
nians to their homes in Kosovo, I won-
der why there is no reference or con-
cern for the more than 50,000 Serbs
thrown out of their homes in Bosnia,
Slovenia and Croatia. Current NATO
policy in Yugoslavia will surely en-
courage more ethnic minorities around
the world to revolt and demand inde-
pendence.

Some in Congress are now saying
that although they were strongly op-
posed to the administration’s policy of
bombing in Yugoslavia prior to its
onset, conditions are now different and
an all-out effort to win with ground
troops, if necessary, must be under-
taken. This, it is said, is required to
preserve NATO’s credibility.

Who cares about NATO’s credibility?
Are American lives to be lost and a
greater war precipitated to preserve
NATO’s credibility? Should the rule of
law and morality be thrown out in an
effort to preserve NATO’s credibility?
Can something be wrong and misguided
before it is started and all of a sudden
deserve to be blindly supported?

This reasoning makes no sense.
No one has quite figured out the se-

cret motivation of why this war must
be fought, but I found it interesting
that evidence of our weapons shortage
is broadcast to the world and to the
Serbs. Surely one result of the war will
be a rapid rush by Congress this year to
massively increase the military budg-
et. But a serious discussion of our
flawed foreign policy of intervention
that has served us so poorly unfortu-
nately will not occur.

Political leaders and pundits are
struggling to define an exit strategy
for the war. In the old days when wars
were properly declared for national se-
curity reasons, no one needed to ask
such a question. A moral war fought
against an aggressor for national secu-
rity reasons was over when it was won.
It has only been since Congress has
reneged on its responsibility with re-
gards to war power that it has become
necessary to discuss how we exit a war
not legitimately entered into and with-
out victory as a goal.

The political wars, fought without
declaration, starting with the Korean
War to the present, have not enhanced
the long-term security and liberty of
the American people. Institutional-
izing a collective approach to war
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seems a result of the obsession to save
face for NATO. Never before in our his-
tory have we Americans accepted so
casually the turning over of a military
operation to foreign control with non-
American spokesmen briefing us each
day.

This is a major step in further solidi-
fying the world government approach
to all political problems. There is, how-
ever, one major contradiction to the
internationalist desire to assimilate all
countries and ethnic groups and have
them governed by a single world gov-
ernment.

Quite ironically, ethnic diversity will
surely be the casualty of all of this
mischief. NATO and the U.S. are co-
conspirators and military allies of a
Serbian province that is seeking to be-
come a separate ethnic country. Let
there be no doubt, if NATO has its way,
Albanian Kosovars will not remain
part of Serbia.

The US-NATO War against Serbia is illegal
by all standards. Congress has not declared
war; therefore the President has no authority
to wage war. Attacking a sovereign nation vio-
lates longstanding international law, as well as
the NATO and UN Charters.

NATO’s aggression is immoral as well. It
forces US citizens and others in Europe, op-
posed to the war, to pay for it and some are
even forced to fight in it against their will. If
the war expands we can expect the return of
the draft to make sure there are enough sol-
diers to participate.

As ugly as the Yugoslavian civil war may be
in Kosovo and as heart wrenching as the pic-
tures of mass refugees fleeing their homeland
is, one evil can never justify another.

If one is disinclined to be persuaded by law
and morality and responds only to emotions,
propaganda, and half-truths, then one must
consider the practical failure of compulsive
intervention in the affairs of other nations.

Prior to NATO’s expanding the war in Yugo-
slavia approximately 2,000 deaths in the past
year were recorded in Kosovo. As a con-
sequence of NATO’s actions the killing has
now escalated and no one can hardly be
pleased just because now Serbs, our once
valiant allies against the Nazi’s, are dying.
Those who are motivated by good intentions
while ignoring facts cannot be excused for the
escalating and dangerous crisis in Yugoslavia.

The humanitarian concerns for Albanian ref-
ugees is justified, but going to war because of
emotional concerns, while ignoring other mil-
lions of refugees around the world, only stirs
the passions of the oppressed, whether they
are Kurds, Palestinians, Tibetans, East
Timorans, or Rwandans. When NATO talks of
returning Albanians to their homes in Kosovo,
I wonder why there’s no reference or concern
for the more than 500,000 Serbs thrown out of
their homes in Bosnia, Slovenia, and Croatia.
Current NATO policy in Yugoslavia will surely
encourage more ethnic minorities around the
world to revolt and demand independence.

Some in Congress are now saying that al-
though they were strongly opposed to the ad-
ministration’s policy of bombing in Yugoslavia
prior to its onset, conditions are now different
and an all-out effort to win with ground troops
if necessary, must be undertaken. This, it is
said, is required to preserve NATO’s credi-
bility. Who cares about NATO’s credibility?

Are American lives to be lost and a greater
war precipitated to preserve NATO’s credi-
bility? Should the rule of law and morality be
thrown out in an effort to preserve NATO’s
credibility? Can something be wrong and mis-
guided before it’s started and all of a sudden
deserve to be blindly supported? This rea-
soning makes no sense.

No one has quite figured out the secret mo-
tivation of why this war must be fought. But I
found it interesting that evidence of our weap-
ons shortage is broadcast to the world and to
the Serbs. Surely, one result of the war will be
a rapid rush by Congress this year to mas-
sively increase the military budget. But, a seri-
ous discussion of our flawed foreign policy of
intervention that has served us so poorly, un-
fortunately, will not occur.

Political leaders and pundits are struggling
to define an ‘‘exit strategy’’ for the war. In the
old days when wars were properly declared
for national security reasons, no one needed
to ask such a question. A moral war, fought
against an aggressor, for national security rea-
sons, was over when it was won. It’s only
been since Congress has reneged on its re-
sponsibility with regards to war power, has it
become necessary to discuss how we ‘‘exit’’ a
war not legitimately entered into, and without
victory as the goal. The political wars fought
without declaration, starting with the Korean
War to the present, have not enhanced the
long-term security and liberty of the American
people.

Institutionalizing a collective approach to
war seems to be a result of the obsession to
‘‘save face’’ for NATO. Never before in our
history have we Americans accepted so cas-
ually the turning over a military operation to
foreign control with non-American spokesmen
briefing us each day. This is a major step in
further solidifying the world-government ap-
proach to all political problems.

There is, however, one major contradiction
to the internationalist’s desire to assimilate all
countries and ethnic groups and have them
governed by a single world government. Quite
ironically, ethnic diversity will surely be the
casualty of all this mischief.

NATO and the US are co-conspirators and
military allies of a Serbian Province that is
seeking to become a separate ethnic country.
The full force of our efforts, no matter what
humanitarian picture is painted to justify our
actions, is to make Kosovo an Albanian Mus-
lim state separate from Serbia.

Current NATO and US policy completely
contradict the professed goal of multi-ethnicity
and assimilation of all people. NATO’s oper-
ation, by its very nature, is bureaucratically
burdened by the effort to appease the political
concerns of 19 different countries. This ineffi-
ciency and the contradiction of supporting the
establishment of an ethnic state will guarantee
NATO’s deserved demise. The sooner we get
out of Yugoslavia the better off everyone will
be.
f

LET US MEASURE UP JUST AT
LEAST THIS ONE TIME TO THE
GREATNESS OF THE PEOPLE WE
REPRESENT
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Dakota (Mr. POM-
EROY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POMEROY. Madam Speaker,
today in Kosovo, a baby will die. Three

weeks ago, this same little one was
healthy and happy. She will not, how-
ever, be strong enough to cope with the
cold, the hunger, the exposure and the
inevitable disease, and today she will
die in the arms of a desperate mother
who is powerless to keep her daughter
safe and well.

Madam Speaker, today in Kosovo, a
young woman will be raped. Three
weeks ago she was thinking of her
studies and her friends, reveling in the
beauty and innocence of one who has
only celebrated her 16th birthday.

Madam Speaker, today in Kosovo, a
loving husband, an adoring father, an
affectionate son and a beloved brother
will be shot to death as he stands un-
armed and unable to comprehend why
he is about to die.

Three weeks ago he provided for his
family, puttered about his house, at-
tended to those he loved and partici-
pated in his community. He lived the
life and held the dreams of ordinary
folks the world over.

These unspeakable tragedies, Madam
Speaker, will repeat themselves hun-
dreds, thousands or very possibly tens
of thousands of times as the ethnic
cleansing of Kosovo continues to un-
fold.

As we wrestle with the complexities
of the United States’s response to this
horror, I hope this great House, the
people’s house, will rise above the par-
tisanship that has all too often charac-
terized debate in this Chamber. For the
sake of those whose lives have been
abruptly ended, for the sake of those
whose families have been destroyed, for
the sake of those who have endured
life-scarring assaults, let us measure
up just at least this one time to the
greatness of the people we represent.

b 2015

Let us, Madam Speaker, deliberate
with wisdom and seriousness of purpose
the grave question of how our country
should respond to the horrific situation
in Kosovo.

f

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON
THE BUDGET FOR THE 106TH
CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
NORTHUP). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. KASICH) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. KASICH. Madam Speaker, in accord-
ance with clause 2(a) of Rule XI of the Rules
of the House of Representatives, I submit for
printing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the
Rules of the Committee on the Budget for the
106th Congress.

These rules were adopted by the Committee
on the Budget by voice vote at an organiza-
tional meeting held by the committee on Janu-
ary 20, 1999.

If there are any questions on the Committee
Rules, please contact Jim Bates, Chief Coun-
sel of the Budget Committee.
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GENERAL APPLICABILITY

Rule 1—Applicability of House Rules

Except as otherwise specified herein, the
Rules of the House are the rules of the com-
mittee so far as applicable, except that a mo-
tion to recess from day to day is a motion of
high privilege.

MEETINGS

Rule 2—Regular Meetings

(a) The regular meeting day of the com-
mittee shall be the second Wednesday of
each month at 11 a.m., while the House is in
session.

(b) The chairman is authorized to dispense
with a regular meeting when the chairman
determines there is no business to be consid-
ered by the committee. The chairman shall
give notice in writing or by facsimile to that
effect to each member of the committee as
far in advance of the regular meeting day as
the circumstances permit.

(c) Regular meetings shall be canceled
when they conflict with meetings of either
party’s caucus or conference.

Rule 3—Additional and Special Meetings

(a) The chairman may call and convene ad-
ditional meetings of the committee as the
chairman considers necessary, or special
meetings at the request of a majority of the
members of the committee in accordance
with House Rule XI, clause 2(c).

(b) In the absence of exceptional cir-
cumstances, the chairman shall provide no-
tice in writing or by facsimile of additional
meetings to the office of each member at
least 24 hours in advance while congress is in
session, and at least 3 days in advance when
Congress is not in session.

Rule 4—Open Business Meetings

(a) Each meeting for the transaction of
committee business, including the markup of
measures, shall be open to the public except
when the committee in open session and
with a quorum present, determines by roll-
call vote that all or part of the remainder of
the meeting on that day shall be closed to
the public in accordance with house Rule XI,
clause 2(g)(1).

(b) No person other that members of the
committee and such congressional staff and
departmental representatives as the com-
mittee may authorize shall be present at any
business or markup session which has been
closed to the public.

Rule 5—Quorums

A majority of the committee shall con-
stitute a quorum. No business shall be trans-
acted and no measure or recommendation
shall be reported unless a quorum is actually
present.

Rule 6—Recognition

Any member, when recognized by the
chairman, may address the committee on
any bill, motion, or other matter under con-
sideration before the committee. The time of
such member shall be limited to 5 minutes
until all members present have been afforded
an opportunity to comment.

Rule 7—Consideration of Business

Measures or matters may be placed before
the committee, for its consideration, by the
chairman or by a majority vote of the mem-
bers of the committee, a quorum being
present.

Rule 8—Availability of Legislation

No bill or joint or concurrent resolution
shall be considered by the committee unless
copies of the measure have been made avail-
able to all committee members at least 4
hours prior to the time at which such meas-
ure is to be considered. For concurrent reso-
lutions on the budget, this requirement shall
be satisfied by making available copies of

the complete chairman’s mark (or such ma-
terial as will provide the basis for committee
consideration). The provisions of this rule
may be suspended by the concurrence of the
chairman and ranking minority member.

Rule 9—Procedure for Consideration of
Budget Resolution

(a) It shall be the policy of the committee
that the starting point for any deliberations
on a concurrent resolution on the budget
should be the estimated or actual levels for
the fiscal year preceding the budget year.

(b) In developing a concurrent resolution
on the budget, the committee shall first pro-
ceed, unless otherwise determined by the
committee, to consider budget aggregates,
functional categories, and other appropriate
matters on a tentative basis, with the docu-
ment before the committee open to amend-
ment; subsequent amendments may be of-
fered to aggregates, functional categories, or
other appropriate matters which have al-
ready been amended in their entirety.

(c) Following adoption of the aggregates,
functional categories, and other matters, the
text of a concurrent resolution on the budget
incorporating such aggregates, functional
categories, and other appropriate matters
shall be considered for amendment and a
final vote.

Rule 10—Rollcall Votes
A rollcall of the members may be had upon

the request of at least one-fifth of those
present. In the apparent absence of a
quorum, a rollcall may be had on the request
of any member.

HEARINGS

Rule 11—Announcement of Hearings
The chairman shall make public announce-

ment of the date, place, and subject matter
of any committee hearing at least 1 week be-
fore the hearing, beginning with the day in
which the announcement is made and ending
the day preceding the scheduled hearing un-
less the chairman, with the concurrence of
the ranking minority member, or the com-
mittee by majority vote with a quorum
present for the transaction of business, de-
termines there is good cause to begin the
hearing sooner, in which case the chairman
shall make the announcement at the earliest
possible date.

Rule 12—Open Hearings
(a) Each hearing conducted by the com-

mittee or any of its task forces shall be open
to the public except when the committee or
task force, in open session and with a
quorum present, determines by rollcall vote
that all or part of the remainder of that
hearing on that day shall be closed to the
public because disclosure of testimony, evi-
dence, or other matters to be considered
would endanger the national security, or
would compromise sensitive law enforcement
information, or would tend to defame, de-
grade, or incriminate any person, or would
violate any law or rule of the House of Rep-
resentatives. The committee or task forces
may by the same procedure vote to close one
subsequent day of hearing.

(b) For the purposes of House Rule XI,
clause 2(g)(2), the task forces of the com-
mittee are considered to be subcommittees.

Rule 13—Quorums
For the purpose of hearing testimony, not

less than two members of the committee
shall constitute a quorum.

Rule 14—Time for Questioning Witnesses
(a) Committee members shall have an

amount of time not to exceed 5 minutes to
interrogate each witness until such time as
each member who so desires has had an op-
portunity to interrogate such witness.

(b) After all members have had an oppor-
tunity to ask questions, the round shall
begin again under the 5-minute rule.

(c) In questioning witnesses under the 5-
minute rule, the chairman and the ranking
minority member may be recognized first,
after which members may be recognized in
the order of their arrival at the hearing.
Among the members present at the time the
hearing is called to order, seniority shall be
recognized. In recognizing members to ques-
tion witnesses, the chairman may take into
consideration the ratio of majority members
to minority members and the number of ma-
jority and minority members present and
shall apportion the recognition for ques-
tioning in such a manner as not to disadvan-
tage the members of the majority.

Rule 15—Subpoenas and Oaths
(a) In accordance with House Rule XI,

clause 2(m) subpoenas authorized by a major-
ity of the committee may be issued over the
signature of the chairman or of any member
of the committee designated by him, and
may be served by any person designated by
the chairman or such member.

(b) The chairman, or any member of the
committee designated by the chairman, may
administer oaths to witnesses.

Rule 16—Witnesses’ Statements
(a) So far as practicable, any prepared

statement to be presented by a witness shall
be submitted to the committee at least 24
hours in advance of presentation, and shall
be distributed to all members of the com-
mittee in advance of presentation.

(b) To the greatest extent possible, each
witness appearing in a nongovernmental ca-
pacity shall include with the written state-
ment of proposed testimony a curriculum
vitae and a disclosure of the amount and
source (by agency and program) of any Fed-
eral grant (or subgrant thereof) or contract
(or subcontract thereof) received during the
current fiscal year or either of the 2 pre-
ceding fiscal years.

PRINTS AND PUBLICATIONS

Rule 17—Committee Prints
All committee prints and other materials

prepared for public distribution shall be ap-
proved by the committee prior to any dis-
tribution, unless such print or other mate-
rial shows clearly on its face that it has not
been approved by the committee.

Rule 18—Committee Publications on the
Internet

To the maximum extent feasible, the com-
mittee shall make its publications available
in electronic form.

STAFF

Rule 19—Committee Staff
(a)(1) Subject to approval by the com-

mittee, and to the provisions of the following
paragraphs, the professional and clerical
staff of the committee shall be appointed,
and may be removed, by the chairman.

(2) Committee staff shall not be assigned
any duties other than those pertaining to
committee business, and shall be selected
without regard to race, creed, sex, or age,
and solely on the basis of fitness to perform
the duties of their respective positions.

(3) All committee staff shall be entitled to
equitable treatment, including comparable
salaries, facilities, access to official com-
mittee records, leave, and hours of work.

(4) Notwithstanding paragraphs 1, 2, and 3,
staff shall be employed in compliance with
House rules, the Employment and Account-
ability Act, the Fair Labor Standards Act of
1938, and any other applicable Federal stat-
utes.

(b) Associate staff for members of the com-
mittee may be appointed only at the discre-
tion of the chairman (in consultation with
the ranking minority member regarding any
minority party associate staff), after taking
into consideration any staff ceilings and

VerDate 06-MAY-99 13:35 May 13, 1999 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00033 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\TEMP\H12AP9.REC h12ap9 PsN: h12ap9



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1838 April 12, 1999
budgetary constraints in effect at the time,
and any terms, limits, or conditions estab-
lished by the Committee on House Adminis-
tration under clause 9 of House Rule X. Such
staff members shall be compensated at a
rate, determined by the member, not to ex-
ceed $60,000 per year from the committee’s
budget. Members shall not appoint more
than one person pursuant to these provi-
sions. Members designating a staff member
under this subsection must certify by letter
to the chairman that the employee is needed
and will be utilized for committee work and,
to the extent space is available, will spend
no less than 10 hours per week in committee
offices performing committee work.

Rule 20—Staff Supervision
(a) Staff shall be under the general super-

vision and direction of the chairman, who
shall establish and assign their duties and
responsibilities, delegate such authority as
he deems appropriate, fix and adjust staff
salaries (in accordance with House Rule X,
clause 9(c)) and job titles, and, in his discre-
tion, arrange for their specialized training.

(b) Staff assigned to the minority shall be
under the general supervision and direction
of the minority members of the committee,
who may delegate such authority as they
deem appropriate.

RECORDS

Rule 21—Preparation and Maintenance of
Committee Records

(a) An accurate stenographic record shall
be made of all hearings and business meet-
ings.

(b) The proceedings of the committee shall
be recorded in a journal which shall, among
other things, include a record of the votes on
any question on which a record vote is de-
manded.

(c) Members of the committee shall correct
and return transcripts of hearings as soon as
practicable after receipt thereof, except that
any changes shall be limited to technical,
grammatical, and typographical corrections.

(d) Any witness may examine the tran-
script of his own testimony and make gram-
matical, technical, and typographical correc-
tions.

(e) The chairman may order the printing of
a hearing record without the corrections of
any member or witness if he determines that
such a member or witness has been afforded
a reasonable time for correction, and that
further delay would seriously impede the
committee’s responsibility for meeting its
deadlines under the Congressional Budget
Act of 1974.

(f) Transcripts of hearings and meeting
may be printed if the chairman decides it is
appropriate, or if a majority of the members
so request.

Rule 22—Access to Committee Records
(a)(1) The chairman shall promulgate regu-

lations to provide for public inspection of
rollcall votes and to provide access by mem-
bers to committee records (in accordance
with House Rule XI, clause 2(e)).

(2) Access to classified testimony and in-
formation shall be limited to Members of
Congress and to House Budget Committee
staff and stenographic reporters who have
appropriate security clearance.

(3) Notice of the receipt of such informa-
tion shall be sent to the committee mem-
bers. Such information shall be kept in the
committee safe, and shall be available to
members in the committee office.

(b) The records of the committee at the
National Archives and Records Administra-
tion shall be made available for public use in
accordance with Rule VII of the Rules of the
House of Representatives. The chairman
shall notify the ranking minority member of
any decision, pursuant to clause 3(b)(3) or

clause 4(b) of the rule, to withhold a record
otherwise available, and the matter shall be
presented to the committee for a determina-
tion on the written request of any member of
the committee.

OVERSIGHT

Rule 23—General Oversight
(a) The committee shall review and study,

on a continuing basis, the application, ad-
ministration, execution, and effectiveness of
those laws, or parts of laws, the subject of
which is within its jurisdiction.

(b) The committee is authorized at any
time to conduct such investigations and
studies as it may consider necessary or ap-
propriate in the exercise of its responsibil-
ities under clause (1)(e) of rule X of the Rules
of the House, and, subject to the adoption of
expense resolutions as required by clause 6 of
rule X, to incur expenses (including travel
expenses) in connection therewith.

(c) Not later than February 15 of the first
session of a Congress, the committee shall
meet in open session, with a quorum present,
to adopt its oversight plans for that Con-
gress for submission to the Committee on
House Administration and the Committee on
Government Reform in accordance with the
provisions of clause (2)(d) of House Rule X.

REPORTS

Rule 24—Availability Before Filing
(a) Any report accompanying any bill or

resolution ordered reported to the House by
the committee shall be available to all com-
mittee members at least 36 hours prior to fil-
ing with the House.

(b) No material change shall be made in
any report made available to members pur-
suant to section (a) without the concurrence
of the ranking minority member or by a ma-
jority vote of the committee.

(c) Notwithstanding any other rule of the
committee, either or both subsections (a)
and (b) may be waived by the chairman or
with a majority vote by the committee.

Rule 25—Report on the Budget Resolution
The report of the committee to accompany

a concurrent resolution on the budget shall
include a comparison of the estimated or ac-
tual levels for the year preceding the budget
year with the proposed spending and revenue
levels for the budget year and each out year
along with the appropriate percentage in-
crease or decrease for each budget function
and aggregate. The report shall include any
rollcall vote on any motion to amend or re-
port any measure.

Rule 26—Parliamentarian’s Status Report
and Section 302 Status Report

(a)(1) In order to carry out its duty under
section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act
to advise the House of Representatives as to
the current level of spending and revenues as
compared to the levels set forth in the latest
agreed-upon concurrent resolution on the
budget, the committee shall advise the
Speaker on at least a monthly basis when
the House is in session as to its estimate of
the current level of spending and revenue.
Such estimates shall be prepared by the staff
of the committee, transmitted to the Speak-
er in the form of a Parliamentarian’s Status
Report, and printed in the Congressional
Record.

(2) The committee authorizes the chair-
man, in consultation with the ranking mi-
nority member, to transmit to the Speaker
the Parliamentarian’s Status Report de-
scribed above.

(b)(1) In order to carry out its duty under
section 302 of the Congressional Budget Act
to advise the House of Representatives as to
the current level of spending within the ju-
risdiction of committees as compared to the
appropriate allocations made pursuant to

the Budget Act in conformity with the latest
agreed-upon concurrent resolution on the
budget, the committee shall, as necessary,
advise the Speaker as to its estimate of the
current level of spending within the jurisdic-
tion of appropriate committees. Such esti-
mates shall be prepared by the staff of the
committee and transmitted to the Speaker
in the form of a Section 302 Status Report.

(2) The committee authorizes the chair-
man, in consultation with the ranking mi-
nority member, to transmit to the Speaker
the Section 302 Status Report described
above.

Rule 27—Activity Report
After an adjournment of the last regular

session of a Congress sine die, the chair of
the committee may file any time with the
Clerk the committee’s activity report for
that Congress pursuant to clause (1)(d)(1) of
rule XI of the Rules of the House without the
approval of the committee, if a copy of the
report has been available to each member of
the committee for at least 7 calendar days
and the report includes any supplemental,
minority, or additional views submitted by a
member of the committee.

MISCELLANEOUS

Rule 28—Broadcasting of Meetings and
Hearings

(a) It shall be the policy of the committee
to give all news media access to open hear-
ings of the committee, subject to the re-
quirements and limitations set forth in
House Rule XI, clause 4.

(b) Whenever any committee business
meeting is open to the public, that meeting
may be covered, in whole or in part, by tele-
vision broadcast, radio broadcast, and still
photography, or by any of such methods of
coverage, in accordance with House Rule XI,
clause 4.

Rule 29—Appointment of Conferees
(a) Majority party members recommended

to the Speaker as conferees shall be rec-
ommended by the chairman subject to the
approval of the majority party members of
the committee.

(b) The chairman shall recommend such
minority party members as conferees as
shall be determined by the minority party;
the recommended party representation shall
be in approximately the same proportion as
that in the committee.

Rule 30—Waivers
When a reported bill or joint resolution,

conference report, or anticipated floor
amendment violates any provision of the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974, the chair-
man may, if practical, consult with the com-
mittee members on whether the chairman
should recommend, in writing, that the Com-
mittee on Rules report a special rule that en-
forces the act by not waiving the applicable
points of order during the consideration of
such measure.

f

OPERATIONS IN KOSOVO
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam
Speaker, the American people under-
stand separation. They understand the
tragedy, the human tragedy, of moving
families, women and children, and the
elderly away from their homes.

One of the things that American peo-
ple are good at is coming to the aid of
those who cannot help themselves. The
tragedy in Kosovo over the last weeks
and months has developed into an enor-
mous tragedy, like the 13-year-old girl
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who was moved from her home, started
out with her family, came to a fork in
the road, and her father and brother
went in one direction and she and her
mother went another. They came to an
encampment or a camp area and she
was separated from her mother.

The American people understand
that a sustained air strike is impera-
tive if we are to relieve the pain of sep-
aration and the crisis that is going on
in the former Yugoslavia. This week-
end I spent time with my constituents,
many of whom expressed extreme con-
cern about this crisis, questioning, of
course, what we should do, but being
supportive of the idea that Americans
had to do something, as we failed to do
in Rwanda and Burundi. I think now we
are aware that ethnic cleansing, the
murder of innocent civilians, has to
stop and cannot be tolerated by the
world family.

This weekend I joined the clerical
community of my city and and prayed
for peace. In fact, we have made this
week in Houston a week of prayer, and
we have asked for the respective insti-
tutions of religious concerns to offer up
prayers or callings for peace. We did
that this weekend, and I enjoyed and
welcomed the opportunity to worship
at the Wheeler Avenue Baptist Church
this past Sunday, along with members
of the Muslim community and other
faiths, in calling upon and praying for
peace.

I believe that as we sustain these air
strikes, we should still be calling for
return to the peace table. Although we
must stand firm in what we require of
Mr. Milosevic, and that is, of course, to
allow the refugees to return to their
homes, to remove the Serbian troops
from that area, and to allow for peace-
keeping troops to go into that area, we,
part of the NATO allies, must not si-
lence our voices from asking for return
to the peace tables.

Seven hundred thousand have been
removed from Kosovo. We now hear tell
of the possibility of enormous atroc-
ities, the killing of very many. But I
believe that it is extremely important
that we do not give up on the sustained
air strikes, that we stay focused and
unified; that the American people must
be educated and informed about how
we need to proceed.

Nothing should be excluded or pre-
cluded, but we certainly should not
move precipitously into the use of
ground troops. We have to recognize
the importance of bringing along a uni-
fied position against Mr. Milosevic.
And certainly we must continue to
press for the release of the POWs, three
young men who should not have been
taken in the first place, who were part
of a U.N. peacekeeping operation, who
have been taken inappropriately and
wrongly by the Serbians.

I would simply say that the Amer-
ican people can rise to the occasion.
They have always come to the aid of
those in need. This conflict is a serious
conflict, and any determination on
using ground troops should be one that

is done with the support and coopera-
tion of the American people. NATO
must remain unified.

I would ask that our NATO allies
would engage all of us in the ultimate
decisions that are made, and that we,
as part of the NATO ally operations, be
unified in our discussions so that there
is not division, but there is unification
and unity.

Most of all, I say, we must protect
the children and families. We cannot
afford to have the elderly march miles
and miles and miles, tormented by
being removed from their homes and
getting finally to the border and drop-
ping dead, which has happened to many
of those refugees who have been sent
from their homes. We cannot have the
fathers and husbands and brothers
being killed randomly, such that they
are not even having a decent burial.

America is doing the right thing in
joining with its allies in this sustained
air strike, and we must stand united
together as we move to make deter-
minations, Madam Speaker, that will
help bring peace to that region.

But I do say and call upon the na-
tional organizations of religion to call
for a week of prayer, and also to call
for a return to the peace talks so we
can have peace in the Balkans.

Madam Speaker, I rise to address the ongo-
ing situation in Kosovo. After 20 days of an in-
tensive air war on Yugoslavia, I am pleased
that the campaign is beginning to see results.

In its 20th day, the air war has produced re-
sults. Serb troops are beginning to feel the
weight of the NATO air strikes. The air war
has been successful in hitting both command
and control structures and inflicting damage
on Serb troops in the field. I feel that this body
must stay the course and make Milosevic ca-
pitulate the NATO’s terms. We must ensure
that Milosevic pays a heavy price for his
present policy of repression against the
Kosovar Albanians, to alter his calculation
about continuing on this course; and seriously,
diminish his military capacity to exert his will
over Kosovo.

This House has sent an invaluable message
to Milosevic that aggression does not pay. In
using air power we signal our willingness to
establish a lasting peace in the region.

Many in this House were critical of the
President when he sent our troops to Bosnia
for peacekeeping operations. But today I feel
that this was one of the best votes I ever
made. Bosnia today is a nation on the way to
recovery. Its people both Muslim and Christian
live in peace and security and this is in
tshanks in no small part to the men and
women of our armed forces. It takes courage
to make tough decisions and stand by one’s
convictions. We as a nation must be willing to
stand against oppression and horrible atroc-
ities being committed in the Balkans.

If this House fails to stay the course it would
be interpreted as a vote of no confidence for
our foreign policy in the Balkans. It would
send confusing signals about our national re-
solve to persevere to friend and foe alike.

The conflict in Kosovo has caused great
human suffering and if left unchecked this
conflict threatens the peace and stability of
Europe. Already there is evidence of massive
graves in Kosovo and I fear that they contain
many of the missing ethnic Albanian men.

Tension in this ethnic Albanian region has
been increasing since the government of
Yugoslavia removed Kosovo’s autonomous
status. Belgrade’s decision came without the
approval of the people of Kosovo, which has
a population consisting of 90% ethnic Alba-
nians. Several human rights groups report of
Serbian forces conducting abductions and
summary executions. These reprisal killings
and the continued human rights violations con-
firm many of our fears.

The United States and its allies have taken
concrete steps to ensure that this continued
violence in the Kosovo region does not spread
to Albania, Macedonia, Greece, and Turkey.
We must continue the sustained airstrikes to
protect the people of Kosovo from this siege
of terror by Milosevic.

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
stay the course in our effort to provide a
peaceful multi-ethnic democratic Kosovo in
which all its people live in security.
f

THE ADMINISTRATION’S PRO-
POSAL TO SELL IMF GOLD RE-
SERVES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GIBBONS. Madam Speaker,
today I rise to speak against the Clin-
ton administration’s recent proposal to
dump a large portion of the Inter-
national Monetary Fund’s gold reserve
on the open market, just to wipe off
the books some of the debt of nations
under the Heavily-Indebted Poor Coun-
tries initiative, or HIPC.

Since Congress must initially ap-
prove such a transaction, I rise to state
my clear opposition to such a sale.
This proposal is wrong and misguided
for at least the following reasons.

First, the IMF gold sales could harm,
yes, harm, the very nations it is in-
tended to help. Gold mining is a viable
and productive part of the economies of
well over half of the 41 countries in-
cluded in the HIPC initiative. In 10 of
those countries, gold mining accounts
for between 5 and 40 percent of the ex-
ports, and in most of the other identi-
fied and indebted countries that cur-
rently do not mine gold, there are ad-
vanced plans for significant gold devel-
opment.

It would be unfortunate and, yes,
ironic if potential investment in gold
mining were deterred by the adverse
impact of IMF gold sales on the gold
price and the economies of this indus-
try.

Secondly, the sale of IMF gold re-
serves would further depress the gold
price in America. The gold price is at
its lowest place in 20 years. Mere dis-
cussion of a possible IMF gold sale has
already depressed the price of gold by
more than 31⁄2 percent in the last 2
weeks, and outright sale would have a
devastating impact on gold prices.

Finally, such goal sales would sub-
stantially harm the U.S. gold mining
industry. Gold is a viable U.S. export
commodity that substantially benefits
our balance of trade. The gold industry
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provides thousands of high-paying jobs
in this country. In Nevada alone more
than a thousand miners have been laid
off due to the already depressed gold
prices. A further decline would be a se-
rious blow to rural communities in
many States, including Nevada, and
across this country, since many of
them heavily rely on the stable price
and production of this commodity.

While I understand the motives of
those who support the HIPC initiative,
I do not believe that the sale of IMF
gold reserves is the best way to be
helpful. Gold plays a special and sig-
nificant role in the economies of this
country and those around the globe as
well, and this Congress should not take
affirmative actions to adversely im-
pact its value.

Accordingly, I oppose any initiative
to sell the IMF gold reserve, and
strongly urge my colleagues to do the
same.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SHERMAN)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SHERMAN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

SAVE THE TIDAL BASIN BEAVERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Idaho (Mrs. CHENOWETH) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CHENOWETH. Madam Speaker,
I would like to identify with the re-
marks of my colleagues tonight on the
very heavy issue of Kosovo. However,
Madam Speaker, I am going to turn
our attention back clear across to this
side of the globe and to Washington,
D.C. because, Madam Speaker, it is
with great alarm that I ask my col-
leagues to join me in asking the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service to provide
immediate and emergency protection
for the Tidal Basin beaver.

Over 200 years ago General George
Washington chopped down a cherry
tree. Now, had General Washington had
this happen at this time in his life, and
a little later on, and if he lived today,
he would have been disgraced in the
nightly news, his wife trapped and
hauled off, with his child being pursued
by trappers.

I do not think this is the way to go,
Mr. Speaker. It is time that we stand
up and stop this pitiful removal of
Bucky, the beaver. When you remove
an indigenous species the effects are
longstanding, and these beaver have
made their pilgrimage back to their
homeland where their ancestors once
frolicked. They built dams and raised
their families.

The cherry trees surrounding the
Tidal Basin are not even native to the
District of Columbia, they were im-
ported from Japan. These beaver are
indigenous to this area. This is their
natural habitat. These beaver are also

an important part of the ecology in the
District of Columbia and its unique en-
vironment.

Out West it is the policy of the Fed-
eral agencies to remove the people,
rather than the animals, when there is
a conflict between people and wildlife.
Now, beaver are members of the
Rodentia species, which include rab-
bits, squirrels, chipmunks, and rats.

Out West, in California, when a farm-
er accidentally ran over a rat, a kan-
garoo rat, with his tractor, the farmer
was arrested and charged with a crimi-
nal taking of an endangered species,
and his tractor was impounded so he
could not use it anymore.

I just think that we need to bring
equality in the way that we handle
threatened and endangered species.

Out in Idaho, the Federal Govern-
ment is reintroducing gray wolves and
grizzly bears into and near populated
areas. The Fish and Wildlife Service
claim this reintroduction will restore
the Canadian gray wolf, which never
did live in Idaho, and the grizzly to its
natural habitat.

Although I think this is debatable, I
strongly suggest equal treatment for
Bucky the beaver, the Tidal Basin bea-
ver. These little beaver deserve equal
rights and protection under the law, if
not for the sake of the animal king-
dom, Madam Speaker, for the sake of
humanity.

If these rugged, pioneering beaver
can make it in the polluted and murky
conditions of the Potomac and the
Tidal Basin, then by goodness, they de-
serve to be free. This is nature’s way of
reintroducing the native beaver. It is a
natural occurrence, and who are we to
fool with Mother Nature?

As the future of the captive victim,
Bucky the beaver, lies at the hands of
the Fish and Wildlife Service, her mate
and offspring are in danger of further
separation from each other, their way
of life, and the homestead that they
were so diligently trying to create.

Gene pool testing will undoubtedly
determine that Bucky the beaver is an
evolutionarily significant unit. This
distinct population segment of the
Rodentia family must be saved. If the
Canadian gray wolf and the grizzly
bear are good for reintroduction in
Idaho, then we ought to leave the poor
little beaver alone in their native habi-
tat in Washington, D.C.

Madam Speaker, I would like to say
that this issue has spread all across the
Nation, and even up into Alaska, where
today a resolution was introduced in
the Alaskan legislature by the major-
ity leader of the Senate, Robin Taylor.
I will enter that into the record, as
well as a poem about Bucky the beaver,
whose lyrics were written by Senator
Robin Taylor, and they are very, very
good.

I would like to make one last plea
that we do all we can to save Bucky
the beaver.

The poem and resolution referred to
are as follows:

BUCKY BEAVER

[Lyrics By Senator Robin Taylor, Alaska
State Senate, To be sung to the tune of
Davy Crockett]

Bucky Bucky Beaver
Lets fight to keep him free.
A Potomac flood left him a facin’
Life alone in the Tidal Basin,
He survived right well with the squirrels and

the bees
And chewed up a couple of Cherry Trees.
Bucky Bucky Beaver
Let’s fight to keep him free.
The Park police now steal his food
Try to trap him and treat him rude,
He’s a unique species and proud of that
A livin’ on some critical habitat.
Bucky Bucky Beaver
Let’s fight to keep him free.
Critters like Bucky sometimes don’t fit
The parky plans of the hypocrits.
But he needs our help so one and all
Give Al Gore a personal call . . . tell him
Bucky Bucky Beaver . . . let’s fight to keep

him free.

CS FOR SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO.
20(RES), IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE
OF ALASKA, TWENTY-FIRST LEGISLATURE—
FIRST SESSION

(By the Senate Resources Committee)
Sponsor(s): Senator Taylor

A RESOLUTION

Relating to the removal of beaver from
Washington, D.C.

Be it Resolved by the Legislature of the State
of Alaska:

Wheras the National Park Service is at-
tempting to trap and remove at least two
beavers from the vicinity of the Potomac
Tidal Basin near the national Mall in Wash-
ington, D.C., because the beavers have
downed four cherry trees and five white
cedar trees; and

Wheras the natural wild and free roaming
beaver were trapped to extinction in Wash-
ington, D.C., and the Potomac Tidal Basin
beaver are only retaking habitat that the
species has occupied forever and in which
man is the trespasser; and

Wheras the return of beaver to Wash-
ington, D.C., will enhance the biological di-
versity of the nation’s capital and the integ-
rity of its residents, as cherry tree eating
beavers cannot tell a lie; and

Wheras the unrestrained development of
government buildings, highways, and urban
sprawl in Washington, D.C. has destroyed
beaver habitat, and immediate steps should
be taken to halt all major construction
projects; and

Wheras human activity in or around the
Potomac Tidal Basin will undoubtedly have
adverse effects on the new beaver colony;
and

Wheras Washington, D.C., and the nation
as a whole would benefit from greater efforts
on the part of the National Park Service to
assist and protect wildlife by excluding peo-
ple from areas where wildlife is attempting
to reestablish a foothold on its natural range
in the nation’s capital; and

Whereas federal law requires that the Po-
tomac Tidal Basin is now, because of the
beavers’ pioneering effort, a critical habitat
area; and

Whereas critical habitat areas are uniquely
rare, and, without immediate enforcement of
federal laws, this unique subspecies of Poto-
mac Tidal Basin beaver will again become
extinct; and

Whereas we have no information or good
science about the habitat of the ‘‘Potomac
Tidal Basin beaver,’’ and a task force of sci-
entists should immediately be impaneled and
all human activity in the tidal basin area
halted until a thorough and complete anal-
ysis has been completed; and
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Whereas the National Academy of Sciences

has been studying predator control in Alaska
for five years, and the National Park Service
has labeled these beavers as very evasive and
wily ‘‘tree predators’’; and

Whereas the federal government is, over
objections, reintroducing gray wolves, griz-
zly bear, and lynx into several western states
in order to enhance the biological diversity
in those states; and

Whereas the National Park Service is clos-
ing Glacier Bay National Park and Preserve
to fishing for crabs because the crabs are an
essential element of the ecosystem of the
park and the long established and sustain-
able crab fishery is inconsistent with the
preservation of natural crab populations; and

Whereas the policy of the National Park
Service in Alaska and several other states is
to remove the people rather than the ani-
mals when there is a conflict between people
and wildlife; and

Whereas federal law provides for extensive
penalties for harassment of endangered spe-
cies;

Be it Resolved That the Alaska State Legis-
lature respectfully requests that the Na-
tional Park Service cease its efforts to re-
move the beaver from the Potomac Tidal
Basin in Washington, D.C., and assist the re-
establishment of a healthy beaver population
in the nation’s capital; and be it

Further Resolved That the Alaska State
Legislature respectfully requests the Fish
and Wildlife Services to exercise its federal
authority and cite, with criminal violations,
members and contractors of the National
Park Service who harass the Potomac Tidal
Basin beavers; and be it

Further Resolved That the Alaska State
Legislature respectfully requests the Na-
tional Park Service to investigate the habi-
tat requirements for beaver in Washington,
D.C., and the adaptations that beaver have
made to cope with the unique urban environ-
ment of Washington, D.C., establish pro-
tected beaver habitat areas in Washington,
D.C., and use good science in its actions re-
garding beaver in Washington, D.C.

Copies of this resolution shall be sent to
the Honorable Al Gore, Jr., Vice-President of
the United States and President of the U.S.
Senate; to the Honorable Bruce Babbitt, Sec-
retary, U.S. Department of the Interior, to
Robert G. Stanton, Director, National Park
Service, U.S. Department of the Interior, to
Jamie Rappaport Clark, Director, Fish and
Wildlife Service, U.S. Department of the In-
terior; to all members of the U.S. Congress;
to the Honorable John Kitzhaber, Governor,
State of Oregon; to Paul G. Risser, Ph.D.,
President, Oregon State University; and to
the Honorable Ted Stevens and the Honor-
able Frank Murkowski, U.S. Senators, and
the Honorable Don Young, U.S. Representa-
tive, members of the Alaska delegation in
Congress.

f

SENDING GROUND TROOPS TO
KOSOVO WOULD COMPOUND A
HUGE FOREIGN POLICY ERROR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, sev-
eral times over the last few days I have
heard reports on national networks
saying that Members of Congress were
getting ‘‘antsy’’ about not committing
ground troops to Kosovo. The implica-
tion is that all of the Members of Con-
gress want ground troops in there im-
mediately.

I believe it was a terrible mistake to
start bombing in the first place, and it
certainly would be compounding a huge
error to place many thousands of
ground troops in there now.

As many columnists have pointed
out, the NATO bombings have made
this situation much worse than it ever
would have been if we had simply
stayed out. The very liberal Wash-
ington Post columnist, Richard Cohen,
wrote, ‘‘I believe, though, that the
NATO bombings have escalated and ac-
celerated the process. For some
Kosovars, NATO has made things
worse.’’

Pat M. Holt, a foreign affairs expert
writing in the Christian Science Mon-
itor, wrote, ‘‘The first few days of
bombing have led to more atrocities
and to more refugees. It will be in-
creasing the instability which the
bombing was supposed to prevent.’’

b 2030

Philip Gourevitch, writing in the
April 12 New Yorker Magazine, said:
‘‘Yet so far the air war against Yugo-
slavia has accomplished exactly what
the American-led alliance flew into
combat to prevent: Our bombs unified
the Serbs in Yugoslavia, as never be-
fore, behind the defiance of Milosevic;
they spurred to a frenzy the ‘cleansing’
of Kosovo’s ethnic Albanians by
Milosevic’s forces; they increased the
likelihood of the conflict’s spilling over
into Yugoslavia’s south-Balkan neigh-
bors; and they hardened the hearts of
much of the non-Western world against
us—not least in Russia, where pas-
sionate anti-Americanism is increasing
the prospects for the right-wing na-
tionalists or the Communist Party to
win control of the Kremlin and its nu-
clear arsenal in coming elections.’’

Many conservative analysts have
been very critical. Thomas Sowell
wrote: ‘‘Already our military actions
are being justified by the argument
that we are in there now and cannot
pull out without a devastating loss of
credibility and influence in NATO and
around the world. In other words, we
cannot get out because we have gotten
in. That kind of argument will be heard
more and more if we get in deeper.

‘‘Is the Vietnam War so long ago that
no one remembers? We eventually
pulled out of Vietnam,’’ Mr. Sowell
wrote, ‘‘under humiliating conditions
with a tarnished reputation around the
world and with internal divisiveness
and bitterness that took years to heal.
Bad as this was, we could have pulled
out earlier with no worse consequences
and with thousands more Americans
coming back alive.’’

Mr. Sowell asks, ‘‘Why are we in the
Balkans in the first place? There seems
to be no clear-cut answer.’’

William Hyland, a former editor of
Foreign Affairs Magazine, writing in
the Washington Post said, ‘‘The Presi-
dent has put the country in a virtually
impossible position. We cannot esca-
late without grave risks. If the Presi-
dent and NATO truly want to halt eth-

nic cleansing, then the alliance will
have to put in a large ground force or,
at a minimum, mount a credible threat
to do so. A conventional war in the
mountains of Albania and Kosovo will
quickly degenerate into a quagmire. On
the other hand, the United States and
NATO cannot retreat without suffering
a national and international humilia-
tion. * * * The only alternative is to
revive international diplomacy.’’

Mr. Hyland is correct, but unfortu-
nately I am afraid that ground troops
in Kosovo would be much worse than a
quagmire. Former Secretary of State
Lawrence Eagleberger was quoted on a
national network last week as saying
that the Bush administration had
closely analyzed the situation in the
Balkans in the early 1990s and had de-
cided it was a ‘‘swamp’’ into which we
should not go.

NATO was established as a purely de-
fensive organization, not an aggressor
force. With the decreased threat from
the former Soviet Union, was NATO
simply searching for a mission? Were
some national officials simply trying
to prove that they are world statesmen
or trying to leave a legacy?

The U.S. has done 68 percent of the
bombing thus far. This whole episode,
counting reconstruction and resettle-
ment costs after we bring Milosevic
down, will cost us many billions.

If there have to be ground troops, let
the Europeans take the lead. Do not
commit U.S. ground troops. Let the
Europeans do something. The U.S. has
done too much already. Humanitarian
aid, yes; bombs and ground troops, no.
f

MEMBERS OF CONGRESS PARTICI-
PATE IN REENACTMENT OF
SELMA-TO-MONTGOMERY CIVIL
RIGHTS MARCH

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
NORTHUP). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. UPTON)
is recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Speaker, with
me on the House floor I have a number
of my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle, Republican and Democrat, who
experienced a marvelous journey to
Selma, Alabama, a few weeks ago to
commemorate the 34th anniversary of
the great march led by Dr. King and
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
LEWIS) to end racism and bigotry
across this country.

We had nearly 20 Members of Con-
gress from both sides of the aisle that
traveled to Selma and Birmingham and
Montgomery. What I would like to do
is ask all of my colleagues who are
here to take various stations and we
could have a conversation on the floor
without the formal proceeding of yield-
ing to other Members.

Madam Speaker, I guess I should first
recognize my good friend and brother,
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
LEWIS), elected the same year as I, who
helped lead us on that march, as we did
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last year as well, giving so many of us
the experience of walking in the shoes
of those that had gone before. It was an
experience that I have to say I will
never forget.

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. UPTON) my
friend, my brother, and my colleague,
for being the co-leader of this delega-
tion traveling from Washington to Bir-
mingham where we had an opportunity
to visit the Civil Rights Museum, the
Sixteenth Street Church that was
bombed on September 15th, 1963, where
the four little girls were killed, and to
visit the park where they used the dogs
and the fire hoses against little chil-
dren.

We then traveled, as the gentleman
suggested, on to Montgomery and then
to Selma. During that entire trip in
the State of Alabama, we were in the
district of the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. HILLIARD) and we should
take the moment to thank him for his
hospitality and thank all of our col-
leagues.

This trip was sponsored by Faith and
Politics, a group that comes together
here in Washington where we have been
meeting for some time discussing the
whole question of race, having a dia-
logue on race. We have been doing it
here, in our districts, in our offices, in
our homes. We did it on this trip and
we are going to continue to do it.

So I want to thank my colleague, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. UPTON)
for bringing us together tonight.
Maybe the gentleman from Alabama
would have something to say, since we
were in his district in Alabama.

Mr. HILLIARD. Madam Speaker, let
me first of all thank all of my col-
leagues for coming to Alabama. I am
very happy that we got a chance to
participate in the reenactment of the
Selma-to-Montgomery march. I hope,
and I am certain that it did bring feel-
ings different from what they would
have felt elsewhere unless they had
been with JOHN LEWIS and others on
the actual march.

We still march for equality in this
country, and the participation of my
colleagues in that march brought forth
the idea that there are still things that
are imperfect about this country. But
the fact that all of my colleagues came
and all participated let me know, and
hopefully let America know, that all of
my colleagues are on the job, that they
are trying to make this country a bet-
ter place, and realize that we still have
got a distance to go.

So we were very happy to have our
fellow Members of Congress in the
State of Alabama, have them partici-
pate in the reenactment of something
that meant so much to this country
and something that had our colleagues
of 3 decades ago to look at themselves
and reexamine the state of discrimina-
tion in this country and make changes.
Because we were there, I hope we will
reexamine how things are, and any
changes that are necessary, we will
make them.

Mr. LAHOOD. Madam Speaker, it was
obviously a real treat for me to partici-
pate. I think of all of the activities, ac-
tually being in Selma and being with
JOHN LEWIS and the reenactment of the
crossing of the Edmund Pettis Bridge
is something that I will never forget. I
think that was for me the highlight of
the trip.

Then also I think recognizing that we
serve in the House with so many dif-
ferent personalities and different peo-
ple. And even though I have known
JOHN LEWIS for a period of time, I guess
I did not really recognize the kind of
hero that he is to so many people in
the movement in really striving for
better race relations and improving
civil rights. To have the opportunity to
be with him that weekend and to have
him really walk us through what hap-
pened during that period I think sen-
sitizes all of us to the importance of
those events in terms of really stand-
ing on the shoulders of people who were
there and sensitizing us to the impor-
tance of better race relations and what
happened there in terms of the move-
ment.

Then having the opportunity to hear
from Mrs. Martin Luther King, who
joined us on that Sunday morning, and
hearing from her was just an extraor-
dinary experience.

Madam Speaker, I have taken the oc-
casion to actually go back to my own
district earlier this week. As a matter
of fact, a few days ago I met with the
African-American leaders in my own
community, the head of the NAACP,
the head of a couple of other African-
American organizations. I talked to
them about our experience and talked
to them about what we can do as lead-
ers in our community in Peoria to im-
prove race relations.

So I am really trying to build on the
experience that we had, that the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) pro-
vided to us, and that all of the folks at
Faith and Politics provided.

I think I want to conclude by saying
a special thanks to Doug Tanner for
really helping to organize these activi-
ties. Doug is here in the Chamber with
us tonight and has done just an ex-
traordinary job of helping to organize
all of us around people like the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) and
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
UPTON) and others to make this hap-
pen.

Madam Speaker, it is something I
will never forget. I hope to build on it
in my own community, and I hope we
can build it as Members here in the
House. I thank the gentleman from
Georgia for his leadership and for the
ability of all of us to join him and
share the experience that he shared
with us. And a special thanks to Doug
Tanner for all that he does to sort of
enlighten all of us and give us an expe-
rience that I know many of us will
never forget.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Speaker, this
was a great trip in that all of us here,
20 or so that went down on both sides

of the aisle, I thought became much
stronger friends as we renewed our
commitment to end racism and bigotry
and discrimination. And as much as we
thought we knew each other on the
trip, we always learn something new.

I have been in a little prayer group
with the gentleman from California
(Mr. FILNER), and it was only until we
got on the bus and my wife and I were
sitting in front of BOB and his wife and
we sort of talked about our experiences
that I thought when I was in the mid-
’60s when this event really happened, I
did not know about it. I was in fourth
grade. I did not see that on the news. I
did not watch the news when I was in
the fourth grade.

It came out in the description, as I
was listening to the gentleman from
California, and he was talking about a
variety of different events and seeing
different things unfold, that I learned
that he had been a student in college
and had seen some of the events and
actually took it upon himself to come
down and become, in essence, one of
the Freedom Riders on one of those
buses.

I know that it was a marvelous expe-
rience for him. He actually spent some
time in prison because of it. And this
was his first trip back to Alabama
since then. I would love to hear a little
bit of the gentleman’s thoughts first-
hand tonight.

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Michigan,
and I thank all of us for being able to
put this together. I wish those who
were viewing this from their offices
and from around the country could see
that we are a bipartisan group standing
on both sides of the aisle.

Mr. UPTON. We like having the gen-
tleman from California on this side of
the aisle. We will keep working on it.

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, seeing
the world from the right is a very dif-
ferent perspective. But it is clear that
we all see this as not only a bonding
experience for all of us, but to come to-
gether around the issues of fighting
discrimination and ending racism is
something that bonds us all together.
There is no aisle when it comes to
these issues.

And like all of the other Members
who were on this incredible weekend
pilgrimage, we thank especially JOHN
LEWIS for leading us in a religious ex-
perience. We were with, I think we all
know, an authentic American hero,
someone who really changed American
history, changed the course of history
through his own personal witness, his
willingness to stand up for righteous-
ness and for the truth and against rac-
ism; who was beaten down, was impris-
oned, and yet got up and is here in Con-
gress to lead us into a new under-
standing.

Madam Speaker, we thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS), all of
us, for reliving those experiences.

The changes that I saw, and I had not
been in Alabama for 30 years, were in-
credible political changes, social
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changes. It reminded us of the progress
that we made, but it also reminded us
I think of the ways we have got to go.

We were in Selma, and a small town
takes a long time to change. We saw
how changes had to be made there. But
what struck me as someone who had
been there 30 years ago was the incred-
ible courage that was evidenced, the
tremendous courage evidenced by the
young people and the older people at
that time. I got to go back to college
after a summer in jail. People had to
stay there and take the hardship and
the challenge and the threats of death.

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. FILNER. I yield to the gen-
tleman from South Carolina.

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, I did
not interrupt the gentleman except for
the single purpose of pointing out what
he was about to point out himself. The
gentleman very correctly recognized
JOHN LEWIS as a great American hero.
However, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia was humble in not pointing out
the fact, explicitly I think, that he
himself was pretty heroic, a Freedom
Rider, 3 months, 6 months in prison in
Mississippi. For those of us who grew
up in the South, that is a stirring testi-
monial.

We are proud and I could see when we
were down there that he was, I hope,
pleased to see that some of the things
that he fought for have come to fru-
ition. A long way to go still, but the
world is a much greater place because
of the sacrifices that he and JOHN
LEWIS made.

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SPRATT) for his remarks.

b 2045

Mr. UPTON. Madam Speaker, one of
the individuals that we had wished had
been with us for the full time but was
with us for certainly a good part of it
was the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
DICKEY). All of us here participated in
many discussions and conferences, not
only with the White House but with
other folks, not only in this town but
across the country. The gentleman
from Arkansas has been a special help
on this, and his heart is big, and we ap-
preciate that.

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. DICKEY).

Mr. DICKEY. Madam Speaker, the
thing that I wanted to point out has a
lot to do with the age of the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. UPTON) at the time
and my age at the time. He was in the
fourth grade. I was 17 years of age when
in Arkansas we had the tragedy of Lit-
tle Rock Central, or the Little Rock
High School crisis.

I know that I was going to college
during that time and had to pass back
and forward through Little Rock ex-
actly during that time. I had a pro-
found lesson that I learned on this trip
because of my insensitivity back then.
I just started playing it through. I
watched as everything happened there

and how many brave and heroic young
people were leading the attack against
bigotry and against hatred, and I
thought about my own self.

I was not but about three, two years
younger than the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. LEWIS), and there he was.
He cared enough to sacrifice. I thought
about this as we were going from
church to church and where they had
their meetings in preparation for the
walks, how they never did know, they
did not know enough about the society
or about the opposition to know wheth-
er they were going to survive or not.

They were not interested whether or
not they would be successful. They
were only interested in proposing and
pushing the issue of fairness and civil
rights. I thought that was a signifi-
cant, a significant message that I
learned.

I also sat across the street on the bus
and looked at the spot that Rosa Parks
got on the bus, the very point. We were
told that she was not a part of any or-
ganized effort. She had just reached the
point where she had said enough is
enough; I am not going to put up with
it anymore. Look what happened. She
was not a young person at the time,
but she was brave. She was brave be-
cause she did not count what the con-
sequences might be.

I mean death was at near hand for all
of these people, and that is just hard to
understand. I mean here in the United
States, it was like battle lines were
drawn, and people stepped out and they
were beaten like the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) was beaten as he
finished crossing the bridge.

I think what it all amounts to and
what I learned from it is that these
people sacrificed so much so that a per-
son like myself, who was possibly cal-
loused by being from a privileged fam-
ily, could feel better about ourselves.

I want to thank you for what you did,
all of you who sacrificed then, and par-
ticularly I want to thank my col-
leagues for including me in this trip be-
cause it did me a lot more good than I
ever imagined.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Speaker, one of
our great Members that accompanied
us was the gentlewoman from North
Carolina (Mrs. CLAYTON). I would be
happy to hear some of her comments.

Mrs. CLAYTON. Madam Speaker, for
me it was an opportunity to reconnect
and to be revived. I think sometimes
we live through an experience and do
not know all the details, but we think
we know them.

For me to go back and actually see
the places for the first time, as a per-
son who was active in civil rights, not
in Alabama but my own little local
area, to understand how profound those
individuals had to be, how courageous
they had to be, and how significant
their involvement meant in terms of
progress, and how the gentleman from
Arkansas (Mr. DICKEY) said that Rosa
Parks was an average person who did
an extraordinary thing, and how that
extraordinary thing on the part of ordi-

nary people meant just a difference in
the Americans’ response.

I think the other thing that was good
for me, and I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) and
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
UPTON) as well, is bringing those of us
who are more experienced in the civil
rights group together and those who
never have been involved.

Those of us who think of ourselves as
experienced sometimes get a little cal-
loused. We kind of forget the signifi-
cance of the battles that the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) did or others
did or Rosa Parks did. We kind of need
to be revived. So for me it was a re-
vival and a motivation.

The thought I had going back home
at the ’hood was not so much I need to
do it with my white citizens as well,
but I needed to do it for my children
who are now adults. I needed to do it
with my friends, in fact for them to
really have an appreciation of what a
profound history there is.

My colleagues are right. It was in-
deed a spiritual awakening. It is a
sense that all those kids who were at-
tacked, you know, there is a prophetic
history of the divine intervention.
There is a whole theory called God of
history; and that there is intervention
of how the divine uses ordinary people
to move people in authority in such a
way that could not be moved by people
in authority. So in some ways, we need
to understand what that means, that
ordinary people can make a difference.

I thank my colleagues for including
me, and I hope that, if I do not go back
the next time, that many of our col-
leagues will have the experience. But
we ought to just share with people the
opportunity of having this kind of re-
vival and motivation and appreciation
for a sense of history.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Speaker, the
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. BERRY)
was an active member with our group
going down, and again, for me, was one
of the first times I actually had a
chance to have lengthy and decent con-
versations with a naval representative
from Arkansas. It was terrific to have
him on board, too.

Mr. BERRY. Madam Speaker, all of
us that participated in the trip came
away with a new appreciation for what
happened in Selma, Montgomery, and
Birmingham. We are very appreciative
of the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
UPTON) and certainly the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) for making it
possible for us to experience that.

When I first came to the House, one
of the first people that extended the
hand of friendship to me was the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS). He
shook my hand and he said, ‘‘Welcome,
my friend and my brother.’’ I knew just
from the way he shook your hand and
the way he said it that he meant it.

Until I went to Selma and walked
across the Edmund Pettus Bridge arm-
in-arm with the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. LEWIS), I did not really appre-
ciate what he meant or how important
it was that he did that.
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I suspect, had I been through some of

the things that the gentleman Georgia
(Mr. LEWIS) and some of the others
that were in the nonviolent civil rights
movement at that time, I would not
even want to be in the same room with
a guy like me. I can understand that.

But I think it says so much that we
can come together, that we did make
this pilgrimage, and it meant an awful
lot to all of us. It shows us, not only
how far we have come, but how far we
have yet to go, and that we must never,
ever forget that we cannot go back to
what that was.

I just once again want to thank all of
my colleagues for their leadership:
Doug Tanner, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. UPTON), and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS).

What a great privilege it was to be
with the other leaders of the move-
ment, Bernard Lafayette, many, many
others that were there. To hear their
experiences firsthand, it gave it all just
so much more meaning. I think the
term ‘‘keep your eye on the prize’’ cer-
tainly will always be much more mean-
ingful to me now, and it points out to
us how petty and unimportant some of
these things we argue about on this
floor are, and that there are things
that are more important and that that
is what we should be about.

But it was a tremendous experience
for me. I think that anyone that has
not done it has really missed some-
thing.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
LATOURETTE) who joined us and helped
us in every way.

Mr. LATOURETTE. Madam Speaker,
I want to add my voice to thank Doug
Tanner and the Faith and Politics In-
stitute for putting this trip together.

I have been, since I have been here, a
strong believer in the importance of
Members on both sides of the aisle, I
would say to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FILNER), it is strange over
here on the left side of the aisle too for
me, as it is for him on the right, but I
think when Members of both parties go
out and see each other out of this
room, good things happen.

So I found it to be an enriching week-
end from many standpoints. But just to
have the opportunity to talk to Mem-
bers who are not of my party and to get
to know them as people, I think helps
us do our work here. I think that is im-
portant.

What actually piqued my interest on
this trip, I heard the gentleman from
California (Mr. FILNER) at the Hershey
retreat a couple years ago during the
nondenominational church services de-
scribe his experience. It is his story,
and I am not going to take it from him.
But basically there are three Members
of his party that were all involved in
this movement at the same time in the
1960s, and they had some differences in
points of view.

The fact that they not only came to-
gether years later to serve in the
United States Congress but in the same

political party, I think to me that
story, I have carried that story with
me since he told it, for 3 years, to show
that there are no differences that can-
not be bridged when one begins to work
towards it.

Like the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. UPTON), I knew the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS). I would sit
as the Speaker pro tempore, and would
I see the gentleman from Georgia come
to the well and talk every once in a
while. A lot of times he was talking
about things that I did not agree with,
but I did not know his rich history.

To have the chance to walk in the
footsteps with a true American hero
like JOHN LEWIS was an amazing expe-
rience for me, just a kid growing up in
Ohio. I will not forget that.

We have all been gone over our
Easter break in our districts. I took
what I learned that weekend, and I vis-
ited a lot of schools because I like to
spend time with my young people in
my district.

I was able to tell them the story
about what some people had to go
through to get the right to vote and
the fact that JOHN LEWIS and people
like JOHN LEWIS were willing to risk
their lives, were willing to risk police
dogs and fire hoses and everything else
that could be thrown at them in the
1960s just to get the right that we all
take for granted to go in and cast a
ballot in a Presidential race or a con-
gressional race or a city council race.

So I was talking with some high
school seniors, and I asked them, be-
cause we can register to vote at 18, how
many are registered that are 18; and
only half of them were. It has given me
a powerful incentive and a powerful
message to go back and talk to them
now about what people before them had
to go through to get the right to vote
and that they should not squander that
opportunity.

I was reminded of how far we have to
go, but I was mostly reminded of the
fact that we need to do it all together,
Republicans and Democrats, black and
white, men and women, rich and poor.
A lot of times discussion in this Cham-
ber is about dividing rather than bring-
ing together. We need to concentrate
more on finding the things that unite
us. When we do that, I think that we
can move forward.

If the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
UPTON) will permit me, I have one
quick story that I was reminded of
when we were in Alabama, about one of
our Presidents, Harry Truman. We all
go door-to-door in our campaigns. As
the story goes, he ran into a nasty
homeowner one day and stuck out his
hand and said, ‘‘I am Harry Truman,
and I would like your vote.’’ The
woman would not come from behind
the door. She said, ‘‘Mr. Truman, I
know exactly who you are, and I would
not vote for you if you were Saint
Peter himself.’’ Mr. Truman, for a
Democrat, he had pretty quick wit. He
said, ‘‘Madam, with all due respect, if I
were Saint Peter, I do not think you
would be in my district.’’

It occurred to me when we were down
in Alabama that this is one district,
the United States is one district, and
we need to figure out what it is that is
going to pull us together more than
anything else.

So I was very thankful to spend those
three days with all of my colleagues,
and I was most appreciative to have
the chance to spend that time with the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS).

Mr. UPTON. Madam Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. WATT) who was a great fellow to
join us with his wife as well on the trip
as we crossed the State.

b 2100
Mr. WATT of North Carolina. Madam

Speaker, I was seated here listening to
the stories and thinking about what
this trip meant to me. Let me start by
just thanking the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. LEWIS), our leader, our
primary leader, and the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. UPTON), our co-
leader on this trip. It was a wonderful,
wonderful experience.

My colleagues will probably recall
that at the end of the trip when we
were at the airport about to board the
plane from Alabama, we had a little de-
briefing, a discussion, and everybody
was going around talking about what
this trip had meant. And I sat quietly
and never said anything because I was
still sorting through the emotions I
was feeling and the significance of this
trip.

And it took me several weeks really
to kind of put in perspective some feel-
ings. And this is kind of where I got to
at the end of that vexing period.

I was reminded that in 1963, I got a
scholarship offer to Talladega Univer-
sity in Alabama. And I came to that
fork in the road. I had never been to
Alabama. And when I looked at the
scholarship offer that I had gotten, I
decided that probably the last place in
the world I wanted to go was Alabama
in 1963.

And I have been true to that up to
this trip. I never set foot in Alabama.
It was not a place that I ever aspired to
go to to visit. I had these images of
people being beaten and fire-hosed and
dogs sicced on folks. All these years
since 1963, those images have lingered
in my mind, and I never have wanted
to go to Alabama. And I finally got
talked into it by the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) and the wonderful
people from Faith and Politics, my
good friend over here.

Now, another part of me kept saying,
well, why did I not want to go to Ala-
bama? I mean, North Carolina, which is
where I am from, is in the south also.
And I think I came to grips with some
fears that I had about going to Mis-
sissippi and Alabama and Arkansas,
the far southern States, where this
movement was taking place. I think I
decided that part of the reason that I
never wanted to go there was that I
was afraid to go there.

I knew that there were battles to be
fought in North Carolina, but I felt like
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the people in North Carolina were more
progressive than the people in Alabama
and Mississippi. And so I came away
from this trip really with an increased
amount of admiration for the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS).

I wrote him a letter. It took me 3 or
4 weeks to write the letter to him be-
cause I wanted to say exactly what I
wanted that note to him to say. And
what I wanted to say to him was that
there were those of us in all areas of
the south who were kind of around the
margins of the civil rights movement,
doing little bits and pieces of things
here and there, and then there were
those like the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. LEWIS) and Fred Shuttlesworth
who were right in the middle of this
heated battle and making what very
easily could have been the ultimate
sacrifice, and was in fact for the young
girls in Alabama and for other people
who participated in those movements.

I already loved and respected the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS). I
had read his book. I had heard about
him. I had seen him on television. But
to be there in Alabama and to walk and
ride through that State where I now
believe I was fearful of going allowed
me to come away with an even greater
appreciation for those who are on the
firing line and making that ultimate
sacrifice.

And so, I want to say publicly and
with all sincerity that I thank the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS). And
I thank all of those thousands of peo-
ple, I thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FILNER) and all of those
people who were not fearful, or even if
they were, they overcame those fears
and they went and they made that sac-
rifice, because it has made America
what it is today and it has certainly
made it possible for us all to stand here
and share these experiences, black and
white, Republican and Democrat, and
to say to America that when it comes
to a unity of purpose and all of us
being Americans, there is no argument
about that anymore. And in those days,
there was an argument about it.

We put that argument to rest, and we
owe a great debt to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) for doing that.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. SPRATT).

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, I
shudder to follow that eloquence.

The gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. WATT) and I grew up 30 miles
apart. He is from Charlotte, North
Carolina. I am from York, South Caro-
lina. Not Alabama, not Mississippi, but
still the segregated south.

I was 12 years old in 1954, about 18, 19,
20 years old when the civil rights move-
ment started. And while York County
was not the same as Neshoba, Mis-
sissippi, when the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) made his first stop
in Rock Hill, South Carolina, 13 miles
from where I live on the Freedom Rider
bus, he was met by thugs in the bus
station who took him on, took him

down, and he received the first of I
guess many batterings on the head,
bloodied up badly.

But here is the profound point about
it and the reason this pilgrimage we
made is so important to understanding
ourselves as a people and under-
standing what this movement is about.
A police officer, as I recall the story,
had been standing on the sidelines
watching the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. LEWIS) take the beating, and at
some point he sort of interceded and
asked him, do you want to prefer
charges, which he could have done. And
he said, no, I do not have anything
against him individually. I am against
the system, the oppression, the way it
affects white people and black people,
causes them to do things like this. I
did not come down here to get this man
in trouble. I came to lift us all out of
this oppression.

In that same city of Rock Hill, about
the third or fourth series of sit-in
strikes developed at the local
McCrory’s from a small, black Baptist
college called Friendship College. It
started more or less spontaneously, but
they were following what was hap-
pening at North Carolina A&T and
what was happening at Nashville. And
they did the same thing in Rock Hill
except they did something different.

When they were taken to the county
prison, which, believe me, the prison
campus is not a place where anybody of
any color would want to be, when they
were taken there, they did not post
bond; they took their toothbrushes
with them and they stayed for the du-
ration, 30 days.

The significance of what they did was
not appreciated by those of us who
were outside onlookers. It was not ap-
preciated by me until I read Taylor
Branch’s book. Because SNCC at that
point was just about broke, they did
not have money to send bail money up
to get these young college students out
of jail, and they developed a motto
that would exonerate SNCC from hav-
ing to come up with that money: ‘‘Jail.
No bail.’’

Now, my colleagues would think that
that was just a bunch of hard-headed
college kids out to make a point. But
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
LEWIS), when I asked him about the
significance of it, told me, no, that
helped us show the world that we were
not just a bunch of college kids out
fighting for our rights, but it was
something more profound here.

There is a profoundness of doctrine
about civil disobedience, a profound-
ness of doctrine about nonviolence that
we all need to learn in this country
today. And that is why this pilgrimage
was more than just some symbolic
journey. We all need to learn this.

Every school child in America grows
up and knows what Lexington Green is.
He or she should also know what Kelly
Ingram Park in Birmingham is. Every
school child in this country grows up
and knows what Concord Bridge is in
Massachusetts and what happened

there. He or she should know what hap-
pened at the Edmund Pettis Bridge,
too. It is a part of our history.

And the gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Mr. WATT) put it far better than I.
For 200 years just about, this country
professed to be the greatest constitu-
tional democracy in the world. We
lived under a Declaration of Independ-
ence which guaranteed all men the pur-
suit of happiness, equality. But it was
not true. The Supreme Court of this
country said black people were not
even people. The Constitution did not
even count them.

That was the kind of lie that this
country lived. And these people, the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS)
and so many others in these places,
made America rise up and live out the
true meaning of her creed. It was an
enormous accomplishment. It was a
second American Revolution. No ques-
tion about it.

Back when the Friendship Nine went
to the county prison and stayed there,
told SNCC they did not want bail, one
of the early organizers of the move-
ment in Nashville, Diane Nash, was in
Atlanta; and she was so moved by what
they did that she drove her car to Rock
Hill and got picked up at McCrory’s
and taken to the county jail, and she
stayed there with them just to give
them the spirit to persevere.

She said something about the move-
ment once when someone had made a
paean to Dr. King, who was truly an
American hero, no doubt about it. She
said, do not make him superhuman. Do
not enlarge him beyond the point that
he is bigger than life itself. Because if
you do, she said, you will misunder-
stand the meaning of the movement.

There were all kinds of people in-
volved in the movement. Rosa Parks
stands for the kind of participation
that made the movement work, young
members like the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. LEWIS), coming out of a
small rural community in Alabama and
just following their gut instincts. We
made the movement. These people
made the movement.

And if we understand that, and that
is part of what we understand when we
go to Selma and Birmingham and
Montgomery, if we understand that, we
realize that we do not need some big
Messianic figure to come lead us down
the path to the future; it is our respon-
sibility, all of our responsibilities.

And the abiding message in this expe-
rience is, we can change this country
for the better and it is a responsibility
of each of us to do it.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from New York (Mr.
FORBES), a very special member of the
delegation who has always spoken
against discrimination and bigotry.

Mr. FORBES. Madam Speaker, I
thank my colleague for yielding. And I
thank the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. LEWIS) and the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. UPTON) particularly for
leading this delegation. It is an impor-
tant time for all of us, I think, in this
country.
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An old adage says that ‘‘if you do not

remember history, you are bound to re-
peat it.’’ This is a little bit more than
just remembering history, though. This
is really asking us to dig deep within
our soul, as so many who led the civil
rights movement, the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) and some of the
others that have been mentioned, Ber-
nard Lafayette, Fred Shuttlesworth,
Dr. King, literally hundreds of people
who broke with conventional wisdom
and said that we should reach deeper
into America’s soul and make this a
better Nation.
b 2115

For me it was really, going into my
fifth year in the Congress, one of the
most profound and emotional and im-
portant undertakings that I have done
since I have been privileged to rep-
resent the First District of New York.

During the 1960s, during the height of
the civil rights endeavors, I was in my
early teens, 11, 12, 13 years of age, and
like my friend from North Carolina, I
saw what was going on in Alabama and
as a youngster I thought, ‘‘That’s not a
place that I would ever want to be.’’
But still it was very remote to me, not
unlike unfortunately the images we
were seeing in Vietnam. It was hor-
rible. We were outraged. Our hearts
were broken. But it was happening
somewhere far, far away, and particu-
larly for young people at that time,
many who were challenged to move
into leadership roles as they grew older
themselves. There was a remoteness to
that endeavor that I am embarrassed
to admit. But I was privileged to be
part of this delegation on the 34th an-
niversary of what happened at the Ed-
mund Pettis Bridge that really was al-
most the apex of the civil rights strug-
gle. It allowed me as just one Member
of Congress to dig deep within my own
being and to ask, ‘‘Are we doing
enough today to continue to correct
the wrongs?’’ We are in this wonderful
body and we are all sent here osten-
sibly to meet the challenges, to make
America a better place, to correct the
wrongs that we see around us.

I am moved tonight by the bipartisan
spirit that engulfed us when we went to
Selma, Alabama and Birmingham, Ala-
bama just a couple of weeks ago. It re-
minds me that as a Member of Con-
gress, I take those lessons and those re-
minders back with me in a very real
way. I am hopeful that as we move for-
ward, that this one Member of Con-
gress, being further sensitized to the
need to understand that yes, we have
come a long way since even the 1960s
but we have not come far enough.

As my friend from Ohio reminded me
and all of us, that the key here is that
we do it all together, that we figure
out a way to meet the remaining chal-
lenges in this most wonderful Nation
on the face of the earth, where people
like JOHN LEWIS and other leaders
could challenge the conventional wis-
dom and say, we can be a better place.
And it is not about condemning what
we are, it is challenging us to be better
as we move forward as a Nation. And so

I first of all again want to thank the
Faith and Politics Institute, Reverend
Tanner, FRED UPTON, my good friend
JOHN LEWIS and all of the Members
who were part of that delegation, be-
cause you really made it a very real
and moving experience for me and al-
lowed me to take some valuable lessons
from that experience. I will not only
return for the 35th anniversary but also
hopefully in my daily work as long as
I have this privilege to try to be a bet-
ter Member of Congress and work to
meet the other challenges that we face.

In closing, I would like to also thank
the gentleman from Alabama (Mr.
HILLIARD) for his hospitality, the great
way in which he received us and opened
up his heart so that we could learn a
little bit more about the wonderful
Alabama that has come. I thank him
for his leadership on this as well.

Mr. HILLIARD. One of the things
that I think I learned from this experi-
ence was the lessons that we get from
being with one another, not in this
Chamber but away. I got to know some
of you who I had barely spoken to in
the four terms that I have been in this
body. That gave me an opportunity to
learn and to know of you as individ-
uals. That was so gratifying to me, be-
cause I know you as persons. I do not
see you as just another Congressperson
or just as a number, not as a Repub-
lican or as a Democrat but as a friend.
I really appreciate having that long
weekend, spending that long weekend
with you and getting to know you as
individuals.

I would like to take the opportunity
to invite you back for another long
weekend for the millennium march. It
will be bigger, it will be better, we will
have more participants, and hopefully
we will have many people who, like
you, will see life as it is unfolding in
the United States, a better place for all
of us because of what JOHN LEWIS and
so many others like him did in the
past. Thank you for coming and you
are welcome back to come in March of
the year 2000.

Mr. UPTON. Just prior to the gen-
tleman from Alabama giving his state-
ment there just now, a number of us
asked our friend Doug Tanner and
some others, I know that based on our
pilgrimage, there will be a lot of us
that would like to cosponsor legisla-
tion to make that little park just
across the river by the real start of the
Edmund Pettis Bridge a national park,
a national shrine.

We are looking for you to lead that
effort as it is in your district, congres-
sional courtesy. But if you wait too
much longer, you are going to have
some other people. We are offering that
up, but I know a lot of us here, Repub-
licans and Democrats, would like to co-
sponsor that effort and help you see
that become a reality. As people gave
their remarkable tales here on the
floor tonight and what it meant to
them, for some reason, about a little
more than a year ago, JOHN LEWIS and
maybe AMO HOUGHTON and a few oth-
ers, JAY DICKEY, Doug Tanner, sort of
had me on a list, and we got together

down in a little room in the Capitol,
EF–100, and we talked about racism
and what we could do. We can always
pass the laws, but until something
really happens at the grassroots, noth-
ing is really going to happen. We
talked about a number of different res-
olutions that we were offering up. I
think the gentleman from Georgia then
was in the middle of writing his book
and how we could come together. A
couple of weeks later, he asked me on
the House floor if I might make the pil-
grimage to Selma in 1998. When he gave
me the weekend, March 6, the first
weekend, I knew that I had major com-
mitments back home in Michigan, that
I could not do it, but somehow we jug-
gled some things around and I flew
down just for the day. I had never been
to Alabama, ever. I flew down that
Sunday morning, caught the first
flight out at National Airport at 6 a.m.
or whatever, terrible storm, got down
just in time to hear JOHN’s sermon in
the church. His sermon reflected a lit-
tle bit on who would have guessed, me,
JOHN LEWIS, 33 years later, coming here
to preach in the same church where Dr.
King had preached and seeing some of
the changes but knowing we had so far
to go.

We walked across the bridge, we took
a bus ride, we had a long discussion
about racism and bigotry and what it
meant in our own lives. We came back.
The gentleman then came back to my
district. We had a tough scene this last
summer. We had the Klan come to my
district for the first time that I can
ever remember. They were not wel-
come. Yet they had the right to come.
As you and I both met with a number
of leaders in my hometown, we dis-
cussed how we ought to deal with it.
You went back to really sort of the
roots of what you wrote about in your
book and your life, about nonviolence,
how we ought to make it a nonevent,
and we did. And in the end, they can-
celed their visit the day that they were
supposed to come, though they came a
few months later, and they found out
that there was no welcome wagon out
and people for the most part ignored
them. The reaction was perfect.

As we thought about this trip this
year, and AMO HOUGHTON was the co-
chair last year, the Republican cochair
along with Jim Nicholson, our Repub-
lican national chairman and the former
governor of Colorado last year as well,
I was privileged to be asked to cochair
this group and really spend a night or
two in Alabama, to have listened to the
stories of so many Members last year
when they talked about their meeting
with Governor Wallace. I can remem-
ber SHERROD BROWN and you going to
visit him literally in, I do not know if
it was a hospital or his room, but he
was not doing so well. Of course he has
passed away today. And the white
Members were not anxious to have
their picture taken with him, thinking
about all of the efforts that Governor
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Wallace had done at the schoolhouse
door and everyplace else. Yet you had
forgiven him, peace in your heart. He
knew that he had erred, he had asked
for forgiveness and in fact he came
around.

As we read your book, JOHN, and lis-
ten to your words, your wonderful
words about leading the nonviolent ef-
fort, to see the courageous struggle
that you went through and to visit the
sites, whether they be in Montgomery
or Birmingham, to see where Rosa
Parks was taken off that bus, to look
in the church where Dr. King first
spoke or first became a minister, to see
the shrine in the basement of the four
wonderful, beautiful little girls who
were killed with a bomb on a Sunday,
to go through that wonderful museum
in Birmingham, to see really, to touch
the jail cell, to see the bombed-out bus
that you and others had ridden at some
point, to walk through that park, to
see the dogs with their fangs out and to
learn from Bernard Lafayette that in
fact one of the German shepherds had a
gold-plated tooth that the police riled
up when he charged those kids.

We are so thankful for the work that
you did to really help change America
for the better. The reason that this pil-
grimage was so important was for us to
know where we are going, we have got
to know where we have been. We know
where we have been now, those of us
that were not from there, and we know
that we never ever want to go back.
Yet there is work that we have to do.
As Republicans and Democrats, as
Members in this Chamber and the
other and across the country, we have
to make sure that there is no room in
our hearts for hatred, for bigotry or
racism. It is your footsteps and it is
your leadership and it is your grace
that allowed us to see the path that
you took that helps give us the convic-
tion and the courage and the persever-
ance to continue that path.

We are so appreciative of that love
and of that work, JOHN.

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Let me thank
my friend and colleague and each of
you for all of the kind words and every-
thing that you have said tonight. But
you must keep in mind, I was only one
participant in a struggle. It was a com-
munity of participants, not a leader
but just one individual in a community
of individuals participating in a move-
ment. I think our trip has brought us
closer together.

I ran into Mrs. Martin Luther King,
Jr. last Sunday at church. She said to
me, ‘‘JOHN, I was so moved, I was deep-
ly moved, I can never tell you how
moved, to see all those Members of
Congress in Selma, Alabama during the
first weekend in March.’’

I think that is why we have to go
back. I am glad our colleague, Con-
gressman EARL HILLIARD from Ala-
bama, has extended an invitation for us
to come back for the 35th anniversary
of the march from Selma to Mont-
gomery. We must go back. Because I
think in this process, we help America

to become a circle of brothers and sis-
ters, what I like to call, really in the
movement what we call a band of
brothers and sisters, a circle of trust.
We build a sense of community. We
move toward that period and that place
of laying down the burden of race. I
think as we move into the next cen-
tury, we have to be the leaders, saying
that as a Nation and as a people, we
must lay down the burden of race. It is
too heavy a burden for us to bear. I
think what we have displayed tonight
with the help of our good friend Doug
Tanner and Faith and Politics, that it
is something that we can share, not
just with each other but back in our
districts, in our States and for the
whole Nation. If we can build just
pockets of the beloved community,
here on Capitol Hill, here in Wash-
ington, maybe we can build it around
America, and maybe we can bring
peace to the world community.

b 2130

Madam Speaker, I think we got to
keep it going, and this should not be
the end, it should be just the begin-
ning.

Mr. LAHOOD. Madam Speaker, I just
want to say I know there are a lot of
Members who are sitting in their of-
fices reading mail and probably signing
mail and doing all kinds of work, and
what I would say:

The invitation has been extended to
Members for next year to go to Selma
to celebrate the 35th anniversary, and
if there are Members who care about
race relations in America, and if there
are Members who care about improving
race relations in America, and if there
are Members who care about really im-
proving race relations in their own
State, in their own district, I hope they
will talk to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. LEWIS) or any of the rest of us
about the opportunity to go to Selma
next year and celebrate, commemo-
rate, the 35th anniversary. It is a great
opportunity, and it is a great learning
experience.

Mr. UPTON. Madam Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
DICKEY).

Mr. DICKEY. I do not want my col-
leagues to leave yet. But I want to say
something. All this talk about the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS), it
has got some down sides to it, and let
me just tell my colleagues what they
are.

If we build him up so much, he might
choose to come into my district again
and campaign against me. So what I
want to say, JOHN, is you are invited to
come into Pine Bluff, Arkansas, on all
of the even-numbered years, but I do
not want you coming back again.

And another point: The gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. BERRY), which
makes two Arkansans that went on
this trip; there was not any other
State, is not another State that had
two people. Or North Carolina it is? Ex-
cuse me. I will have to say that we
matched North Carolina. But Marion

also campaigned against me in the last
election. I do not know what it is that
is about me, but I want to be serious
about it in this sense: that what we do
politically does not matter; what we do
with the heart does. And the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS) and I
are connected in the heart, and I want
to thank him for that.

And I wanted to talk to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LAHOOD).

Mr. LAHOOD. There are actually two
Members from Ohio, too, just to make
sure.

Mr. DICKEY. Is that right?
Mr. LATOURETTE. Actually there

were three Members from Ohio.
Sherrod Brown, Tom Sawyer and I can
tell you what it is about you that gets
these guys in your district.

Mr. DICKEY. Just because the gen-
tleman is on that side of the aisle does
not allow him to do that.

Mr. LAHOOD. It has something to do
with being from Arkansas. I think that
is what he was getting at.

Mr. UPTON. We had two Members
from the great State of Michigan.

Mr. DICKEY. I just wanted you all to
chime in. That is the only reason I
brought it up.

I want to get into an exchange with
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
LAHOOD) about how, what he thought
of Southerners during this time, and I
will chime in as well.

Mr. LAHOOD. We only have 1 minute
left, and I am afraid that it would not
be enough time for me to explain what
I think about Southerners.

Mr. DICKEY. I am talking about at
that time. I think we got another hour.

Mr. UPTON. Does the gentleman
from Georgia have the next hour? Is
that right? I think we do, so we can go
a few minutes, could we not?

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. UPTON. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members,
and we had many Members on the trip
that were not here tonight, may have 5
legislative days within which to revise
and extend their remarks on the sub-
ject of my special order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
NORTHUP). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am by

profession an educator and a historian, and
from March 5th to March 7th, not only did I
become a student of our nation’s civil rights
history, I saw history come alive during the pil-
grimage to Birmingham, Montgomery and
Selma. To be led by civil rights leader and my
distinguished colleague, Representative JOHN
LEWIS, was an honor in itself.

The events which took place in Alabama
were pivotal in our nation’s civil rights move-
ment. ‘‘Letter from a Birmingham Jail,’’ the
16th Street Baptist Church bombing and the
Bloody Sunday march were crucial experi-
ences to America’s collective psyche. It was
Martin Luther King, Jr., and his devoted sup-
porters who forced Americans to acknowledge
the injustices committed against our fellow
American citizens.

Race relations is extremely, if not more, rel-
evant today. The painful lessons learned in
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Montgomery, Birmingham and Selma continue
to be experienced by minority populations all
over the United States. The struggle for polit-
ical recognition and participation continues not
only in the African-American populations, but
now in the fast-growing Hispanic American
and Asian Pacific Islander American groups. It
is only in the past few decades that we have
seen the mobilization of Hispanic and Asian
Pacific Islander communities, and who knows
what racial-oriented movements will awaken at
the dawn of the next millennium. My point is
that these movements are crucial to our na-
tion’s maturity and diversity, they are integral
to our constant drive to faithfully implement
the democratic principles on which our Con-
stitution is based.

I took my youngest son, Raphael, to Ala-
bama, because I felt that it was crucial for
young generations to learn the history of the
civil rights struggle. The American people did
not achieve the Voting Rights Act or establish
the Civil Rights Division in the Department of
Justice because these were the ‘‘right’’ things
to do to help achieve equality in the United
States. Our young adults must understand that
it was through the toil, and sometimes blood,
of courageous brothers, sisters, mothers, fa-
thers, students and teachers who accom-
plished these feats.

The people of Guam are going through our
own civil rights struggle. We are American citi-
zens, yet we are unable to vote for President.
The opportunity to determine vote for our is-
land’s future political status has been stymied
by numerous political and administrative ob-
stacles.

The Pilgrimage to Alabama would not have
been made possible without the leadership of
Congressman JOHN LEWIS and Congressman
FRED UPTON, without the efforts of Congress-
man EARL HILLIARD, and without the sponsor-
ship of the Faith and Politics Institute. I take
this opportunity to thank them for their diligent
efforts in ‘‘keeping hope alive.’’

I encourage my colleagues to continue to
learn from the lessons taught in Alabama.

Mr. UPTON. I just want to again
thank the Faith in Politics Institute
and the wonderful leadership of Doug
Tanner and a terrific staff who really
planned hours and many weeks to get
this thing done the right way, and it
was done the right way, and I know
that Members will be anxious to go
next year and to expand our circles and
to do whatever we can to help end the
scourge of racism and bigotry across
this land.
f

SUPPORT THE PATIENTS’ BILL OF
RIGHTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, last
Friday House Democrats across the
country called on the Republican lead-
ership to bring the Patients’ Bill of
Rights to the floor for a vote. Over a
hundred Democrats nationwide held
events in their districts to encourage
their constituents to sign on to an
electronic petition urging the Speaker

of the House, DENNIS HASTERT, and
Senate Majority Leader TRENT LOTT to
take immediate action on the Patients’
Bill of Rights. In Washington I joined
with a number of my Democratic col-
leagues from the House in a similar
event before boarding a bus to Phila-
delphia, where we joined President
Clinton at a rally in support of the Pa-
tients’ Bill of Rights. In echoing the
call of the House and Senate Demo-
crats, President Clinton encouraged all
Americans to log on to the Internet
and sign the electronic petition to the
Speaker and Senate majority leader.
So far 13,600 people have signed this pe-
tition.

The reason, Madam Speaker, so
many people have already signed the
petition I think is clear. The managed
care issue was left unfinished in the
105th Congress. On the House side the
Patients’ Bill of Rights was defeated by
just five votes when it came to the
floor, and it was considered on the
floor as a substitute to the Republican
leadership’s managed care bill, which
did pass and which in my opinion was a
very bad piece of legislation. This Re-
publican managed care reform or so-
called managed care reform was a thin-
ly-veiled attempt to protect the insur-
ance industry from managed care re-
form, and not a single Democrat voted
for it, and I think it was a show of soli-
darity on the Democrats’ part that
none of us voted for that what I con-
sider very unfair bill which would not
have done anything to reform managed
care.

Last Friday’s event illustrates that
support amongst Democrats for passing
the Patients’ Bill of Rights is as strong
as ever, and let me assure my col-
leagues that it needs to be. The Repub-
lican leadership in the House has re-
introduced a bill that is virtually iden-
tical to what it moved last year, and
on the Senate side the so-called HELP
committee recently approved a sham
managed care bill that does not allow
patients to sue insurance companies,
but does allow insurance companies,
not doctors and patients, to define
medical necessity.

Attempts to improve this bill were
rebuffed by Republicans, who rejected
20 to 22 amendments offered by Demo-
crats. Amendments rejected by Repub-
licans included proposals to expand the
access to emergency room care, expand
access to specialists, establish min-
imum hospital stays for women under-
going mastectomies for breast cancer,
and to provide access to clinical trials
where appropriate for patients with
life-threatening conditions.

I wanted to talk a little bit tonight
about an editorial that followed up on
the Democrats and what the Demo-
crats and the President were empha-
sizing last Friday. The New York
Times made observations in an edi-
torial on Saturday that were very simi-
lar to what I said tonight and basically
noted just how hollow the Republican
approach to managed care reform is,
and I would quote from the New York
Times editorial on Saturday:

‘‘Just about everyone on Capitol Hill
professes interest in producing legisla-
tion that protects patients from unfair
health practices, reads the editorial,’’
and it goes on, ‘‘yet it is the Demo-
cratic proposal that more fully reflects
the recommendations of a presidential
advisory commission to improve health
plan quality. The Senate Republican
bill is too limited to accomplish this
purpose.’’

Listing the myriad of problems with
the Senate Republican bill, the New
York Times editorial goes on to note,
and I quote, that most of its provisions
would apply only to 48 million individ-
uals covered by plans in which large
employers act as their insurers, leaving
110 million people in other plans unpro-
tected. And the New York Times notes
that the Republicans in the Senate
have drawn a completely arbitrary line
between people who get their insurance
from their employer and people who do
not, and for reasons that I cannot ex-
plain, Republicans think only people
who get their insurance from their em-
ployer should be entitled to patient
protections.

The protections that are afforded to
individuals who qualify, moreover,
under the Senate Republican bill con-
stitute no protection at all, and again
I refer to the New York Times editorial
on Saturday which notes that, quote,
‘‘Appeals to an external reviewer will
be allowed only when an insurer re-
fused to pay for a procedure on the
grounds that it was not medically nec-
essary or is experimental. Because the
Republican bill would allow insurance
plans to define what treatment is medi-
cally necessary, this provision is abso-
lutely meaningless for patients. In
fact, it is worse than the current law,
because if you set up an external ap-
peals process that uses the plan’s defi-
nition of medical necessity, that would
even make it more difficult to hold
health plans accountable for their ac-
tions. It basically adds another layer of
bureaucracy that patients have to con-
front before they go to court.’’

Other shortcomings, and I am not
going to go through all them, Madam
Speaker, but other shortcomings noted
by the New York Times editorial in-
clude the Republicans’ failure to guar-
antee access to specialists and the fail-
ure to allow patients to sue health
plans.

For all of these reasons, this New
York Times editorial concludes that
the Democrats’ Patients’ Bill of
Rights, quote, ‘‘would be substantially
stronger in allowing external review of
coverage of disputes, in defining med-
ical necessity, and in giving enrollees
greater rights to take health plans to
court.’’ And the fact of the matter is,
Madam Speaker, the Patients’ Bill of
Rights would be substantially stronger
in every other aspect of managed care
reform as well.

The point I am trying to make, and I
think the point that we, as Democrats,
were trying to make on Friday with
our press conference and our rally with
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the President and our petition on the
Internet is that there is a pronounced
difference between what the Democrats
are proposing with the Patients’ Bill of
Rights and the sham managed care re-
form that has been brought up by the
Republican leadership.

Now given all that, I want to say
that the biggest problem we have is of
course getting the Patients’ Bill of
Rights passed, and the obstacles are
substantial. The insurance industry is
working hand-in-hand with the Repub-
lican leadership to duplicate last year’s
successful effort to kill managed care
reform. Industry opponents of the Pa-
tients’ Bill of Rights recently launched
two separate million-dollar advertising
campaigns to undercut support for
managed care reform, and the House
Republican leadership looks like they
are just attempting another dog and
pony show to somehow indicate that
they care about this issue.

The latest information, and this is
the thing that most upsets me, the ru-
mors flying around Capitol Hill, are
that instead of a comprehensive man-
aged care reform, the Republicans may
bring up different patient protections
in pieces, bits and pieces over the next
2 years. In other words, instead of
bringing the Patients’ Bill of Rights to
the floor, they would bring a bill that
would only deal with emergency room
care or external appeals or whatever.

This approach really should concern
everyone that supports managed care
reform because it is a means by which
the Republicans hope to avoid a debate
on the significant aspects of managed
care reform, like the right to sue, like
medical necessity. In other words, they
are trying to claim that they are doing
something about managed care reform,
and they are really not. If this piece-
meal approach is adopted, we should be
very concerned because I think that
the issue of managed care reform is
going to be ignored. The issues that the
public really cares about will be left off
the table essentially.

Madam Speaker, I think it is impor-
tant that we keep raising this issue,
that we cannot deal with managed care
reform in a piecemeal way. We have to
deal with it in a comprehensive way.
That is what the Democrats are doing,
that is what we will continue to do as
we move forward over the next few
weeks and keep pushing to have this
bill be brought to the floor.

And I have some of my colleagues
that are here joining with me tonight.
Some of them were at the rally that we
had in Washington and came on the
bus. Others had events in their dis-
tricts on Friday to indicate support
and to get people to sign on to the
Internet and on to the petition that we
have.

I first would yield to the gentle-
woman from North Carolina, who has
been very active as a cochair of our
Democratic Health Care Task Force on
this issue.

Mrs. CLAYTON. I thank the gen-
tleman from New Jersey for having

this special session where we can dis-
cuss and share with the Nation, but
also share with our colleagues the sig-
nificance of our bill.

I just wanted to share with you and
those who are listening that I have
heard from many of my constituents
who have expressed their support for
the Patients’ Bill of Rights legislation.
One told me of a disturbing story. My
constituent was suffering with chest
pain and needed to go to an emergency
room immediately. By having done so
without prior approval from his insur-
ance provider, he was forced to pay his
bill himself.

Another constituent shared a story
about a child who was born with an
otherwise preventable disease. The
HMO doctor received financial incen-
tive to delay the treatment, resulting
in serious repercussion to the infant
and his family. Still another told a
story of his wife who had mastectomy
and then was told she had to leave the
hospital the very day, even though the
anesthesia had not worn off.

These are really not made-up stories,
they are stories that happen over and
over again. They are real-life experi-
ences happening to the least among us,
happen to ordinary people, the people
you would not think of.

We need management care reform
now. We need a Patients’ Bill of Rights
now. Currently managed care is erod-
ing the protection that we are supposed
to be guaranteed. What can we in Con-
gress do to restore what we set out to
do in the first place? Well, our goal
should be to provide health care for all
people across this country.

Make no mistake about what we talk
about here is not really health care re-
form, but it is significant, it is signifi-
cant. This is a national challenge that
will grow out of control if we do not
begin to at least do what we can do by
having managed care.

We need managed care because to
make it more accountable and afford-
able and accessible for all people. We
also need health care for those people
uninsured, and I want to make sure as
we talk about the Patients’ Bill of
Rights, we should not misunderstand
that the number of people who are un-
insured has grown since 1994, not less.
So the Patients’ Bill of Rights is really
trying to make sure those of us who
are fortunate enough to have insur-
ance, to hold accountable the insur-
ance company.

So, the first step towards this goal
must be, indeed the first step at least,
the first step should be to pass the Pa-
tients’ Bill of Rights. That is a con-
gressional challenge. We have an op-
portunity here.

So H.R. 350 ensures that treatment
decisions are made by a patient’s doc-
tor, not an insurance company. The in-
surance company should not tell you
that you are able to leave the hospital
after an operation. Your doctor should
tell you that. With this Patients’ Bill
of Rights, the insurance company will
no longer be able to control the length

of stay in the hospital. This bill holds
managed care plans accountable when
their decision to withhold or limit care
injures patients.
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This bill allows patients to seek an
outside specialist at no additional cost,
whenever the specialists, in their plan,
cannot meet their medical needs. This
bill extends important protection for
women in managed care.

Women will be able to stay in the
hospital for more than one day when
they have a mastectomy or need to
have other procedures that require
that. This bill gives women direct ac-
cess to OB/GYN services without limi-
tation.

Furthermore, patients have the right
under this bill to appeal denials on lim-
itations of care to an external inde-
pendent entity whenever their life or
health is jeopardized.

To achieve the type of health care
that is suitable to all, we must provide
health care efficiently and effectively
while continuously minimizing costs.

The Patients’ Bill of Rights is a very
reasonable proposal for managed care
reform. This bill ensures that patients
have rights. Patients deserve to have
rights.

Other bills being pushed do not ad-
dress most of the issues contained in
H.R. 358, especially not the Patient’s
Protection Act which was passed in the
105th Congress.

If we are going to support a managed
care reform, it should really, truly be
reform and we should do it right. Let
us not repeat what happened last Con-
gress.

Think about the people, all the peo-
ple, not just a few.

Health care professionals support the
Patients’ Bill of Rights. Many con-
sumers and individual groups support
the Patients’ Bill of Rights. I support
the Patients’ Bill of Rights and I urge
all of my colleagues on both sides to
join me in ensuring that patients re-
ceive what they deserve. Their con-
stituents throughout America cer-
tainly are telling them that.

Let us meet the national challenge.
Our challenge is indeed to provide
health care for all of our citizens
across the country, for those who have
insurance coverage, although inad-
equate and unaffordable and especially
those who have no insurance at all. We
must give people the rights they de-
serve. We must give people the rights
they deserve and should have. Let us
meet our congressional challenge by
taking the first step, by passing the
Patients’ Bill of Rights.

On February 9, when those who were
in Washington going to Philadelphia,
we began our crusade across the Nation
but we began it in North Carolina.

In the First Congressional District,
we used a four county telecommuni-
cation. I communicated with four peo-
ple on the Internet. Not the Internet,
but information highway, to tell them
about the Internet.
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I had doctors there, nurses there. I

had patients there. On one site I had 45
people. On the other site I had 32 peo-
ple. On another site, I had 19 people
and another site I had only seven peo-
ple. Not only that, we also talked to
doctors’ offices at the same time.

We had doctors’ offices signing their
patients up. We had hospitals signing
their patients up. We went to the po-
lice department and talked to the chief
of police. He had his 78 people sign up.
We went to the social services depart-
ment and asked, are you insured? Do
you have health insurance? Do you
care about this? Of course they cared
about it.

Teachers cared about that. We went
to our churches the day following that
and said if they did not have a com-
puter there is a computer in the
church. Tell your people to sign up. We
told them use this technology. Go to
your libraries.

It was a tremendous success. My un-
derstanding, to date there are more
than 13,000, but I want to say I know
that in North Carolina we knew at the
end of Friday we had over 750 people, so
now we ought to have over 1,000.

North Carolina is not the only one in
it. It is an easy process. When people
understand this, indeed they want to
sign on, but we need to do more.

See, this bill represents managed
care reform, but we also need health
care reform. At least we ought to do
this and do it right.

Madam Speaker, I encourage all my
colleagues to join me in supporting and
ensuring that patients, patients, have a
real bill of rights. Apparently that is
what the people want and indeed that
is what the people deserve.

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I
wanted to thank the gentlewoman
from North Carolina (Mrs. CLAYTON)
for her comments.

Let me say, the gentlewoman has
said it so well that this is really a com-
mon-sense approach. There is nothing
miraculous here. If people understand
what we are talking about with these
patient protections, they want to sign
the petition, they agree with us. I
think that is what the gentlewoman
and so many of our colleagues saw last
week when they participated in this pe-
tition drive.

The gentlewoman said it so well.
There are actually HMOs, good HMOs I
should say, who actually support these
patient protections. Some of them im-
plemented some of the patient protec-
tions. Then there are other bad ones
that have not. So we do not want to as-
sume that this is not something that
even some of the HMOs support, to be
honest. Physicians support it.

One of the interesting things, be-
cause I know that the gentlewoman
has been involved with the Indian Phy-
sicians Association, IPA; they were
here a couple of weeks ago, just before
our holiday break, and spoke to a lot of
us, and it was interesting because some
of the physicians and some of the peo-
ple that were at that Indian physicians

day also owned HMOs and they were
very supportive of the Patients’ Bill of
Rights.

So I think, as the gentlewoman
points out, if we get the word out, peo-
ple understand it and they want to sup-
port this bill. They want to sign the pe-
tition. They want Republicans to bring
this bill to the floor.

The other thing I wanted to mention,
and I think the gentlewoman is so
right when she talks about, we are
dealing here with managed care re-
form, but there is the larger issue of
the uninsured and so many people that
no longer are insured that even were
insured a few years ago. Again, I kind
of feel like I am preaching to the choir
because the gentlewoman has been in-
volved with our health care task force
for a long time now, and we tried to ad-
dress the problem of the uninsured un-
fortunately in a piecemeal way.

I do not like piecemeal approaches
for managed care reform any more
than I do for trying to cover every-
body. I would rather have universal
health care coverage, but ever since
the President brought forth a proposal
and the insurance companies fought
that so hard and killed it 4 or 5 years
ago, we have had to try to deal with
coverage in a piecemeal way.

We did the Kennedy–Kassebaum bill.
We did the Kids Health Care Initiative.
We had the Near Elderly Initiative. I
know that the gentlewoman has been
involved with all of these things as
part of our task force. Those things
have had some success, but again they
show that a piecemeal approach is not
adequate. There really cannot be a
piecemeal approach to managed care
reform or to health insurance coverage.

But again the political realities set
in, so we do the best we can.

So I am glad the gentlewoman men-
tioned it because it is obviously true.
There are more people uninsured today
than there were 5 years ago.

Madam Speaker, let me point out
that it is the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Ms. DELAURO) who started
this whole petition drive that was so
successful last Friday. She came up
with the idea of having the bus trip to
Philadelphia with the President’s rally
and having our Members around the
country deal with this on the Internet
so effectively. It was a tremendous suc-
cess, and I want to congratulate her for
doing it.

Ms. DELAURO. Madam Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. PALLONE. I yield to the gentle-
woman from Connecticut.

Ms. DELAURO. Madam Speaker, I
want to thank my colleague from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) for yielding. I am
proud to join with the gentleman.

Before my colleague, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Mrs.
CLAYTON) leaves the floor, it was really
very exciting. We had Members every-
where doing things, and the use of the
technology not only to be on the Inter-
net superhighway, but to use tele-
communication or teleconferencing to

gather in people just speaks volumes
about what it is that we can do to
reach out to people in this country.

Mrs. CLAYTON. Madam Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PALLONE. I yield to the gentle-
woman from North Carolina.

Mrs. CLAYTON. Madam Speaker, I
just want to say how the interaction
works. My colleague, the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. CAPPS) is on our
health task force and she brought up
the idea of using the nurses. Well, I
want to say in our conference I hap-
pened to have one conference on the
university campus, so I extended it out
to the school of nursing. The dean
came over and brought others, and the
American Cancer Association. So we
were able to use it.

One place we had at a community
college where the university people
came over. Another place, we had an-
other community college we had rel-
atively very few, about nine people, but
they had gone out and gotten 60 names
of people who wanted to participate. So
those seven people multiplied almost
five times.

So I want to thank the gentlewoman
for thinking of this idea. I would not
have thought of using the nurses if she
hadn’t mentioned it.

I want to thank the gentlewoman
from Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO) for
being creative and forcing me to use
the technology we have. This is a
unique way of getting the grass-roots
participation, using technology, de-
mocracy at its best, I think, for what-
ever cause. This certainly is a worthy
cause so I thank the gentlewoman for
that.

Ms. DELAURO. There were kind of
two bites at the apple. One was the old
fashioned highway where we get on the
bus, which was great. It was a really
terrific experience. The press con-
ference here was great. Then using the
Internet, and the extent to which our
colleagues all over the country partici-
pated, it was just the beginning, which
is really what is very exciting about it
because I think that people understand
that they can engage, that they really
can be a part of what is happening and
their voices can be heard in this body.

I think that that is one way of pro-
viding the best of the opportunities for
the public to participate in the process
of formulating good public policy,
which is what essentially we are trying
to do here.

I just would make one more point be-
cause the other thing, and both of my
colleagues, the gentlewoman from
North Carolina (Mrs. CLAYTON) and the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) mentioned this, when one
thinks about it, just only a few years
ago we were really consumed with the
notion of how we were going to insure
at that time the 38 million or 39 mil-
lion people in this country who were
uninsured, and today, quite frankly, we
are just trying to deal with a holding
action for people who do have insur-
ance and making sure that they have
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the access that they need and are pro-
vided with the health care that they
are paying for.

We have kind of been sidetracked
from looking at folks who do not have
any insurance yet, and what we need to
be doing is to try to deal with both
parts of this equation, because it is so
serious.

The whole point of all of this is just
to say to patients and to people who
have health insurance today that the
decisions that are going to be made re-
garding your health care are decisions
that are going to be made by physi-
cians, by doctors, by health providers,
in conjunction with you, the patient,
and you are going to have a voice in
this effort as well. It is not going to be
an area in which the bureaucrats are
going to have the final say.

My colleagues have gone through all
of the parts of this effort and what is
involved. This is very simple. It is very
basic. It is a common-sense approach
to health care, and that is if one needs
emergency room care, they can get
emergency room care. If one happens
to have a specialist and is being treat-
ed for an illness and it happens that
their employer changes the insurance
coverage, that in fact they are guaran-
teed a continuity of the care that they
have received and they can continue to
see the physicians that were taking
care of them under one particular plan
and they can continue that under an-
other plan.

We have all been the recipient of
countless numbers of people who have
told us the horror stories that they are
going through, which is why this piece
of legislation enjoys such a breadth of
support.
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It enjoys a breadth of support on
both sides of the aisle, except that we
have found that this body, for some
strange reason, and I do not fathom it,
and the President commented on it on
Friday in Philadelphia, which is the
fact that we have to resort to going the
route of a petition nationally to get
people to make their voices heard, to
bring to life that which they believe
out there on both sides of the aisle, be-
cause illness and health care is not a
partisan issue, it affects everyone.

In fact, we have not had the oppor-
tunity in this body to be able to de-
bate, to talk about, to in fact have the
kind of attention brought to this issue
that needs to be brought to it because
in some way the leadership of this
House has been blocking the passage of
the Patients’ Bill of Rights, when in
fact there is tremendous and strong
support for this effort nationwide.

So what we have done is that we
kicked off this nationwide online peti-
tion drive, and I would just say that
now, with the click of a mouse, and in
the article that came out about my
participation in this effort, the report
is wonderful in a sense of the kind of,
I should be more technologically com-
petent, but this is a way to get engaged

in it. I was fumbling around with the
mouse to get it right. My kids, our
kids, all of our kids and young people
can do this in a heartbeat, but that is
what we have to do. We have to take
advantage of the opportunities to be
able to use this.

We also had people that joined with
us on Friday and over the weekend,
health care providers. More than 40
medical and patient advocacy organi-
zations took up the call for strong
HMO reform, but they put the petition
drive on their websites.

I want to urge my colleagues here to-
night, those of us who engaged in these
efforts, and there were about 80 or
more Members who engaged in this ef-
fort, that individually we need to sign
up and to make our voices heard. We
can do that in a very, very easy way.
We are thankful to Families USA for
allowing us to engage in the website.
That is, House Members need to just do
www.FamiliesUSA.org, so that we indi-
vidually can make our voices heard on
this issue and sign up.

I want to mention the reason we
went to Philadelphia, because I think
it is important. There was real sym-
bolism in going to Philadelphia. It is
basically where our Bill of Rights was
founded, our Declaration of Independ-
ence, our Constitution. This is where
our Founding Fathers had a vision for
this Nation and the laws that this Na-
tion would rest on.

It is unfortunate that our health care
system comes up short when it is meas-
ured against the standards that were
established at the birth of this great
Nation. The Republican leadership in
this House want to have a Declaration
of Independence, but they do not want
to have the Constitution as part of it.

The Constitution, we can declare our
support for a Patients’ Bill of Rights,
but we have to establish the laws to
make it a reality. That is what our job
is here today. That is what we are
about, is to try to establish the laws
that make this a reality. Without that,
we are not going to be successful. With-
out those laws, that is not what our
Founding Fathers wanted, and it is not
good enough for our families today.

What we have to do is to take into
consideration the health and well-being
of the people we represent. That is
what this effort is all about. We are
going to continue to make the case. We
will continue to have our colleagues
and their own communities try to use
whatever outreach mechanisms they
can to engage the people in this coun-
try; to say to the people, and as the
President said to the folks in Philadel-
phia, but more to the country, we need
to have your voices in this process.
That is the way in which our govern-
ment works. That is what our democ-
racy is about. That is why we have
tried to engage in this effort.

I think it was a good effort. We had
a lot of fun doing it on Friday, but it
was only the beginning and the outset
of the process.

I want to thank my colleagues for
joining in tonight, and my colleague,

the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) for holding this special order
so we could carry on the debate and the
discussion. I thank him very much.

Mr. PALLONE. I want to thank the
gentlewoman. Let me just say that she
made a good point. She talked about
the bus and the grass roots effort and
the Internet, but she also made the
point that it is kind of too bad that we
have to do all of this.

The reason, and I am going to be very
partisan about it, the reason is because
the Republican leadership refuses to
bring this bill up. We all remember
very well that in the last session of
Congress the only way we were able to
get a vote on the issue at all was be-
cause of a discharge petition. We actu-
ally had to get the majority of Mem-
bers of the House, or close to it, on a
discharge petition, because they would
not consider the bill in committee.
They would not have any discussion or
hearings on it. Only through the forced
mechanism, if you will, of the dis-
charge petition were we able to bring it
up. It is true that there are some Re-
publicans on the other side that sup-
port us, but their leadership will not
bring it up.

I go back to what we discussed ear-
lier, which is that the reason for that I
am convinced is because of the insur-
ance industry. It is the money and the
power and the influence of the insur-
ance industry on the Republican lead-
ership that makes it impossible for this
to come up, or that is the reason it is
not coming up.

I resent the fact that over the last
few weeks the industry has doubled its
efforts now, with the ads on TV, with
the ads in the print media, and basi-
cally we are seeing the same thing we
saw last year to try to kill this bill.

The thing that is incredible about it,
one of the things they were alleging in
some of the ads I saw was about the
cost. They keep saying that if we have
these patient protections, it is going to
cost too much.

One of the things that I did not men-
tion about the New York Times edi-
torial, which was right on point, I
thought, it was in the next day after
our rally, was that they say at the very
end, it says, ‘‘The insurance lobby is
already embarked on a media blitz to
defeat any new regulations as too cost-
ly. But consumer protections under the
Democratic plan would increase the
health plan costs by only a tolerable
2.8 percent, according to Congressional
Budget Office estimates made last
year, or slightly more if lawsuits
against ERISA plans are permitted in
state court. Health plans should be
made to deliver what they promised,
their enrollees, and held accountable
when they fail.’’

The bottom line is that every indica-
tion we have seen in every State that
has passed some of these protections on
a State level is that it has either no in-
creased costs, or so minimal that it
makes it not even relevant. I just re-
sent the fact that this insurance indus-
try advertising campaign and blitz is
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trying to basically throw out false-
hoods about what we are doing here
today.

Ms. DELAURO. Just a final com-
ment, because we have so many folks
on the floor to speak tonight.

The fact is that with accountability,
it is, again, common sense. If there is a
particular entity that is going to en-
gage in a medical decision and partici-
pate in that decision, and by some
manner, by something it goes wrong,
where there is an error, and to be a par-
ticipant in that decision and then to
say that you have no responsibility
just does not make any sense.

You cannot have it both ways. You
cannot be initiating medical decisions,
making them on procedures, on pre-
scription drugs, on the whole variety of
areas, and then, if something goes
wrong, then, my gosh, you can walk
away and say, I have no culpability at
all, no responsibility. That is not right,
and that is, I think, one of the prime
reasons why there is so much of a re-
sistance to bringing this effort up.

But people who in good faith are the
recipients of those medical decisions,
by whomever they are made, need to
have an opportunity to redress any-
thing that may go wrong with those de-
cisions.

Mr. PALLONE. I agree.
Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-

tlewoman from California (Mrs.
CAPPS), who again is a member of our
task force, and has heightened this
issue so many times for us, for her col-
leagues in the House.

Mrs. CAPPS. I want to thank my col-
league, the gentleman from New Jersey
(Mr. FRANK PALLONE), and to say what
a pleasure it is to be here with fellow
colleagues from around the country,
really; North Carolina we have heard
from, and Connecticut, and we will be
hearing from Texas and other places.

Mr. Speaker, last Friday I joined a
nationwide effort to build support for
the Patients’ Bill of Rights. It was a
privilege to do this, and to know that I
was in concert with our efforts in my
district out in the Central Coast of
California, where I was in line with and
online with those around the country
in what we might call an old-fashioned
petition drive, democracy in action.

I was at one of the excellent institu-
tions of higher learning in my district,
and took advantage of state-of-the-art
computer facilities and was able to
lead an online grass roots petition
drive to encourage students to speak
out on the importance of managed care
reform.

We went to Santa Barbara City Col-
lege, and the school of nursing was our
host there, and invited other students
to join us. We had quite a lively discus-
sion as we logged on, because we began
to talk about the fact that this is de-
mocracy in action, and this is the way
that citizens of all ages, young stu-
dents as well as middle-aged students
and older people, could hear and dis-
cuss together the issues, but also make
their wishes known to their representa-

tives, not just their individual one, but
to the leadership of this House, and to
those of us in Congress who are in a po-
sition to take action on behalf of these,
our constituents.

The computer lab stayed open, as it
is available for all students. After our
discussion was concluded and we had
finished, it only takes a minute to do
this, then people could go on their way
and spread the word, and others could
come in during the day. They talked
about going home and telling their
families about this opportunity that
they would have as well.

So my hat is off to nursing students
and my nurse friends there at City Col-
lege and the other institutions that
have allowed this to happen, the Learn-
ing Resource Center there.

As we were talking about the need to
do this action in Congress, it came up,
why? What has happened? How come it
is out of whack and out of control the
way it is?

In California, managed care has been
a way of life for a great number of
years. We began to think back, and it
came into being, the HMO, as a way to
counteract, and I was a nurse there for
a long time in the schools, and I recall
that all of us as patients, nurses, what-
ever our role, we are familiar with the
high cost of health care, and that it
began to rise so exponentially in the
seventies and eighties, and there really
was a need to curb it. It looked like a
good thing was happening.

So as I have tried to get a handle on
it and explain it to my student friends
the other day, I describe it as a pen-
dulum swung out of control to too high
cost, at one point, and then swinging
too far the other way as the excesses,
really, of managed care have now come
home to hit us, and to hit so many peo-
ple really personally and tragically, or
in serious ways.

Our job is to bring the pendulum
back to the center again. Of course, the
center is patient care; the need for the
consumer, the patient, and that rela-
tionship with the doctor or other
health care provider that is the heart
of what health care is all about. It is a
picture, too.

Some of the students said, well, they
wanted to institute prevention and
have opportunities for learning about
taking care of our bodies, and learning
about how to really be effective and re-
sponsible health care consumers.

Yes, in the beginning we had a lot of
this impetus, but again, as the cost-
cutting has come into play so strongly
it has seemed that many of these good
ideas that we saw, and perhaps still do,
have fallen by the wayside. Now we
hear about only so many visits for
physical therapy, or so many opportu-
nities. It is not with the patient’s need
or well-being in mind, even within the
setting of managed costs, but this is
really too far into that corner.

I have been hearing from constitu-
ents as long as I have been in office,
and before that as a nurse in the school
district I heard from families, about

their real issues and about where these
decisions need to be made. These voices
of my constituents and others here
need to be heard in Congress. We need
to take action on behalf of patients and
the recipients of health care.

I heard stories on Friday at Santa
Barbara City College of even young
people already having medical neces-
sity determined by the insurance pro-
vider, and seeking redress and not
being able to find it. They are frus-
trated. They want to express their con-
cerns.

Medical decisions need to be made by
patients and their doctors. Patients
need to have all the information they
need to make these critical decisions.
There are some plain truths in health
care.

Mr. Speaker, this historic measure
will guarantee patients basic rights by
allowing people to choose their doctor,
to end oppressive gag rules so patients
have access to all critical treatment
options, and to establish medical ne-
cessity, to have medical standards for
quality of care.

Most importantly, this bill will hold
HMOs accountable by giving patients
critical legal recourse when insurance
companies deny necessary medical cov-
erage. If patients can sue their doctors
for poor care, they should be able to
sue insurance bureaucrats who deter-
mine medical decisions.

Mr. Speaker, last week we saw people
all across the country and in my dis-
trict take part in a movement to re-
store common sense to health care.
These people have often felt isolated
from the political process. They could
log onto the Internet as a means of
raising their voices. So far, thousands
of people across the country have
logged onto the Families USA website,
and this will continue as citizens
across the country want to lend their
support to the Patients’ Bill of Rights.

b 2215

The American people have spoken
and they are speaking, and now Con-
gress needs to listen to them. I thank
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE) for giving me the oppor-
tunity to share my experience.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman and she talked about
the preventive nature of these patient
protections, and I think that is so true.
And I think also one of reasons why we
find that they do not increase costs is
because they are prevention and ulti-
mately they reduce costs. In fact, even
the right to sue, which was mentioned,
every time we have looked at this in
the States that have implemented
these kinds of patient protections and
allowed the ability to sue, it even
serves as a preventive measure because
the HMOs take precautions because
they do not want to be sued and they
do not want to have huge damages re-
covered against them.

It is very important for us to keep
that in mind, that all of this is preven-
tive and ultimately that is why it does
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not cost additional money and I think
in the long run saves money.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
who has been involved in the Kids
Health Care Initiative and Kennedy–
Kassebaum and now the Patients’ Bill
of Rights.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for his
leadership and the wiseness of this spe-
cial order and I enjoyed hearing my
colleague from North Carolina, my col-
league from Connecticut, and now Cali-
fornia; and I will soon be hearing from
my colleague from Texas. We all must
have had some sort of signal on this
issue.

I know of the great leadership of the
gentlewoman from California (Mrs.
CAPPS) and her long years of service as
a nurse. In fact, we were so happy to
have her involvement and instruction
to us on this very important issue even
as a newer Member of Congress, and we
appreciate it.

The reason why I think we have ESP
is that I went to a school of nursing in
my district, having been raised by a
nurse. My mother was involved in hos-
pital work for many, many years, and I
knew that her prime concern was the
care of the patient.

This is one of the most common-
sense bills I have ever read. And I want
all who are listening to know that we
who are speaking have read it and be-
lieve that it is only fair to put ‘‘pa-
tient’’ back in health care and medical
care. And that is what the Patients’
Bill of Rights does.

It was so refreshing to be at the Prai-
rie View A&M College of Nursing with
Dean Brathwaite and Professor Ber-
nard and others and to see 60 or so
nursing students, including, I am told,
one of the largest classes of male nurs-
ing students, talk about their concern
about patient care.

So we began the process by educating
and discussing these elements, how im-
portant it is for these young nurses to
have the ability to be part of the deci-
sion-making process, to listen to the
patient, to share the patient’s informa-
tion with the physician and let that be
the prime decider of how their health
care should be determined, rather than
a bureaucrat sitting behind a desk and,
I hate to say it, maybe using the Inter-
net or the computer to say no because
we are trying to use the Internet for a
good reason. But I have heard from so
many of my constituents to say that
they just got a cold call saying they
cannot have this service, they cannot
have this specialty service.

One of the issues that I think is so
very important in the Patients’ Bill of
Rights for women is the direct access
to obstetricians and gynecologists.
Heretofore, we have had to spend a
long time arguing about the impor-
tance of the OB/GYN relationship be-
tween patient and physician. Unfortu-
nately, this is only made clearer in the
Patients’ Bill of Rights by way of giv-
ing the woman an option of seeing a

family physician for general health
concern and access to an OB/GYN for
routine annual examinations.

One of the most devastating cancers
is ovarian cancer, and in a recent arti-
cle it was determined that there is a
new test that could be utilized on a
yearly basis for women to catch ovar-
ian cancer early. In the present health
structure that would be a distant op-
portunity or possibility for women now
who may not have direct access to
their OB/GYN.

This fits very well, this Patients’ Bill
of Rights, with this new medical find,
this new technology, to provide an
early detection of ovarian cancer. This
works out perfectly because it gives
women the access to their OB/GYN.

This idea of not being able to have an
immediate review when it has been de-
nied does not make sense. Patients are
fishing for someone who they can ask.
Their child needs this service, they
need a specialist. I think the Patients’
Bill of Rights is common sense. It is
common sense not to discriminate
against someone because of race, color,
ethnicity, religion, age, mental or
physical disability, sexual orientation,
genetic orientation, or source of pay-
ment.

The Patients’ Bill of Rights answers
the concerns of so many Americans
who have said they have been denied
because they have a prior or previous
existing disability; they have been de-
nied because of age, and no one tells
them that it is age, but they have a
guess that that is the reason why they
have been denied; because they live in
a certain community, which may be
urban or rural; they may come from a
certain racial background.

We know in certain racial popu-
lations there are histories of high blood
pressure. In the African-American com-
munity, histories of stroke. And, there-
fore, these individuals have found
themselves being subject to denials for
coverage because of certain traits that
are obviously not within their power
sometimes to change.

So I was very pleased to be able to
join with the student nurses at the
Prairie View A&M University College
of Nursing to join on April 9, Friday, as
many were in Philadelphia and Wash-
ington. I hope that the gentleman from
New Jersey got the word that we were
signing on on the Internet. The nursing
students could not wait.

We also announced that the Texas
Association of Nurses added their name
to the list of supporters of the Pa-
tients’ Bill of Rights along, of course,
with the American Medical Association
and the National Nursing Association
as well. We were so enthusiastic that if
the gentleman would beg our pardon,
we were going to combine new tech-
nology with old fashioned ways.

Friday, this coming week, we are
going to announce an effort in our
churches so that churches on Sundays
will be able to have handwritten peti-
tions. They may not be able to sign up
on the computers on Sundays when the

members come to church, but we will
have handwritten petitions that we
will be adding to the superhighway and
they are looking forward to doing that
in my district. So I welcome that. I do
not want to deny anyone the oppor-
tunity to sign up and we are going to
have that effort.

I thank the gentleman from New Jer-
sey very much for holding this special
order. Let me encourage my colleagues
in a bipartisan way, in the spirit of
Hershey which I participated in, let us
ensure that the 61 percent of patients
who complained about the decreased
amount of time they spend with their
doctors get relief. Let us ensure that
the 59 percent who complained about
the difficulty in seeing medical special-
ists get relief. And let us ensure that
the 51 percent who complained about
the decreased quality of health care for
the sick get relief.

Mr. Speaker, the way to get relief is
if we pass this Patients’ Bill of Rights
in a nonpartisan or bipartisan manner
and respond to the health crisis that is
going on in America.

With that, I thank the gentleman
again for giving me this opportunity.
Certainly, I want to join in acknowl-
edging and thanking the gentlewoman
from Connecticut (Ms. DELAURO) for
this idea, and hoping that we will see
the fruits of our labor very, very soon.

I rise today to add my voice in support of
the Patients’ Bill of Rights. The Patients’ Bill of
Rights sets a Federal standard to ensure that
Americans will have basic consumer protec-
tion in their health care plans.

Last Friday, like many of my Colleagues, I
met with the nursing students of the Prairie
View A&M University College of Nursing
where we discussed the negative imput of the
present HMO structure on their ability to give
patient care. We must reform managed care
so the patients’ needs are first priority and not
the whines on of an HMO adminsitrator.

Those students and staff along with myself
enthusiastically signed onto the Internet to
push for their bill to come to the floor. We
must pass a Patients’ Bill of Rights this ses-
sion.

I support the Patients’ Bill of Rights because
I believe Americans deserve quality health
care from their managed care plans. I have re-
ceived many letters from constituents that ex-
press their dissatisfaction with the care that
they received from HMOs.

Texans and all Americans want a Patients’
Bill of Rights because we want quality care
from HMOs. A Kaiser Family Foundation study
found that 73 percent of voters believe that
patients should be able to hold managed care
plans accountable for wrongful delays or deni-
als.

The same study also found that 61 percent
of patients complained about the decreased
amount of time doctors spend with patients;
59 percent complained about the difficulty in
seeing medical specialists; and 51 percent de-
creased the quality of health care for the sick.

There are 13 essential consumer protec-
tions contained in the Patients’ Bill of Rights.
Some of the basic tenets include:

Oversight through Federal and State gov-
ernments and other entities to monitor the
quality of care given to patients. Patients -
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should know that there is active oversight, and
not rubber-stamping of the care they receive.

Direct access to Obstetricians and Gyne-
cologists for women. The unique health needs
of women should be addressed in any health
care plan. Women should have the option to
see a family physician for general health con-
cerns and access to an OB/Gyn for routine
annual examinations.

Uniform licensing standards for all health
plans. All plans should meet national stand-
ards of care and should be licensed to operate
in the states where they do business.

Nondiscrimination in the delivery of services
on the basis of race, color, gender, ethnicity,
national origin, religion, age, mental or phys-
ical disability, sexual orientation, genetic infor-
mation, or source of payment. No one should
receive substandard care on the basis of
these factors.

Ability to make informed choices about the
various options and the level of care. Patients
should have all of the information necessary to
make decisions about their care including al-
ternative treatments.

Unlimited access to emergency care and to
specialists when necessary. Emergency care
should be available at any time without prior
authorization for treatment. If a specialist is
needed, patients should be able to receive his/
her services.

Additionally, as chair of the Congressional
Children’s Caucus the HMO system today
sometimes hurts health care for children by
denying these young patients the specialists
care they need. Mental health services are
also vital to children and more attention needs
to be given to providing such services to chil-
dren since now 2⁄3’s of American children do
not have access to mental health services or
pediatric specialists.

Simply stated, the Patients’ Bill of Rights
provides consumers with the basic protections
that are necessary to ensure that they receive
quality care.

The Patients’ Bill of Rights should not be
controversial for any Member of Congress
who is serious about protecting patients from
insurance company abuses. The choice is
clear. We should stand with patients, families,
and doctors, not with the well-heeled special
interests that put profits ahead of patients.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from Texas and as-
sure her that we heard these voices
loud and clear on April 9 when so many
people signed on to the Internet. As so
many of our colleagues said, we are
going to keep going and with her help
we will keep going.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. GREEN) my colleague
on the Committee on Commerce who
has been so much involved with the
health care initiatives that we have
made over the last few years, Kids
Health Care, Kennedy–Kassebaum and
the others.

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my New Jersey colleague for
being chair of our Health Care Task
Force of the Democratic Caucus, and I
think after what happened this last
week and the American people have
made very clear about what issues they
want this Congress to work on. At the
top of that list is managed care reform.

Of course, I think we have heard not
only that voice but that echo now for a

number of years. And last year the Re-
publican leadership failed to make the
good-faith effort to pass meaningful
HMO reform. In fact, the bill that we
passed is what I called a sham bill that
did nothing to protect patients.

While it had a good name, the Pa-
tient Protection Act really did more to
protect the insurance companies than
anyone else. And I say that because ac-
tually it rolled back the State law in
the State of Texas that the State of
Texas had passed in 1997. And almost
every one of the so-called patient pro-
tections had loopholes big enough to
drive a car through.

Fortunately, the Senate had enough
sense not to force through that par-
tisan bill that did not adequately pro-
tect patients, and this year it seems
the roles are reversed. This year the
Senate ‘‘HELP’’ Committee passed a
managed care bill along party lines and
rejected 20 out of 22 Democratic
amendments. The only amendments
they accepted were technical in nature.
The 20 amendments designed to protect
patients in managed care were voted
down one by one.

Now, they did not all deal with allow-
ing patients to sue their health care
provider. So 20 of those amendments,
Mr. Speaker, were rejected. Repub-
licans rejected amendments that would
have protected women who undergo
mastectomy for breast cancer and re-
jected expanding access to emergency
room care and access to clinical trials
so that patients in the managed care
system can have the cutting-edge
health care available.

Hopefully, the House will act more
responsibly this year and reject the
Senate proposal. Our House Committee
on Commerce began hearings already,
we had one hearing on a promised bi-
partisan hearing schedule for managed
care reform. Certainly, the press re-
leases and the public statements by the
House and committee leadership has
been encouraging. Let us just hope
that they follow through with their
commitment to bipartisanship and
agree to support real managed care re-
form like the Patients’ Bill of Rights.

That means not just a flashy title or
a few catch phrases, but elimination of
gag clauses for all physicians and pro-
viders and patients; provide timely and
binding external appeals; guarantee ac-
cess to specialists and emergency room
care and, again, access to clinical
trials so patients can have cutting-edge
technology, allow doctors to determine
what is medically necessary, and also
protect the privacy of medical records.

Most importantly, managed care re-
form holds the medical decision-maker
accountable. Now, the medical deci-
sion-maker sometimes may not be that
provider. What some people either do
not understand or care about is that
there is no accountability without li-
ability. There is no accountability
without liability. We can pass all the
patient protections we want with the
best appeals and full access to special-
ists, but if a health plan cannot be pun-

ished for ignoring these medical deci-
sions, they will continue to ignore doc-
tors’ treatment decisions and patients
will continue to suffer.

Managed care was begun in our coun-
try and I understand. Before I was
elected to Congress, my job at my com-
pany was dealing with insurance com-
panies and negotiating for health care
for our employees. And having dealt
with them, I know the cost that indi-
vidual businesses were seeing, and so
managed care was created to control
those costs.

Again, they have done that. But let
us bring that pendulum back and say,
we want to control those costs, but we
do not want to see the loss of quality
for those employees that I used to have
to find their insurance for or the people
out there who today are trying to find
that insurance.

Mr. Speaker, I again thank my col-
league from New Jersey for his leader-
ship and also this special order this
evening allowing those of us, who all
have different ways we talk, to talk
about from all across this country how
important real managed care reform is
for this session of Congress.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
both my colleagues from Texas. As
they say, Texas is one of the first
States to actually implement these pa-
tient protections that we are talking
about. But we still need the Federal
legislation, because so many people are
not covered by State legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

Ms. JACKSON-LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
agree with the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GREEN), and there was one point
that I wanted to add, because I know
that he has worked very hard on this
issue of children’s health.

I think we should really make very
plain and clear that the Patients’ Bill
of Rights is going to enhance the care
of children. One of the things nega-
tively that comes out of being denied is
the denial of a specialist for a child.
Many parents have made mention of
the fact that this insurance covers
them, it is managed care insurance,
their child needs this kind of procedure
and this kind of specialist. Yet, when
the parent goes to their insurance com-
pany to seek it, they are denied.

Mr. Speaker, there is nothing more
hurting than a parent who cannot help
to provide good health care for their
children. So I think that we should not
leave tonight without noting how im-
portant this is to the children of Amer-
ica, and particularly those children
needing mental health services who for
so long have been denied access.

Two-thirds of America’s children do
not have access to mental health serv-
ices. So I would simply say that we are
talking of adults, adults probably
signed on the Internet. But this has an
enormous reach to the children of
America to make sure that they have
good health care.

I just wanted to add to the gentle-
man’s comments as well to make sure
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we did not forget the children in all of
this.

Mr. PALLONE. The gentlewoman is
absolutely correct. One of the criti-
cisms that we have had of the Repub-
lican bill, the leadership bill, is that al-
though sometimes it provides for pedi-
atric care or a pediatric specialist, it
does not in any way provide for the
subgroups. As we know, today often-
times children need to go to a spe-
cialist other than just the pediatrician,
who has almost become a general prac-
titioner. That kind of specialty care is
not provided for in the Republican bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. GREEN).

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in
the closing minutes of the special
order, I would like to mention what the
gentleman from New Jersey said about
changing Federal law, because again
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
JACKSON-LEE) and I are both from
Texas, and Texas changed the law in
1997 for those insurance policies that
are licensed under State law. I know it
is being considered by dozens and doz-
ens of States.

But in Texas I have seen the percent-
age, that over 60 percent of the health
insurance policies in our State are
issued under ERISA, under Federal
law. So we can have the best laws we
want to coming out of our State cap-
itols all across the country, and I think
the one in Texas is really revolu-
tionary, so to speak, and I hope other
States will follow this on those policies
that are licensed by State law; but we
have to pass something in Congress to
affect Federal law, to affect those
multi-State companies that have plans
in the gentleman’s district, in my dis-
trict, and yet they come under Federal
law.

So we need to deal with the majority
of the people. That is why Congress has
to take up this standard and follow the
lead of States like Texas. I know New
Jersey is considering it also. I would
hope that we would have that.

That point needs to be made. It is not
Congress meddling in States’ rights, it
is Congress learning from the success
that we have had, at least in the State
of Texas, and following through. Okay,
it has worked in Texas. We have not
seen breaking down the courthouse
doors with all these lawsuits that have
been threatened or at least threatened
by the insurance companies.

All it is is trying to manage the field,
to make that pendulum come back a
little bit so we talk about quality. We
have to pass a Federal law to give our
constituents, no matter who they work
for, whether it is an in-State insurance
policy or a multi-State, that same pro-
tection. Again, I thank the gentleman
for bringing that up.

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, last Fri-
day, Labor Secretary Alexis Herman and my
colleague XAVIER BECERRA joined me for a
rally and press conference at Los Angeles
County+USC Medical Center to unveil the na-
tionwide internet petition calling for a Patients’
Bill of Rights.

Based on the enthusiasm of the large crowd
that morning, my guess is that this is going to
be a popular petition across my State and our
Nation.

And there is good reason for it to be pop-
ular. The petition, at www.familiesusa.org calls
for a meaningful Patients’ Bill of Rights—A Pa-
tients’ Bill of Rights that guarantees:

access to specialists,
choice of health coverage, by offering an al-

ternative to HMO’s of that is all an employer
can provide.

access to emergency care whenever and
wherever it is needed,

the right of patients to hold their HMO ac-
countable,

protection for providers who advocate for
patients,

and, access to approved clinical trials when
no other treatment is available.

The importance of guaranteeing these rights
cannot be overstated. Passage of a meaning-
ful Patients’ Bill of Rights will save lives.

Last Friday we heard the stories of two vic-
tims of HMO practices, Nick Enriquez and Se-
renity Silen. Both were children who deserved
much better care than they received.

The story of Serenity’s father’s battle with
his HMO to save his daughter’s life epitomizes
why we need a meaningful Patients’ Bill of
Rights.

Serenity was diagnosed with leukemia, but
only after having been misdiagnosed four
times because HMO’s were not willing to pay
for the cost of full medical diagnostic tests,
such as a complete blood count.

After about 2 months, Serenity’s father had
to take her out of his HMO’s network to finally
get a proper diagnosis.

But it did not end there, when Serenity re-
turned to the HMO for treatment, she received
substandard care. At one point, when Serenity
went into remission, she could have been
given a bone-marrow transplant that would
have increased her chances of survival. In-
stead, the HMO said a transplant procedure
was ‘‘expensive’’ and only reserved as a last-
ditch effort. But this delay jeopardized any fu-
ture transplant, and fatally endangered
Serenity’s life.

After an exhausting struggle with the HMO,
Serenity’s father found a hospital outside of
the HMO network that could provide proper
care for her. But it was too late. Because of
their focus on cost instead of care, the HMO
created a time delay that resulted in irrevers-
ible damage to Serenity’s health and caused
her premature death.

We cannot let this type of practice continue.
Health care decisions belong back in the
hands of patients and doctors, not insurance
company administrators who are only watch-
ing the bottom line.

Serenity’s father said it best. ‘‘Children de-
serve to live.’’ No child should ever have to go
through what Serenity experienced.

Let us, together, do something about this.
Let us bring compassion back to health

care.
Let us put patients first.
Let us pass a meaningful Patients’ Bill of

Rights.
Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, the gen-

tleman is absolutely right. What we
need is comprehensive Federal reform,
and the Patients’ Bill of Rights is the
best and the most comprehensive man-
aged care bill before the Congress.

I am just hopeful that with this elec-
tronic petition drive, that we will con-
vince the Republican leadership and
make them understand that they
should not waste time, and they have
to bring the Patients’ Bill of Rights to
the floor so we can pass it here, pass it
in the Senate, and then send it on to
the President, who indicated very
strongly on Friday at our rally that he
would sign this bill when it gets to his
desk.
f

ONGOING KOSOVO CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON) is recognized for half of the
time remaining before midnight.

Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise tonight in what I hope
will be a nightly discussion in this
body on what I think is one of the most
dangerous involvements of our mili-
tary in recent time; that is the ongoing
situation in Kosovo.

It is my hope that Members on both
sides of the aisle will rise on the House
floor at the end of each day’s session,
as we saw to some extent in the 5-
minute special orders today, to discuss
the current situation, what our plans
are, to interact and engage with the
administration, not necessarily in a
partisan way, but in a way to look for
solutions that bring dignity to the peo-
ple of Kosovo, that bring stability and
sense back to the Balkans, and that
provide the best possible course of ac-
tion for the safety of American soldiers
and those who are currently involved
and those who might be involved in the
Balkan Theater.

Let me first of all say that this
should be constructive discussion,
again, and should not be based on par-
tisan rhetoric or name calling. Now,
with our troops deployed in the air as-
sault, should not be the time for us to
tear down past actions even though we
may disagree with them. But I think
two things are certainly clear that we
should make at the beginning of each
of our discussions, so that no one can
misinterpret the debate or the discus-
sion in this country about America’s
position in Kosovo.

The first is that no one, including
Milosevic, should underestimate Amer-
ica’s resolve to stop the torture, the
ethnic cleansing and the bloodshed
that he has perpetrated on the people
of his nation and especially the people
of Kosovo. He should understand that
Republicans and Democrats are united
in their resolve to make sure that he is
held accountable for the atrocities that
he has perpetrated on innocent people.
No one should underestimate our re-
solve in that area.

The second point that we should
make clear at the outset is a simple
one and one that we all agree on, and
that is that we unequivocally support
our troops. They are in harm’s way
right now. They have our full prayers
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and blessings. Each and every one of
our colleagues in this body and the
other body are doing everything pos-
sible to give our men and women serv-
ing on behalf of this Nation all the sup-
port, the resources, the tools, and the
equipment and protection they need to
carry out their mission.

Those two things are unmistakable.
Those two things are not in the debate.
We are committed to deal with
Milosevic as a Congress and as a coun-
try, and we are behind the President in
that. We are committed to support our
troops in their deployment that they
are currently pursuing.

But, Mr. Speaker, I am concerned
with some of the rhetoric that I am
hearing on the talk shows. I have done
appearances on the networks and today
with CNN. I am listening to some of
my colleagues and some of the discus-
sion from the think tank experts inside
the beltway here who are moving very
rapidly toward the notion that we
should prepare or, if not prepare, that
we should actually deploy American
troops on the ground.

Mr. Speaker, this is a very dangerous
decision that we must consider care-
fully, completely, and thoroughly.
Even though I did not agree with the
President’s initial position to get us in-
volved in a NATO-sponsored air cam-
paign, I do think that we need to have
a discussion about where we go from
here.

I think all of us listened to the White
House tell us that perhaps a short pe-
riod of time would transpire, when we
started the aerial assault, and then
Milosevic would in fact give in. Unfor-
tunately, we are now into weeks in-
stead of days, and there does not seem
to appear to be a lessening of
Milosevic’s resolve.

But before we move into the next
phase and prepare or actually send in
American ground troops, we in this
body had better have some very serious
discussion and debate about what our
policy is and what it should be, because
committing ground troops carries
heavy burdens.

I think we still have some other op-
tions. The ground troops from America
should only be committed as a final re-
sort, as a last resort when we have de-
pleted and used up all other options
that are available to us. I am con-
vinced that we have not yet reached
that point. In fact, I think we have
some very serious things that we could
be doing, which I will outline in a few
moments.

I also want to make the point very
clearly, Mr. Speaker, that when our
colleagues and when the pundits inside
the beltway talk about deploying our
troops, they need to understand what
that means. It is too easy for Members
of Congress to say ‘‘send in the
troops.’’ These are not robots we are
talking about. These are human beings.
They are the sons and the daughters
and the moms and dads of the Amer-
ican people.

When we commit our young people
and our military personnel to go into

harm’s way, we had better have
thought through the actual activity for
which they are going to be involved.
We better think about the objectives.
We better think about the danger to
their lives.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, my concern is
that some of the people inside of this
beltway want to commit our troops too
quickly, and that has resulted in a ter-
rible problem that we are not now try-
ing to deal with within the military.

In fact, let me show a chart here, Mr.
Speaker, which I think sums up the sit-
uation very well. In the years from
World War II until 1990 and 1991, all of
the commanders in chief during that
time period that started with Dwight
D. Eisenhower and Harry Truman and
then went on to John Kennedy and
Lyndon Johnson, Jimmy Carter and
Ronald Reagan and George Bush, in all
of those years, under all of those Presi-
dents, Republicans and Democrats
alike, they committed our troops just
10 times, 10 deployments in 40 years,
only where it was absolutely essential
to put our troops in harm’s way.

From 1991 until today with the
Kosovo deployment, we have seen our
troops deployed 33 times. Ten times in
40 years, 33 times in the last 8 years.

Mr. Speaker, none of these 33 deploy-
ments were budgeted for or paid for in
advance. The cost for all of these de-
ployments came out of an already de-
creasing defense budget. Bosnia up
until now has cost the American tax-
payers $10 billion. All of that had to be
eaten out of other defense require-
ments and priorities or had to be fund-
ed through special supplemental appro-
priations.

Kosovo, in the short period of time
we have been deployed there, has cost
the American taxpayer $2 billion, and
the daily price tag for Kosovo is in-
creasing exponentially.

Members of Congress and pundits in
Washington who are quick to want to
commit our troops to this 33rd ground
deployment need to understand that we
have not identified, first of all, a way
to pay for this operation.

But that is not the largest issue in-
volved here, Mr. Speaker. Because we
have deployed our troops 33 times in 8
years, because we have sent our troops
from Macedonia, to Bosnia, to Soma-
lia, to Haiti, to domestic situations,
from Kuwait to now the deployment in
Kosovo, the morale among our young
people in the military is starting to
suffer.

Today, Mr. Speaker, the retention
rate for pilots in the Navy and the Air
Force is the lowest it has been since
World War II. The Army is having such
a difficult time recruiting young peo-
ple to go into the Army that they are
now resorting to lowering the thresh-
old. Secretary Caldera has suggested
that we should now allow non-high
school graduates to sign up for Army
service. In fact, we have Navy ships at
sea today who are 600 and 700 sailors
short from the required optimum
strength that they should be carrying

in the deployments that they are com-
pleting.

These situations are not happening
in a vacuum, Mr. Speaker. They are
happening because of this deployment
rate of committing our troops month
after month around the world in a
number of situations which requires
these young people to be away from
their families and children for much
longer periods of time.

In addition to morale problems, the
cutbacks in our funding necessary to
pay for these deployments are causing
us to stretch out programs so that we
are not modernizing our military the
way we should.

I understand that President Clinton
will be, or maybe he did today deliver
a speech to our B–52 pilots. I am glad
he did that. It is important to let them
know that we are behind them. But I
wish the President would address to
them the fact that those B–52s are
going to be flying when they are 75
years old because we have not provided
the funding to replace those aircraft in
a more timely manner.

That is the real tragedy of what we
are doing with our rapid deployment,
with our increased OPTEMPO rate, and
yet not providing the support to main-
tain the readiness of our troops that
they so desperately need.

All of those factors must be consid-
ered in the equation of whether or not
America should put ground troops into
Kosovo. I think it is a very serious
challenge that we have ahead of us, Mr.
Speaker, in considering whether or not
we should support the administration’s
efforts to move forward with a multi-
national ground force, especially one
that involves U.S. troops.

We need to understand that unless
this Congress is prepared to address the
issues that are causing morale prob-
lems in the services today, that are
causing retention rates to be at the
lowest point ever, to cause young mili-
tary personnel to want to leave the
service instead of reenlisting, then we
have got a major problem.

b 2245

I would challenge our colleagues, Mr.
Speaker, that are so adamant today
about committing ground troops. Are
they prepared to support the reinstate-
ment of the draft if we continue to
have problems with young people not
signing up for the military? Are they
willing to vote to reinstate the draft,
as we did during the Vietnam War, to
suck young people in, to force them to
go into combat?

That could be the need if we continue
to have the problems that we are hav-
ing because of the deployment of
troops today around the world, troops
that continue to provide cover in Haiti,
continue to be in Bosnia, continue to
be in Somalia, continue to be in Ku-
wait, continue to be in Macedonia, and
now may be expected to go into Kosovo
perhaps even in large numbers.

Mr. Speaker, I think the Kosovo de-
ployment that is being talked about
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now by the U.N., whether it is under
the title of peacekeeping or a military
force, is going to involve conflict, it is
going to involve hostile actions, it is
going to involve casualties, and it is
going to involve loss of life. Before we
make that commitment, this Congress
needs to make sure that we have ex-
plored every other option.

Mr. Speaker, I come to the House
floor tonight because I do not think we
have explored every other option. I
want to present one and I want to chal-
lenge the administration tonight to
follow through on my suggestion.

Mr. Speaker, as many of our col-
leagues know, I focus a lot of my time
on dealing with Russia. I formed and I
chair the congressional initiative be-
tween our Congress and the Russian
parliament, the State Duma. I have
been to Russia a number of times. I
host members of the Duma when they
come to Washington, and I interact
with Duma leaders on a regular basis.
In fact, of the 450 members of the State
Duma, I know over 150 members per-
sonally, including the leaders of all the
seven main factions that lead the State
Duma in their deliberations.

In fact, I was supposed to speak at
Harvard University before the end of
April to the visiting class of Duma dep-
uties that Harvard runs a training pro-
gram for each year to give them the
orientation of the way our Congress
works in America so that the Russian
Duma can learn from our experiences.

Last week, the Russian Duma can-
celed the next visit that they were
planning to make to Harvard. They
canceled that visit because of the
Kosovo situation. Last week, Mr.
Speaker, I talked to my friend in the
Duma on the phone, after having met
with a couple of Russian leaders in per-
son at a conference last week in Phila-
delphia.

One of my friends who is a senior
leader of the support of the Russian
Duma told me that in the 7 years since
the reforms in Russia he had never
seen the hostile feelings toward Amer-
ica as he is seeing right now because of
Kosovo. In fact, he told me that almost
every Duma deputy from the radical
fringe of the communist and the
LDPR’s Zhirinovsky faction to the
moderate members of the Duma and
Yabloko faction, every member of the
Duma is expressing outrage, outrage
not only at the continual bombing in
Kosovo, the bombing of Serbia, but
outrage that Russia was not brought
into a fuller dialogue in trying to find
a way to end this crisis.

In fact, one of my friends told me
that it is a dangerous situation in Rus-
sia right now. With President Yeltsin
having illness problems and, I think,
widely acknowledged as not being in
total control of what is happening in
Russia, there is more and more feeling
that Russia may do things that create
serious instability between the U.S.
and Russia. That would be an inter-
national tragedy.

If Russia were to start supplying
military equipment to the Serbians or

if Russia were to even think about pro-
viding support in terms of forces to the
Serbs, we would have a very, very dan-
gerous and volatile situation.

We need to understand, Mr. Speaker,
that there are some alternatives, and
at least one that should be pursued. I
understand that the President’s initial
action through NATO was to have the
NATO countries, through a massive air
campaign, bomb Milosevic into submis-
sion. Up until now, that has not
worked. It may work in the future. And
according to our President, we are in
there for the long haul. That is going
to be a terrible price we are going to
pay both in terms of destruction to in-
nocent people and buildings, also in
terms of dollar investments on the part
of the U.S.

My concern is that if we do not think
through this process, we could see a
situation where Russia could enter this
conflict on the other side. I have no
doubt that we would be victorious and
that we would win any such battle.
But, Mr. Speaker, we do not want
Kosovo to be the start of a world war
or a major conflict involving two na-
tions with very capable nuclear weap-
ons.

On Friday evening, Mr. Speaker, I re-
ceived a telephone call from two of my
friends in Russia who are involved in
the State Duma. They had faxed to me
earlier that day a memo asking if I
would review a preliminary plan that
they had put together that would per-
haps provide a solution to end the hos-
tilities in Kosovo. I read the document.
I talked to the individuals on the tele-
phone. I assessed their feelings about
the Duma rallying behind this initia-
tive. And then I called senior leaders in
the administration to let them know
that this had occurred and that I
thought it was worthy of consider-
ation.

Over the weekend, I had additional
discussions. Today I talked to Members
on both sides of the aisle, senior lead-
ers of both parties, about their
thoughts on the ideas presented by the
members of the Russian Duma for our
consideration. The individuals who
called me, Mr. Speaker, asked me to
give them my response about whether
or not their ideas are realistic to begin
a discussion.

Mr. Speaker, I think their ideas are
worthy of consideration, and I encour-
age the administration to move in be-
ginning negotiations which we could
assist with in the Congress in terms of
supporting, finding a new solution to
the hostilities in Kosovo.

First of all, Mr. Speaker, the Russian
side proposed to me that Russia would
guarantee to the international commu-
nity that no more ethnic homicide or
ethnic cleansing would be carried on in
Kosovo. The Russian side would guar-
antee that to the international com-
munity.

The second initiative that was pro-
posed by the Russian side was that
Russia would see that Milosevic agreed
to the agreements reached at the con-

tact working group of the NATO coali-
tion in Rambouillet. So the Russians
were proposing as their second condi-
tion that Milosevic come to the table
agreeing to the Rambouillet accords,
which the President has said are crit-
ical.

The one caveat that they mentioned
was that they thought that the inter-
national peacekeeping force that would
be put into Kosovo to guarantee the se-
curity and the stability for the
Kosovars to make sure that conflict
ended and to guarantee the rights of
those citizens would not involve the
militaries of any of those nations that
are today bombing Serbia, that those
nations that would make up the ground
forces to implement the agreement and
the Rambouillet accord would come
from nations that are not today in-
volved in direct hostilities against the
Serbs.

In fact, the Russians even proposed
some example countries. They sug-
gested perhaps that these troops could
come from Poland, the Netherlands,
Greece, Albania, even Russia itself, and
other European nations who have not
been involved in the bombing campaign
against the Serbs.

Mr. Speaker, I think that makes ab-
solute sense to have a multinational
force to enforce the accords that were
reached in Kosovo to protect the
Kosovars, overseen by troops from
countries that are not involved in the
hostilities today, who would then re-
port to NATO as to the progress of en-
forcing the agreed-upon arrangements
that were negotiated under NATO’s
leadership.

The third recommendation that the
Russians proposed to me, Mr. Speaker,
was that we establish a bilateral com-
mission, a bilateral commission that in
fact would be assembled in an informal
way to monitor the Albanian Govern-
ment’s compliance, the Serbian Gov-
ernment’s compliance with the agreed-
upon framework established by NATO
so that the parliamentarians of both
nations would be involved. Not to set
foreign policy, not to overrule or super-
sede the authority of the one leader we
have in America, and that is our Presi-
dent, but to make sure from a par-
liamentary standpoint that all aspects
of both governments, both parties in
this country and all seven factions in
Russia were, on a daily basis, moni-
toring the compliance to the peace ac-
cords that had been reached, which
Milosevic would have agreed to.

Mr. Speaker, I think these initiatives
are worthy of discussion. I think these
initiatives are the direction that we
should be going in terms of dialoguing
with Russia about the situation in
Kosovo and our relationship with Ser-
bia. I am not saying it is the end-all or
the cure-all or a perfect solution. But
this is far better to talk about than to
talk about preparing Americans to go
into a ground war campaign and to
look at killing more lives.

Someone at some point in time is
going to have to pay to rebuild Serbia
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and Kosovo. We need to understand
that it should be our top priority today
to find a peaceful way out of this con-
flict that allows dignity and respect for
NATO, that allows dignity and respect
for the process that we use, that allows
Russia to regain the dignity in their
relationship in the past with Serbia,
and that shows Milosevic that neither
Russia nor the U.S. nor the allied na-
tions will tolerate the kind of actions
that he has perpetrated on the people
of Kosovo.

That is the opportunity, Mr. Speak-
er, that we have right now.

I have offered to my Russian friends
to engage them wherever that might
take place. They have talked about
coming here. If need be, we could go
there. But we need to find a way to
proactively engage Russia in this solu-
tion.

I also think there is one other point
that we should make, Mr. Speaker. The
American taxpayers each year put ap-
proximately $600 million to $1 billion of
U.S. tax money into the Russian econ-
omy. We do it through the cooperative
threat reduction. We do it through eco-
nomic development assistance through
the Department of Commerce. We do it
through the Defense Department with
joint military programs and exchanges.
We do it through the Environmental
Protection Agency through environ-
mental initiatives. We do it through a
multitude of agencies and operations of
the Federal Government.

Not only do I think it is in our inter-
est to have Russia be more involved, I
think Russia has a responsibility.
America has been very helpful in secur-
ing additional funding for the replen-
ishment of the IMF so that Russia can
continue to work economically. Amer-
ica has been very aggressive in helping
Russia deal with environmental prob-
lems, nuclear stabilization. In fact, the
President just proposed this year an in-
crease of $1.4 billion over 5 years to fur-
ther help Russia stabilize its nuclear
arsenal.

It is time that we called Russia in,
not just through a long distance phone
call, but in a real and substantive way,
with all factions involved, from the
radical left to the radical right, in
helping us solve the problem of Kosovo
in a way that reduces the risk of losing
more lives, of damaging more property,
and in a way that could lead to a fur-
ther escalation of conflict.

b 2300

So, Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight and I
challenge the administration to take
up the challenge that was given to me
by my Russian friends who want to see
us find a peaceful way, a peaceful way
out of what is becoming a terrible trag-
edy and yet a peaceful way that recog-
nizes that Milosevic is dead wrong and
must be dealt with in an aggressive,
firm way. There is still that possi-
bility. We must take up that effort.
And we must stop the talking about a
ground war operation, a ground cam-
paign and subjecting young Americans

in a way that is going to cost lives and
cause serious hardship for American
families.
f

REGARDING THE CRISIS IN
KOSOVO

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). Without objection, the pre-
vious order for 5 minutes is vacated
and the gentleman from California (Mr.
SHERMAN) is recognized for not beyond
midnight.

There was no objection.
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, like the

gentleman before me who stood before
this House, the distinguished gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania, I rise to ad-
dress this House regarding the crisis in
Kosovo, and my speech will echo some
of the themes that he addressed, par-
ticularly at the end of his presentation.

Mr. Speaker, our actions in Kosovo
are motivated by the highest level of
idealism. We are willing to spend our
treasure and, much more importantly,
risk the lives of our men and women,
to prevent atrocities and to assure that
the Albanian Kosovars will be able to
live in peace and with autonomy.

In some foreign capitals, they simply
cannot believe this level of idealism.
They are scurrying to find some ulte-
rior motive. But those who understand
America know that we are in Kosovo
motivated by that idealism and cer-
tainly not motivated out of a desire to
have some interest in some mineral re-
sources less valuable than a single B–2
bomber. We who understand America
and understand American idealism,
know that that idealism will be ex-
pressed through our government.

Yet even in such a great idealistic
undertaking, we must establish a real-
istic strategy. We must make sure that
our idealistic motivations do not cloud
our judgment. And here, Mr. Speaker, I
would like to contrast realism with
blinding idealism.

In a more ideal world, Kosovo would
be the only place of tragedy and atroc-
ity. But realistically we should note
that the government of Sudan has
killed 2 million of its African citizens,
and that killing continues tonight;
that 800,000 Tutsis were killed in Rwan-
da; and there are continuing mass mur-
ders on an enormous scale in the
Congo, Myanmar and elsewhere.

In an ideal world, we could hope to
easily restore Kosovo as a multiethnic,
semiautonomous region. Realistically
it is unlikely that Albanians and Serbs
will live in harmony in the absence of
an outside force. And it is just as un-
likely that the Kosovars will renounce
their goal of independence.

A blind idealist might see the world
as pure good versus pure evil. Yet the
Serbs, who we vilify today, were just a
few years ago themselves victims of
ethnic cleansing. Some 180,000 Serbs
who had lived for centuries in Croatia
were expelled from that country—while
America said nothing, and did nothing.
And the Kosovar Albanians, who are
pictured today as the embodiment of

all ideal virtue—we must remember
that they are tragic victims of present
circumstance—but they are rep-
resented in large part by the KLA, the
Kosovo Liberation Army, an organiza-
tion that the United States Govern-
ment has described as terrorist, an or-
ganization that may have alliances
with Iran, with Osama Bin Laden, and
even with drug dealers.

Blind idealism would cause us to de-
mand the maximum possible objective
and believe that we could achieve that
objective with the minimum force. Yet
realism requires us to adopt perhaps
more limited objectives consistent
with the future safety of the Albanian
Kosovars. And realism demands that
we marshal the substantial force which
may be necessary to achieve any real-
istic objective.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that we should
take three steps.

The first echoes the comments of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania. I be-
lieve that we should involve Russia in
the diplomatic efforts to the maximum
possible degree. Russia may be able to
pull the Serbs to a negotiating position
that is more realistic, and more just,
than the position that Milosevic insists
upon taking at the present time.

Russian involvement in both diplo-
macy and in peacekeeping offers a face-
saving method for Milosevic to make
major concessions.

Now, I know that there are those who
will stand before this House and who
will say we should not be negotiating
with Milosevic, we should be seeking to
dispose of him. But I would point out
that we are still waiting for someone
to dispose of Saddam Hussein. And in a
realistic world, we must try to bring an
end to the mass murder as quickly as
possible.

Involving Russia is important beyond
the events at hand. Ten years from
now, Kosovo may be nearly forgotten if
we are successful in bringing peace
today, but Russia will continue to be a
critical nuclear-armed state, and treat-
ing Russia with respect now will be im-
portant in our relationship with Russia
in the future. And we should remember
that 85 years ago, Russia mobilized its
army in support of Serbia in events
that led immediately to World War I.

Tomorrow, Secretary Albright will
meet with Igor Ivanov, the Foreign
Minister of Russia. That meeting will
take place in Oslo. Hopefully this is the
first step toward the maximum pos-
sible involvement of Russia in bringing
peace to Kosovo.

Second, we should signal now that we
are willing to reach peace on the basis
that the Rambouillet agreement would
apply to roughly 80 percent of Kosovo
territory rather than all of Kosovo.

No one denies that the Serbs have
rights in Kosovo. They represented
over 10 percent of the Kosovo popu-
lation even today. When I say ‘‘today,’’
I mean before the tragic recent events.
Kosovo has been part of Serbia for cen-
turies, and Kosovo is the religious and
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cultural birthplace of the Serbian na-
tion. In fact, the Rambouillet agree-
ment itself seeks to recognize Serb
rights by stating that Kosovo would re-
main part of Serbia.

By leaving Serbs in control of the
historically and religiously significant
sites, including the original seat of the
Serbian Orthodox Church, the most im-
portant of the monastery lands, and
the battlefield of Kosovo Polje, on
which the Serbs fought the Turks in
the 14th century, we can make an offer
that the Serbs can accept. Or, rather,
Russia can make an offer that both
sides can accept. In contrast, no Serb
government, even one without
Milosevic, even after 20 days of bomb-
ing, could accept the current Ram-
bouillet agreement which the Serbs,
and many other observers, believe
would end all Serbian rights in all of
Kosovo.

Certainly the Kosovar Albanians who
represent roughly 85 percent of the
population before the recent tragedy
could live far better in roughly 80 per-
cent of Kosovo’s territory, protected by
NATO troops as compared to asking
those same people to live in refugee
camps.

Third, we should begin training an
army of Kosovar Albanians. This army
should be independent of the KLA, and
for now U.S. troops should control cus-
tody of the weapons while the training
proceeds.

Milosevic may not believe that
bombing will compel his departure
from Kosovo, and he may not believe
that NATO troops are willing to risk
casualties in ground combat. But if
there is an Albanian army being
trained, then even Milosevic will know
that there will be a ground force will-
ing to absorb combat casualties which
could be deployed in a matter of
months.

b 2310

This will hopefully impel him to ne-
gotiate now.

The administration asserts that
bombing alone will bring Milosevic to
his knees. If this is true, then we can
cease the training operation and retain
custody of the weapons without affect-
ing the long term future of the Bal-
kans.

There are those who insist that we
try to achieve the maximum objective,
Rambouillet applied to all of Kosovo
with the minimum involvement of the
Kosovars themselves. They advise de-
ploying NATO troops while not even
training the Kosovars. This approach is
not only dangerous for our service men
and women, it is also dangerous for our
foreign policy. If we deploy NATO
troops into hostilities, and if casualties
rise to the point where the American
public, or the German public, or the
French public, or the British public de-
mand the withdrawal of their Nation’s
soldiers, then the NATO alliance will
be broken and Milosevic may prevail. If
that occurs, then every tyrant and
mass murderer in the world will feel

that he can act with impunity. The
Vietnam syndrome and the Somalia
syndrome will return.

Mr. Speaker, we need the option,
sometime in the near future, of being
able to deploy a well-trained, well-
armed force of Albanians—a force will-
ing to take casualties because they are
fighting for their own homes. Hope-
fully, by negotiating from strength we
can achieve an agreement that will
eliminate the need to deploy any com-
batant ground troops, NATO or
Kosovar.

In conclusion, the American people
have shown a willingness to commit
their treasure, and more importantly
the lives of their sons and daughters,
to preventing atrocities and amelio-
rating tragedies. If we realistically de-
fine our objectives and if we prepare to
use all of the tools at our disposal, we
will secure a reasonable life for the
Kosovars, and we will inspire the
American people to support limited, re-
alistic efforts to stopping atrocities in
Sudan, Myanmar, the Congo and else-
where. If instead we devote inadequate
resources to an effort to achieve an ab-
solute idealistic objective, we may fail,
and that would be a tragedy for those
service men and women who die in such
an effort. It will be a tragedy for the
Kosovars, and it would be a tragedy for
the victims of atrocities around the
world.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. MCNULTY) to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:)

Mr. GEJDENSON, for 5 minutes, today.
Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. POMEROY, for 5 minutes, today.
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today.
Mr. SHERMAN, for 5 minutes, today.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. DUNCAN) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. DEAL of Georgia, for 5 minutes,
on April 13.

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes
each day, today and on April 13, 14, 15
and 16.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, on April 13.

Mr. GOODLING, for 5 minutes each
day, today and on April 13.

Mr. WICKER, for 5 minutes, on April
13.

Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. KASICH, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. GIBBONS, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. DIAZ-BALART, for 5 minutes, on

April 13.
Mrs. CHENOWETH, for 5 minutes,

today.
Mr. DUNCAN, for 5 minutes, today.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED

Bills of the Senate of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s
table and, under the rule, referred as
follows:

S. 243. An act to authorized the construc-
tion of the Perkins Country Rural Water
System and authorized financial assistance
to the Perkins County Rural Water System,
Inc., a nonprofit corporation, in the planning
and construction of the water supply system,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Resources.

S. 278. An act to direct the Secretary of the
Interior to convey certain lands to the coun-
try of Rio Arriba, New Mexico; to the Com-
mittee on Resources.

S. 292. An act to preserve the cultural re-
sources of the Route 66 corridor and to au-
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to pro-
vide assistance; to the Committee on Re-
sources.

S. 293. An act to direct the Secretaries of
Agriculture and Interior to convey certain
lands in San Juan County, New Mexico, to
San Juan College; to the Committee on Re-
sources.

S. 334. An act to amend the Federal Power
Act to remove the jurisdiction of the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission to license
projects on fresh waters in the State of Ha-
waii; to the Committee on Commerce.

S. 382. An act to establish the Minuteman
Missile National Historic Site in the State of
South Dakota, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Resources.

S. 422. An act to provide for Alaska state
jurisdiction over small hydroelectric
projects; to the Committee on Commerce.

S. 756. An act to provide adversely affected
crop producers with additional time to make
fully informed risk management decisions
for the 1999 crop year; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

f

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS
PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee
on House Administration, reported
that committee did on the following
dates present to the President, for his
approval, bills and joint resolutions of
the House of the following titles;

On March 26, 1999:
H.R. 774. To amend the Small Business Act

to change the conditions of participation and
provide an authorization of appropriations
for the women’s business center program.

H.R. 808. To extend for 6 additional months
the period for which chapter 12 of title 11,
United States Code, is reenacted.

H.J. Res. 26. Providing for the reappoint-
ment of Barber B. Conable, Jr. as a citizen
regent of the Board of Regents of the Smith-
sonian Institution.

H.J. Res. 27. Providing for the reappoint-
ment of Dr. Hanna H. Gray as a citizen re-
gent of the Board of Regents of the Smithso-
nian Institution.

H.J. Res. 28. Providing for the reappoint-
ment of Wesley S. Williams, Jr. as a citizen
regent of the Board of Regents of the Smith-
sonian Institution.

On March 31, 1999:
H.R. 171. To authorize appropriations for

the Coastal Heritage Trail Route in New Jer-
sey, and for other purposes.

H.R. 193. To designate a portion of the Sud-
bury, Assabet, and Concord Rivers as a com-
ponent of the National Wild and Scenic Riv-
ers System.

H.R. 705. to make technical corrections
with respect to the monthly reports sub-
mitted by the Postmaster General on official
mail of the House of Representatives.
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H.R. 1212. To protect producers of agricul-

tural commodities who applied for a Crop
Revenue Coverage PLUS supplemental en-
dorsement for the 1999 crop year.

f

ADJOURNMENT
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move

that the House do now adjourn.
The motion was agreed to; accord-

ingly (at 11 o’clock and 14 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, April 13, 1999, at 9:30 a.m., for
morning hour debates.
f

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1302. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Department of
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Table Grapes (European or Vinif-
era Type); Grade Standards [Docket Number
FV–98–302] received March 30, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

1303. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—
Cinnamaldehyde; Exemption from the re-
quirement of a Tolerance; Correction [OPP–
300769A; FRL–6069–2] (RIN: 2070–AB78) re-
ceived March 17, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

1304. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Clopyralid; Ex-
tension of Tolerance for Emergency Exemp-
tions [OPP–300802; FRL–6066–2] (RIN: 2070–
AB78) received March 17, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

1305. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Imidacloprid;
Extension of Tolerance for Emergency Ex-
emptions [OPP–300808; FRL 6066–9] (RIN:
2070–AB78) received March 17, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

1306. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Norflurazon;
Extension of Tolerance for Emergency Ex-
emptions [OPP–300803; FRL–6063–2] (RIN:
2070–AB78) received March 17, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

1307. A letter from the Chairman and Chief
Executive Officer, Farm Credit Administra-
tion, transmitting notification of the 1999
compensation program adjustments, includ-
ing the Agency’s current salary range struc-
ture and the performance-based merit pay
matrix; to the Committee on Agriculture.

1308. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a report
requesting transfers from the Information
Technology Systems and Related Expenses
account, pursuant to Public Law 105–277 (H.
Doc. No. 106—49); to the Committee on Ap-
propriations and ordered to be printed.

1309. A letter from the Director, Adminis-
tration and Management, Department of De-
fense, transmitting the calendar year 1998 re-
port on ‘‘Extraordinary Contractual Actions
to Facilitate the National Defense,’’ pursu-
ant to 50 U.S.C. 1434; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

1310. A letter from the Principal Deputy,
Under Secretary of Defense, transmitting
the Selected Acquisition Reports (SARS) for
the quarter ending December 31, 1998, pursu-
ant to 10 U.S.C. 2432; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

1311. A letter from the Director, Congres-
sional Budget Office and Director, Office of
Management and Budget, Congressional
Budget Office and Office of Management and
transmitting a joint report on the technical
assumptions to be used in preparing esti-
mates of National Defense Function (050) fis-
cal year 2000 outlay rates and prior year out-
lays, pursuant to Public Law 101–189, section
5(a) (103 Stat. 1364); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

1312. A letter from the Under Secretary for
Acquisition and Technology, Department of
Defense, transmitting a report on the esti-
mated amount of savings, supporting ration-
ale for allowing restructuring costs, and
other information associated with
restructurings; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

1313. A letter from the Under Secretary for
Acquisition and Technology, Department of
Defense, transmitting a report entitled ‘‘Cur-
rent DOD Demonstration Program to Im-
prove the Quality of Personal Property Ship-
ments of the Armed Forces, Interim Progress
Report’’; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

1314. A letter from the Alternate OSD Fed-
eral Register, Liaison Officer, Department of
Defense, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Civilian Health and Medical Program
of the Uniformed Services (CHAMPUS);
TRICARE Prime Enrollment Procedures
(RIN: 0720–AA48) received March 22, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

1315. A letter from the Under Secretary for
Acquisition and Technology, Department of
Defense, transmitting the authorization for
the procurement by the Department of De-
fense of articles containing para-aramid fi-
bers and yarns manufactured in the Nether-
lands; to the Committee on Armed Services.

1316. A letter from the Under Secretary of
Defense, Comptroller, Department of De-
fense, transmitting notification that the De-
partment of the Army is pursuing a
multiyear procurement for the Longbow
Hellfire missile for FY 1999 through FY 2003,
pursuant to Public Law 105–261; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

1317. A letter from the Director, Defense
Procurement, Department of Defense, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule—Defense
Federal Acquisition Regulation Supplement;
Employment Prohibition on Persons Con-
victed of Fraud or Other Defense-Contract-
Related Felonies [DFARS Case 97–D020] re-
ceived March 13, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

1318. A letter from the Comptroller, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting notifica-
tion that the Department of the Navy is pur-
suing a multiyear procurement for the E–2C
‘‘Hawkeye’’ aircraft for FY 1999 through FY
2003; to the Committee on Armed Services.

1319. A letter from the Senior Civilian Offi-
cial, Office of the Assistant Secretary Of De-
fense, Department of Defense, transmitting
an interim report describing the plans for
evaluating Year 2000 capabilities of DoD sys-
tems within operational environments; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

1320. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Health Affairs, Department of Labor,
transmitting a report on the establishment
of an appeals process for TRICARE
Claimcheck denials, pursuant to Public Law
105–261; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

1321. A letter from the Director, Office of
Management and Budget, transmitting a re-
port on government-wide spending to combat
terrorism, pursuant to Public Law 105–85; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

1322. A letter from the Secretary of De-
fense, transmitting an assessment of the
technical and operational aspects of the Air-
borne Laser Program to the Congress, pursu-
ant to Public Law 105–736; to the Committee
on Armed Services.

1323. A letter from the Under Secretary of
Defense, transmitting a report regarding the
designation of ten ‘‘Pilot Programs for Test-
ing Program Manager Performance of Prod-
uct Support Oversight Responsibilities for
Life Cycle of Acquisition Programs.’’; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

1324. A letter from the Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development, transmitting
notification that it is estimated that the
limitation on the Government National
Mortgage Association’s (‘‘Ginnie Mae’s’’) au-
thority to make commitments for a fiscal
year will be reached before the end of that
fiscal year, pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 1721 nt.; to
the Committee on Banking and Financial
Services.

1325. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Regulations, Department of
Housing and Urban Development, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule—Section 8
Certificate and Voucher Programs Con-
forming Rule; Technical Amendment [Dock-
et No. FR–4054–C–04] (RIN: 2577–AB63) re-
ceived March 18, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Banking
and Financial Services.

1326. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Regulations, Department of
Housing and Urban Development, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule—Real Es-
tate Settlement Procedures Act (RESPA)
Statement of Policy 1999–1 Regarding Lender
Payments to Mortgage Brokers [Docket No.
FR–4450–N–01] (RIN: 2502–AH33) received
March 18, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Banking
and Financial Services.

1327. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Regulations, Department of
Housing and Urban Development, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule—Public
Housing Agency Plans [Docket No. FR–4420–
I–01] (RIN: 2577–AB89) received March 18,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Banking and Financial Serv-
ices.

1328. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—Final
Flodd Elevation Determinations—received
March 22, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Banking
and Financial Services.

1329. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations
[Docket No. FEMA–7281] received March 22,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Banking and Financial Serv-
ices.

1330. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—Final
Flood Elevation Determinations—received
March 22, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Banking
and Financial Services.

1331. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations
[Docket No. FEMA–7276] received March 22,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Banking and Financial Serv-
ices.

1332. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
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transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Changes in Flood Elevation Determina-
tions—received March 22, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Banking and Financial Services.

1333. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—
Changes in Flood Elevation Determina-
tions—Recieved March 22, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Banking and Financial Services.

1334. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program (NFIP); In-
surance Coverage and Rates (RIN: 3067–AC96)
received March 23, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Banking
and Financial Services.

1335. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Postsecondary Education, Department of
Education, transmitting final priorities and
invitation for applications for new awards
for fiscal year (FY) 1999, pursuant to 20
U.S.C. 1232(f); to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

1336. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of Labor, Department of Labor, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Dipping and
Coating Operations (RIN: 1218–AB55) [Docket
No. S–022] received March 22, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

1337. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of the Acquisition Advocate, Depart-
ment of Labor, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Audit Requirements:
Grants, Contracts, and Other Agreements
and States, Local Governments, and Non-
Profit Organizations (RIN: 1291–AA26 and
1291–AA27) received March 30, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

1338. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Labor, transmitting copies of the
1998 reports of the Department’s Advisory
Council for Employee Welfare and Pension
Benefit Plans; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

1339. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the annual report to Congress on the
implementation of the authority and use of
fees collected under the Prescription Drug
User Fee Act of 1992, pursuant to 21 U.S.C.
379g nt.; to the Committee on Commerce.

1340. A letter from the Associate Adminis-
trator, Office of Telecommunication and In-
formation Applications, NTIA, Department
of Commerce, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Public Telecommunications Fa-
cilities Program: Closing Date [Docket No.
990302059–9059–01] (RIN: 0660–ZA07) received
March 17, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Commerce.

1341. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s ‘‘Major’’ final rule—Fed-
eral Motor Vehicle Safety Standards; Child
Restraint Systems; Child Restraint Anchor-
age Systems [Docket No. 98–3390, Notice 2]
(RIN: 2127–AG50) received March 18, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

1342. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Control of Air
Pollution From New Motor Vehicles; Com-
pliance Programs for New Light-duty Vehi-
cles and Light-duty Trucks [FRL–6312–9]
(RIN: 2060–AH05) received March 17, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

1343. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-

ting the Agency’s final rule—Approval and
Promulgation of Implementation Plans;
California State Implementation Plan Revi-
sion, Yolo-Solano Air Quality Management
District, Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution
Control District, South Coast Air Quality
Management District, Santa Barbara County
Air Pollution Control District, Sacramento
Metropolitan Air Quality Management Dis-
trict, and Kern County Air Pollution Control
District [CA 195–0101a; FRL–6235–8] received
March 30, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Commerce.

1344. A letter from the AMD—Performance
Evaluation and Records Management, Fed-
eral Communications Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s final rule—Amend-
ment of Section 73.202(b), Table of Allot-
ments, FM Broadcast Stations. (Dayton,
Washington and Weston, Oregon) [MM Dock-
et No. 98–90, RM–9270] received February 26,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Commerce.

1345. A letter from the AMD—Performance
Evaluation and Records Management, Fed-
eral Communications Commission, transmit-
ting the Commission’s final rule—1998 Bien-
nial Regulatory Review—Review of Inter-
national Common Carrier Regulations [IB
Docket No. 98–118] received March 30, 1999,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

1346. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, Food
and Drug Administration, transmitting the
Administration’s final rule—Food Labeling;
Serving Sizes; Reference Amount for Baking
Powder, Baking Soda, and Pectin [Docket
No. 94P–0240] received March 22, 1999, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Commerce.

1347. A letter from the Deputy Executive
Secretary, Food and Drug Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Over-The-Counter Human Drugs; La-
beling Requirements [Docket Nos. 98N–0337,
96N–0420, 95N–0259, and 90P–0201] (RIN: 0910–
AA79) received March 22, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Commerce.

1348. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, Food
and Drug Administration, transmitting the
Administration’s final rule—Food Labeling;
Nutrient Content Claims, Definition of
Term: Healthy; Extension of Partial Stay
[Docket Nos. 96P–0500 and 91N–384H] (RIN:
0910–AA19) received March 22, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Commerce.

1349. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule—Policy and Procedure for NRC En-
forcement Actions; Interim Enforcement
Policy for Generally Licensed Devices Con-
taining Byproduct Material [NUREG–1600,
REV.1] received March 16, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Commerce.

1350. A letter from the Secretary, Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting
the Commission’s final rule—Transition Rule
for Ohio Investment Advisers [Release No.
IA–1794; File No. S7–2–99] (RIN: 3235–AH60) re-
ceived March 29, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Commerce.

1351. A letter from the Acting Director, De-
fense Security Cooperation Agency, trans-
mitting notification concerning the Depart-
ment of the Air Force’s proposed Letter(s) of
Offer and Acceptance (LOA) to Korea for de-
fense articles and services (Transmittal No.
99–11), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to the
Committee on International Relations.

1352. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting certification of a proposed li-

cense for the export of defense articles or de-
fense services sold commercially under a
contract to Russia [Transmittal No. DTC 39–
98], pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(c); to the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

1353. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a report on chemical and bio-
logical weapons proliferation control efforts
for the period of February 1, 1998 to January
31, 1999, pursuant to Public Law 102–182, sec-
tion 308(a) (105 Stat. 1257); to the Committee
on International Relations.

1354. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting Accountability Review Board
report and recommendations concerning se-
rious injury, loss of life or significant de-
struction of property at a U.S. mission
abroad, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 4834(d)(1); to
the Committee on International Relations.

1355. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting his notifi-
cation directing U.S. Armed Forces to com-
mence a series of air strikes in the Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia (FRY) in response to
the FRY government’s continued campaign
of violence and repression against the ethnic
Albanian population in Kosovo; (H. Doc. No.
106–42); to the Committee on International
Relations and ordered to be printed.

1356. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting an update
on the report submitted on March 26, 1999
with regards to the participation of U.S.
military forces in a series of air strikes con-
ducted by NATO in the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia; (H. Doc. No. 106–45); to the Com-
mittee on International Relations and or-
dered to be printed.

1357. A letter from the Chief Counsel (For-
eign Assets Control), Department of the
Treasury, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Weapons of Mass Destruction
Trade Control Regulations: Implementation
of Executive Order 13094—received March 22,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on International Relations.

1358. A letter from the Director, Bureau of
Economic Analysis, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Direct Investment Surveys: Raising
Exemption Level for Annual Survey of For-
eign Direct Investment in the United States
(RIN: 0691–AA32) received March 23, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on International Relations.

1359. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Amendments to the International Traffic in
Arms Regulations (ITAR): Control of Com-
mercial Communications Satellites on the
United States Munitions List—received
March 15, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

1360. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. Act 13–23, ‘‘Apostolic Church of
Washington, D.C. Equitable Real Property
Tax Relief Temporary Act of 1999’’ received
March 19, 1999, pursuant to D.C. Code section
1–233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government
Reform.

1361. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a
copy of D.C. Act 13–22 ‘‘Real Property Tax
Reassessment and Cold Weather Eviction
Temporary Amendment Act of 1999’’ received
March 19, 1999, pursuant to D.C. Code section
1–233(c)(1); to the Committee on Government
Reform.

1362. A letter from the Chairman of the
Board, Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, transmitting a copy of the an-
nual report in compliance with the Govern-
ment in the Sunshine Act during the cal-
endar year 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552b(j);
to the Committee on Government Reform.
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1363. A letter from the Executive Director,

Committee For Purchase From People Who
Are Blind Or Severely Disabled, transmitting
the Committee’s final rule—Procurement
List, Additions, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform.

1364. A letter from the Director, Division of
Commissioned Personnel, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting
transmitting the annual report disclosing
the financial condition of the Retirement
Plan and Annual Report as required by Pub-
lic Law 95–595, pursuant to 31 U.S.C.
9503(a)(1)(B); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform.

1365. A letter from the Deputy Associate
Administrator for Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the Administration’s final rule—General
Service Administration Acquisition Regula-
tion; Small Business Subcontracting Pro-
gram [APD 2800.12A, CHGE 82] (RIN: 3090–
AG96) received March 29, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform.

1366. A letter from the Chairman and Gen-
eral Counsel, National Labor Relations
Board, transmitting the National Labor Re-
lations Board’s (NLRB’s) 2000 Performance
Plan, pursuant to Public Law 103–62; to the
Committee on Government Reform.

1367. A letter from the Chairman, National
Transportation Safety Board, transmitting a
copy the report of the Consumer Product
Safety Commission in compliance with the
Government in the Sunshine Act during the
calendar year 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
552b(j); to the Committee on Government Re-
form.

1368. A letter from the Administrator,
Small Business Administration, transmit-
ting the semiannual report on activities of
the Inspector General for the period April 1,
1997, through September 30, 1997, and the
semiannual report of Management’s Final
Actions, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. app. (Insp. Gen.
Act) section 5(b); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform.

1369. A letter from the Chief, Customer Li-
aison Branch, U.S. General Services Admin-
istration, transmitting the annual Federal
Procurement Report for fiscal year 1997; to
the Committee on Government Reform.

1370. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Election Commission, transmitting 3 rec-
ommendations for legislative action, pursu-
ant to 2 U.S.C. 437d(d)(2); to the Committee
on House Administration.

1371. A letter from the Director, Office of
Surface Mining, Department of the Interior,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
North Dakota Regulatory Program [ND–035–
FOR, Amendment No. XXV] received March
18, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Resources.

1372. A letter from the Director, Office of
Surface Mining, Department of the Interior,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Pennsylvania Abandoned Mine Land Rec-
lamation Program; Pennsylvania Regulatory
Program [PA–121–FOR] received March 17,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Resources.

1373. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks,
Department of the Interior, transmitting the
1997 Section 8 Report on National Natural
Landmarks that have been damaged or are
likely to be damaged; to the Committee on
Resources.

1374. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, National Ma-
rine Fisheries Service, Department of Com-
merce, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Pollock in the Eastern Reg-
ulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska [Docket

No. 981222314–8321–02; I.D. 030599C] received
March 16, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources.

1375. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, Fish and
Wildlife Service, transmitting the Service’s
final rule—Seasonal Closure of the Moose
Range Meadows Public Access Easements in
the Kenai National Wildlife Refuge (RIN:
1018–AE58) received March 17, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Resources.

1376. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, Fish and
Wildlife Service, transmitting the Service’s
final rule—Regulations for Administrative
and Visitor Facility Sites on National Wild-
life Refuges in Alaska (RIN: 1018–AE21) re-
ceived March 17, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources.

1377. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Documentation of Nonimmigrants Under the
Immigration and Nationality, as Amended;
Photograph Requirement—received March
22, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

1378. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator, Office of Diversion Control,
Drug Enforcement Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule—
Schedules of Controlled Substances: Place-
ment of Modafinil Into Schedule IV [DEA–
17F] received March 22, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

1379. A letter from the Secretary of Trans-
portation, transmitting the National Plan of
Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS), pursu-
ant to 49 U.S.C. app. 2203(b)(1); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1380. A letter from the Vice President, Gov-
ernment Affairs, Amtrak, transmitting the
1998 Annual Report, and Amtrak’s FY 2000
Legislative Report and Grant Request, pur-
suant to 12 U.S.C. 1701y(f)(2); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1381. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Modification of Class E
Airspace; Defiance, OH [Airspace Docket No.
98–AGL–67) received March 29, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1382. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Modification of Class E
Airspace; Lima, OH [Airspace Docket No. 98–
AGL–69] received March 29, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1383. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Modification of Class E
Airspace; Tiffin, OH [Airspace Docket No. 98–
AGL–70] received March 29, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1384. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Modification of Class E
Airspace; Napoleon, OH [Airspace Docket No.
98–AGL–72] received March 29, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1385. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Amendment to Class E
Airspace; Belle Plaine, IA [Airspace Docket
No. 98–ACE–51] received March 29, 1999, pur-

suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1386. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Amendment to Class E
Airspace; Maquoketa, IA [Airspace Docket
No. 98–ACE–50] received March 29, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1387. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Amendment to Class E
Airspace; Burlington, IA [Airspace Docket
No. 98–ACE–56] received March 29, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1388. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Pilot Responsibility for
Compliance With Air Traffic Control Clear-
ances and Instructions—received March 29,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1389. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Modification of Class E
Airspace; BRYAN, OH [Airspace Docket No.
98–AGL–68] received March 29, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1390. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Modification of Jet Route
J–42 [Airspace Docket No. 97–AEA–29] (RIN:
2120–AA66) received March 29, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1391. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Revocation of Restricted
Area R–5704 Hermiston, OR [Airspace Docket
No. 98–ANM–23] (RIN: 2120–AA66) received
March 29, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1392. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures; Miscellaneous Amend-
ments [Docket No. 29501; Amdt. No. 1921] re-
ceived March 29, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1393. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Eurocopter France Model SA 330J
Helicopters [Docket No. 97–SW–42–AD;
Amendment 39–11092; AD 99–07–07] (RIN: 2120–
AA64) received March 29, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1394. A letter from the Attorney, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting the
Department’s final rule—Harmonization
with the United Nations Recommendations,
International Maritime Dangerous Goods
Code, and Internatinal Civil Aviation Orga-
nization’s Technical Instructions [Docket
No. RSPA–98–4185 (HM–215C)] (RIN: 2137–
AD15) received March 4, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1395. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Modification of Class E
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Airspace; Port Clinton, OH [Airspace Docket
No. 98–AGL–73] received March 29, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1396. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Modification of Class E
Airspace; Grand Rapids, MI [Airspace Docket
No. 98–AGL–77] received March 29, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1397. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Establishment of Class E
Airspace; Kelleys Island, OH [Airspace Dock-
et No. 98–AGL–74] received March 29, 1999,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1398. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Modification of Class E
airspace; Shelbyville, IN [Airspace Docket
No. 98–AGL–80] received March 29, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1399. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Establishment of Class E
Airspace; Steubenville, OH [Airspace Docket
No. 98–AGL–65] received March 29, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1400. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Modification of Class E
Airspace; Toledo, OH [Airspace Docket No.
98–AGL–71] received March 29, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1401. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Modification of Class E
Airspace; Adrian, MI [Airspace Docket No.
98–AGL–66] received March 29, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1402. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Amendment to Class E
Airspace; Washington, IA [Airspace Docket
No. 99–ACE–18] received March 29, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1403. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Establishment of Class E
Airspace; Glencoe, MN [Airspace Docket No.
98–AGL–76] received March 29, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1404. A letter from the Attorney, Office of
the Chief Counsel, Department of Transpor-
tation, transmitting the Department’s final
rule—Prohibition Against Certain Flights
Within the Territory and Airspace of Serbia-
Montenegro [Docket No. 29508; Special Fed-
eral Aviation Regulation (SFAR) No. 84]
(RIN: 2120–AG78) received March 29, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1405. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting

the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; SOCATA—Groupe Aerospatiale
Model TBM 700 Airplanes [Docket No. 99–CE–
08–AD; Amendment 39–11096; AD 99–07–11]
(RIN: 2120–AA64) received March 29, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1406. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Change Using Agency for
Restricted Areas; FL [Airspace Docket No.
98–ASO–21] (RIN: 2120–AA66) received March
29, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1407. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Industrie Aeronautiche e
Meccaniche Model Piaggio P–180 Airplanes
[Docket No. 98–CE–97–AD; Amendment 39–
11095; AD 99–07–10] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received
March 29, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1408. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; British Aerospace Jetstream
Model 3201 Airplanes [Docket No. 98–CE–91–
AD; Amendment 39–11094; AD 99–07–09] (RIN:
2120–AA64) received March 29, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1409. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Eurocopter France Model SA.
315B Helicopters [Docket No. 98–SW–57–AD;
Amendment 39–11093; AD 99–07–08] (RIN: 2120–
AA64) received March 29, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1410. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Lockheed Model L–1011–385 Series
Airplanes [Docket No. 96–NM–256–AD;
Amendment 39–11090; AD 99–07–05] (RIN: 2120–
AA64) received March 29, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1411. A letter from the Chief, Regs and
Admin Law, USCG, DOT, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Safety Zone: Chesapeake
Bay, Patapsco River, Inner Harbor, Balti-
more, Maryland [CGD05–99–009] (RIN: 2115–
AA97) received March 18, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1412. A letter from the Chief, Regs and
Admin Law, USCG, DOT, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Special Local Regulations
for Marine Events; 1D48 Chesapeake Grand
Prix Round-the-Buoys Races [CGD 05–99–012]
(RIN: 2115–AE46) received March 18, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1413. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Amendment to Class E
Airspace; Perryville, MO [Airspace Docket
No. 99–ACE–1] received April 6, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1414. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-

ment’s final rule—Amendment to Class E
Airspace; Palmyra, NY [Airspace Docket No.
99–AEA–03] received April 6, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1415. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Amendment to Class E
Airspace; Mexico, MO [Airspace Docket No.
99–ACE–4] received April 6, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1416. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Amendment to Class E
Airspace; Grand Island, NE [Airspace Docket
No. 99–ACE–2] received April 6, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1417. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; McDonnell Douglas Model DC–9–
80 Series Airplanes, and Model MD–88 Air-
planes [Docket No. 98–NM–166–AD; Amend-
ment 39–11099; AD 99–07–14] (RIN: 2120–AA64)
received April 6, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1418. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Sikorsky Aircraft-manufactured
Model CH–54A Helicopters [Docket No. 97–
SW–60–AD; Amendment 39–11102; AD 99–07–16]
(RIN: 2120–AA64) received April 6, 1999, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

1419. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Construcciones Aeronauticas,
S.A. (CASA) Model CN–235 Series Airplanes
[Docket No. 98–NM–219–AD; Amendment 39–
11098; AD 99–07–13] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received
April 6, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure.

1420. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Boeing Model 747–100, –200, and
–300 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 97–NM–87–
AD; Amendment 39–11097; AD 99–07–12] (RIN:
2120–AA64) received April 6, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1421. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Bell Helicopter Textron, Inc.-
manufactured Model HH–1K, SW204,
SW204HP, SW205, SW205A–1, TH–1F, TH–1L,
UH–1A, UH–1B, UH–1E, UH–1F, UH–1H, UH–
1L, and UH–1P Helicopters [Docket No. 98–
SW–31–AD; Amendment 39–11101; AD 99–07–15]
(RIN: 2120–AA64) received April 6, 1999, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

1422. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Empresa Brasileira de
Aeronautica S.A. (EMBRAER) Model EMB–
120 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 98–NM–265–
AD; Amendment 39–11100; AD 99–02–18 R1]
(RIN: 2120–AA64) received April 6, 1999, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

1423. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting
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the Department’s final rule—Drawbridge Op-
eration Regulations; Gulf Intracoastal Wa-
terway, Florida [CGD07–98–083] (RIN: 2115–
AE47) received April 6, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1424. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Safety Zone:
Bergen County United Way Fireworks, Hud-
son River, Manhattan, New York [CGD01–99–
018] (RIN: 2115–AA97) received April 6, 1999,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1425. A letter from the Acting Chief, Office
of Regulations and Administrative Law, De-
partment of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Safety Zone;
Ward Cove, Tongass Narrows, Ketchikan, AK
[COTP Southeast Alaska 99–001] (RIN: 2115–
AA97) received April 6, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1426. A letter from the Attorney, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting the
Department’s final rule—Second Extension
of Computer Reservations Systems Regula-
tions [Docket No. OST–99–5132] (RIN: 2105–
AC75) received April 6, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1427. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Airworthiness Directives;
Eurocopter France Model AS 332C, L, L1, and
L2 Helicopters and Model SA 330F, G, and J
Helicopters [Docket No. 98–SW–46–AD;
Amendment 39–11084; AD 99–07–02] (RIN: 2120–
AA64) received March 25, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1428. A letter from the Senior Attorney,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Disclosure of
Change-of-Gauge Services [Docket Nos. OST–
1995–177, 47546, 45911, 45912, and 45913] (RIN:
2105–AC17) received March 18, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1429. A letter from the Attorney-advisor,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Revision to Re-
porting Requirements for Motor Carriers of
Property and Household Goods [Docket No.
BTS–98–4659] (RIN: 2139–AA05) received
March 18, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1430. A letter from the Chief, Regs and
Admin Law, USCG, DOT, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Special Local Regulations
for Marine Events; Western Branch, Eliza-
beth River, Portsmouth, Virginia [CGD 05–
99–010] (RIN: 2115–AE46) received March 18,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1431. A letter from the Chief, Regs and
Admin Law, USCG, DOT, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Special Local Regulations
for Marine Events; 1D48 Chesapeake Grand
Prix Distance Race [CGD 05–99–013] (RIN:
2115–AE46) received March 18, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1432. A letter from the Administrator, Fed-
eral Aviation Administration, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the 1999 Avia-
tion System Capital Investment Plan (CIP),
pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 44501(b); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1433. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of

Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures; Miscellaneous Amend-
ments [Docket No. 29502; Amdt. No. 1922] re-
ceived March 29, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1434. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Boeing Model 767 Series Air-
planes [Docket No. 99–NM–39–AD; Amend-
ment 39–11091; AD 99–07–06] (RIN: 2120–AA64)
received March 29, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1435. A letter from the Attorney, Office of
the Chief Counsel, Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Anchorage, Alaska, Terminal Area [Docket
No. 29029; Amendment 93–77] (RIN: 2120–AG45)
received March 25, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1436. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Federal Aviation Administration, transmit-
ting the Administration’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Dr.Ing.h.c.F.Porsche
Aktiengesellschaft (Porsche) 3200N01, N02,
and N03 Reciprocating Engines [Docket No.
99–ANE–09–AD; Amendment 39–11089; AD 99–
04–15] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received March 29,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1437. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Federal Aviation Administration, transmit-
ting the Administration’s final rule—Air-
worthiness Directives; Williams Inter-
national, L.L.C. FJ44–1A Turbofan Engines
[Docket No. 98–ANE–36–AD; Amendment 39–
11088; AD 99–07–04] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received
March 25, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1438. A letter from the Secretary of Trans-
portation, transmitting a report containing
safety considerations for transporting haz-
ardous materials via motor carriers in close
proximity to Federal prisons; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1439. A letter from the Acting Associate
Administrator for Procurement, National
Aeronautics and Space Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—NASA Internal Programmatic Ap-
proval Documentation—received March 25,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Science.

1440. A letter from the Acting Associate
Administrator for Procurement, National
Aeronautics and Space Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—NASA Mentor-Protege Program, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Science.

1441. A letter from the The Board of Trust-
ees, the Federal Old-Age And Survivors In-
surance And Disability Insurance Trust
Funds, transmitting the 1999 Annual Report
of the Board of Trustees of the Federal Old-
Age and Survivors Insurance and the Federal
Disability Insurance Trust Funds, pursuant
to 42 U.S.C. 401(c)(2), 1395i(b)(2), and
1395t(b)(2); (H. Doc. No. 106–48); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means and ordered to be
printed.

1442. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Branch, Customs Service, transmitting the
Service’s final rule—Addition of Brazil to the
List of Nations Entitled to Reciprocal Ex-
emption From the Payment of Special Ton-
nage Taxes (T.D. 99–32) received March 29,

1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

1443. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Branch, Customs Service, transmitting the
Service’s final rule—Technical Amendment
to the Customs Regulations (T.D. 99–24) re-
ceived March 5, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1444. A letter from the Assistant Commis-
sioner, Examination, Internal Revenue Serv-
ice, transmitting the Service’s final rule—
Mining Industry Coordinated Issue: Excess
Moisture—received March 29, 1999, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

1445. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Administrative,
Procedural, and Miscellaneous (Notice 99–18)
received March 29, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1446. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Ruling and de-
termination letters (Revenue Procedure 99–
23) received March 29, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

1447. A letter from the Assistant Commis-
sioner (Examination), Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final
rule—All Industries Coordinated Issue:
Health Insurance Deductibility for Self-Em-
ployed Individuals—received March 30, 1999,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

1448. A letter from the Assistant Commis-
sioner (Examination), Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final
rule—All Industries Coordinated Issue: Ret-
roactive Adoption of an Accident and Health
Plan—received March 30, 1999, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

1449. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Examination of re-
turns and claims for refund, credit, or abate-
ment; determination of correct tax liability
[Rev. Proc. 99–20] received March 19, 1999,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

1450. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Last-In, First-out
Inventories [Revenue Ruling 99–19] received
March 25, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1451. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Examination of re-
turns and claims for refund, credit, or abate-
ment; determination of correct tax liability
[Revenue Procedure 99–19] received March 16,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

1452. A letter from the Commissioner, So-
cial Security, transmitting the 1998 Annual
Report of the Supplemental Security Income
Program; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1453. A letter from the Acting Regulations
Officer, Social Security Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Benefits for Spouses, Mothers, Fathers,
and Children (RIN: 0960–AD83) received
March 25, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1454. A letter from the The Board of Trust-
ees, The Federal Hospital Insurance Trust
Fund, transmitting the 1999 Annual Report
of the Board of Trustees of the Federal Hos-
pital Insurance Trust Fund, pursuant to 42
U.S.C. 401(c)(2), 1395i(b)(2), and 1395t(b)(2); (H.
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Doc. No. 106–47); to the Committee on Ways
and Means and ordered to be printed.

1455. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Reserve System, transmitting the Board’s
Monetary Policy Report to the Congress pur-
suant to the Full Employment and Balanced
Growth Act of 1978, pursuant to 12 U.S.C.
225a; jointly to the Committees on Banking
and Financial Services and Education and
the Workforce.

1456. A letter from the Secretary of Health
and Human Services, transmitting a rec-
ommendation as to whether coverage of
portable electrocardiogram transportation
should be provided under Part B of title
XVIII of the Social Security Act; jointly to
the Committees on Commerce and Ways and
Means.

1457. A letter from the Administrator,
Agency for International Development,
transmitting a report on Development As-
sistance Program Allocations for FY 1999,
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2413(a); jointly to the
Committees on International Relations and
Appropriations.

1458. A letter from the Chairman and Chief
Executive Officer, Farm Credit Administra-
tion, transmitting the proposed fiscal year
2000 budget; jointly to the Committees on
Government Reform and Agriculture.

1459. A letter from the Director, Office of
Management and Budget, transmitting a re-
port which provides information about the
effects of regulation on the economy; jointly
to the Committees on Government Reform
and Appropriations.

1460. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Attorney General, Office of Legislative Af-
fairs, Department of Justice, transmitting a
report entitled ‘‘Attacking Financial Insti-
tution Fraud: Fiscal Year 1996 (Second Quar-
terly Report).,’’ pursuant to Public Law 101–
647; jointly to the Committees on the Judici-
ary and Banking and Financial Services.

1461. A letter from the Administrator, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting
the 1998 Report of Activities required by the
Architectural Barriers Act, pursuant to 42
U.S.C. 4151; jointly to the Committees on
Transportation and Infrastructure and Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

1462. A letter from the Chairman, National
Transportation Safety Board, transmitting a
copy of the National Transportation Safety
Board’s appeal letter to OMB regarding the
initial determination of the Board’s fiscal
year 2000 budget request; jointly to the Com-
mittees on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture and Appropriations.

1463. A letter from the The Board of Trust-
ees, the Federal Supplementary Medical In-
surance Trust Fund, transmitting the 1999
Annual Report of the Board of Trustees of
the Federal Supplementary Medical Insur-
ance Trust Fund, pursuant to 42 U.S.C.
401(c)(2), 1395i(b)(2), and 1395t(b)(2); (H. Doc.
No. 106–46); jointly to the Committees on
Ways and Means and Commerce, and ordered
to be printed.

1464. A letter from the Fiscal Assistant
Secretary, Department of the Treasury,
transmitting the Highway Trust Fund quar-
terly report that appears in the December
1998 issue, pursuant to 26 U.S.C. 9602(a);
jointly to the Committees on Ways and
Means and Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1465. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting notifica-
tion of the President’s decision to send
cetain U.S. forces to Macedonia to enhance
force protection for U.S. and other NATO
forces in that nation, to support U.S. and
NATO military activities in the region, to
deter attacks on U.S. and NATO forces al-
ready in Macedonia, and to assist in pre-
paring for a possible NATO peace implemen-
tation force in Kosovo, pursuant to Public

Law 105–262; (H. Doc. No. 106–41); jointly to
the Committees on International Relations,
Appropriations, and Armed Services and or-
dered to be printed.

1466. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting notifica-
tion that there have been dramatic and very
serious developments in Kosovo and the re-
gion, particularly Macedonia and Albania. In
the light of these disturbing events, I have
directed that additional U.S. forces be de-
ployed to Albania and Macedonia in order to
support disaster relief by, among other
actiities, delivering food and essentials, con-
structing shelter, providing coordination and
assisting in onward movement, and when
necessary, providing protection for relief
supplies and refugees, pursuant to Public
Law 105–262; (H. Doc. No. 106–43); jointly to
the Committees on International Relations,
Appropriations, and Armed Services and or-
dered to be printed.

1467. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a report
to inform you of my decision to deploy addi-
tional U.S. forces to Albania in support of
ongoing NATO air operations to reduce the
capacity of the Serbian military and secu-
rity forces to conduct offensive operations,
pursuant to Public Law 105–262; (H. Doc. No.
106–44); jointly to the Committees on Inter-
national Relations, Appropriations, and
Armed Services and ordered to be printed.

f

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

[Filed on March 31, 1999]

Mr. BURTON: Committee on Government
Reform. Report on Oversight Plans for All
House Committees (Rept. 106–78). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.
[Pursuant to the order of the House on March

25, 1999 the following report was filed on April
7, 1999]

Mr. BLILEY: Committee on Commerce.
H.R. 851. A bill to require the Federal Com-
munications Commission to establish im-
proved predictive models for determining the
availability of television broadcast signals;
with an amendment (Rept. 106–79 Pt. 1).

[Filed on April 12, 1999]

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: Committee on Re-
sources. H.R. 39. A bill to require the Sec-
retary of the Interior to establish a program
to provide assistance in the conservation of
neotropical migratory birds; with an amend-
ment (Rept. 106–80). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of
the Union.

Mr. COBLE: Committee on the Judiciary.
H.R. 769. A bill to amend the Trademark Act
of 1946 to provide for the registration and
protection of trademarks used in commerce,
in order to carry out provisions of certain
international conventions, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. 106–81). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of
the Union.

Mr. GILMAN: Committee on International
Relations. H.R. 1143. A bill to establish a pro-
gram to provide assistance for programs of
credit and other financial services for micro-
enterprises in developing countries, and for
other purposes (Rept. 106–82). Referred to the
Committee on the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

Mr. McCOLLUM: Committee on the Judici-
ary. H.R. 46. A bill to provide for a national
medal for public safety officers who act with

extraordinary valor above and beyond the
call of duty (Rept. 106–83). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

Mr. COBLE: Committee on the Judiciary.
H.R. 1189. A bill to make technical correc-
tions in title 17, United States Code, and
other laws (Rept. 106–84). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 136. Resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 1143) to es-
tablish a program to provide assistance for
programs of credit and other financial serv-
ices for microenterprises in developing coun-
tries, and for other purposes (Rept. 106–85).
Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. COBLE: Committee on the Judiciary.
H.R. 1027. A bill to provide for the carriage
by satellite carriers of local broadcast sta-
tion signals, and for other purposes; with an
amendment (Rept. 106–86 Pt. 1). Ordered to
be printed.

f

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED
BILL

Pursuant to clause 5 of rule X the fol-
lowing action was taken by the Speak-
er:
[The following action occurred on April 7, 1999]
H.R. 851. Referral to the Committee on the

Judiciary extended for a period ending not
later than April 16, 1999.

[Submitted April 12, 1999]
H.R. 1027. Referral to the Committee on

Commerce extended for a period ending not
later than April 16, 1999.

f

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:

[Omitted from the Record of March 25, 1999]

By Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland (for
himself, Mr. CASTLE, Mr. WELDON of
Pennsylvania, Mr. ENGLISH, Mr.
SAXTON, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. LINDER,
Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut, Mr.
MARKEY, Mr. EHRLICH, Mr. SPENCE,
Mr. BASS, Mr. BLILEY, Mr. MORAN of
Virginia, Mr. GOODE, Mr. BOEHLERT,
Mr. COBLE, Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Is-
land, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mrs.
CHENOWETH, Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky,
and Mr. MARTINEZ):

H.R. 1363. A bill to specify that the legal
public holiday known as Washington’s Birth-
day be called by that name; to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

[Submitted April 12, 1999]

By Mr. ANDREWS:
H.R. 1364. A bill to exclude certain vet-

erans’ compensation and pension amounts
from consideration as adjusted income for
purposes of determining the amount of rent
paid by a family for a dwelling unit assisted
under the United States Housing Act of 1937;
to the Committee on Banking and Financial
Services.

By Mr. ANDREWS (for himself and Mr.
PAYNE):

H.R. 1365. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to recognize the time re-
quired to save funds for the college edu-
cation of adopted children; to the Committee
on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. ENGLISH (for himself, Mr.
HEFLEY, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts,
Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. BLILEY, Mr. SCHAF-
FER, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr.
MCINNIS, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. TALENT,
Mr. NETHERCUTT, and Mr. SESSIONS):
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H.R. 1366. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to reduce the tax on beer to
its pre-1991 level; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey:
H.R. 1367. A bill to amend section 211 of the

Clean Air Act to prohibit the use of the fuel
additive MTBE in gasoline; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

By Mr. GOODLING (for himself, Mr.
BLUNT, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. NORWOOD,
Mr. PETRI, Mr. BALLENGER, Mr. BART-
LETT of Maryland, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr.
GEKAS, Mr. PITTS, Mr. GANSKE, Mr.
SESSIONS, Mr. BARR of Georgia, and
Mr. WAMP):

H.R. 1368. A bill to prohibit the use of funds
appropriated to the Department of Defense
from being used for the deployment of
ground elements of the United States Armed
Forces in Kosovo unless that deployment is
specifically authorized by law; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

By Ms. KILPATRICK (for herself, Mr.
FROST, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Mr. DAVIS of
Illinois, Mr. SHOWS, Ms. JACKSON-LEE
of Texas, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr.
RANGEL, Mr. LUTHER, Mr. THOMPSON
of Mississippi, and Mr. CAPUANO):

H.R. 1369. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Defense to make military helicopters and
other equipment available to State and local
governments to assist in emergency law en-
forcement and rescue operations; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. WAXMAN:
H.R. 1370. A bill to amend the Foreign Cor-

rupt Practices Act of 1977 to prevent persons
doing business in interstate commerce from
providing financial support to the Inter-
national Olympic Committee until the Inter-
national Olympic Committee adopts institu-
tional reforms; to the Committee on Com-
merce.

By Ms. NORTON (for herself, Ms. CAR-
SON, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. FARR of Cali-
fornia, Mr. FORBES, Mr. FROST, Mr.
FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. GEKAS,
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. KING,
Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island, Mrs.
LOWEY, Mrs. MEEK of Florida, Mr.
PAYNE, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. SHAYS, Mr.
STARK, and Mr. WYNN):

H.R. 1371. A bill to amend the Federal tort
claims provisions of title 28, United States
Code, to repeal the exception for claims aris-
ing outside the United States, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. NADLER, Mr. HINCHEY,
Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. PAYNE, and Mr.
GEJDENSON):

H.R. 1372. A bill to prohibit the Depart-
ment of the Interior from expending any
funds for a mid-Atlantic coast offshore oil
and gas lease sale; to the Committee on Re-
sources.

By Mr. SANFORD (for himself and Mr.
GOODLING):

H.R. 1373. A bill to promote the develop-
ment of a government in the Federal Repub-
lic of Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro)
based on democratic principles and the rule
of law, and that respects internationally rec-
ognized human rights, to assist the victims
of Serbian oppression, to apply measures
against the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
International Relations, and in addition to
the Committees on Banking and Financial
Services, Ways and Means, the Judiciary,
and Transportation and Infrastructure, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey:
H.R. 1374. A bill to designate the United

States Post Office building located at 680
State Highway 130 in Hamilton, New Jersey,
as the ‘‘John K. Rafferty Hamilton Post Of-
fice Building’’; to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform.

By Mr. STARK:
H.R. 1375. A bill to amend title XVIII of the

Social Security Act to reduce the maximum
financial risk permitted for physicians par-
ticipating in Medicare+Choice plans and en-
courage payment for quality; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition
to the Committee on Commerce, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. CAMPBELL:
H.J. Res. 44. A joint resolution declaring a

state of war between the United States and
the Government of the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

By Mr. GILMAN (for himself and Mr.
GEJDENSON):

H. Con. Res. 81. A Concurrent resolution
permitting the use of the rotunda of the Cap-
itol for a ceremony in honor of the Fiftieth
Anniversary of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO) and welcoming the
three newest members of NATO, the Repub-
lic of Poland, the Republic of Hungary, and
the Czech Republic, into NATO; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration.

By Mr. CAMPBELL:
H. Con. Res. 82. A Concurrent resolution di-

recting the President, pursuant to section
5(c) of the War Powers Resolution, to remove
United States Armed Forces from their posi-
tions in connection with the present oper-
ations against the Federal Republic of Yugo-
slavia; to the Committee on International
Relations.

By Mrs. NAPOLITANO (for herself, Mr.
BONIOR, Mr. TURNER, Mr. RODRIGUEZ,
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. HINOJOSA,
Mr. MATSUI, Mr. LAMPSON, Mr.
PALLONE, Mr. HOYER, Ms. PELOSI, Ms.
BERKLEY, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr.
GEJDENSON, Mr. GEPHARDT, Mr. KEN-
NEDY of Rhode Island, Mr. SKELTON,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr.
FILNER, Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr. SERRANO,
Mr. SHOWS, Mr. TAYLOR of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. WEINER,
Mr. FROST, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. ROTH-
MAN, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mr.
BILBRAY, Mr. HAYES, Mrs. MEEK of
Florida, and Ms. WATERS):

H. Con. Res. 83. A Concurrent resolution
expressing the sense of the Congress that the
Government of the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia and its President Slobodan
Milosevic release the three illegally detained
United States servicemen and abide by the
Geneva Convention protocols regarding the
treatment of both prisoners of war and inno-
cent civilians; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations, and in addition to the
Committee on Armed Services, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. SHUSTER:
H. Res. 135. A resolution providing for the

concurrence by the House with an amend-
ment in the Senate amendments to H.R. 98;
considered and agreed to.

f

MEMORIALS
Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials

were presented and referred as follows:
7. The SPEAKER presented a memorial of

the Senate of the State of Michigan, relative

to Senate Resolution No. 21 memorializing
the President and Congress to increase fund-
ing for full-time National Guard personnel;
to the Committee on Armed Services.

8. Also, a memorial of the General Assem-
bly of the State of New Jersey, relative to
Assembly resolution 112, memorializing the
United States Congress to increase funding
for research by the National Institutes of
Health for the treatment and cure of
Duchenne and Becker muscular dystrophy;
to the Committee on Commerce.

9. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Wyoming, relative to Senate
Joint Resolution 5, urging the President of
the United States not to attempt to use fed-
eral agencies to initiate strategies to miti-
gate greenhouse gases until and unless the
Kyoto Protocol is amended or otherwise re-
vised so that it is consistent with United
States Senate Resolution No. 98 to include
specific scheduled commitments for devel-
oping countries to mitigate greenhouse gas
emissions within the same compliance period
required for industrial nations; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

10. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Wyoming, relative to a resolu-
tion urging the Bureau of the Census to con-
duct the 2000 decennial census consistent
with the aforementioned United States Su-
preme Court ruling and constitutional man-
date, which require a physical headcount of
the population and bars the use of statistical
sampling to create, or in any way adjust the
count; to the Committee on Government Re-
form.

11. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the Commonwealth of The Mariana Islands,
relative to House Resolution No. 11–26, urg-
ing the Office of Insular Affairs to be honest
and sincere in its presentation of the facts
about the Commonwealth to Congress and
the news media; to the Committee on Re-
sources.

12. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Nebraska, relative to Legisla-
tive Resolution No. 10, petitioning Congress
of the United States to propose to the states
an amendment to Article I, section 2 of the
United States Constitution that would in-
crease the length of the terms of office for
members of the House of Representatives
from two years to four years with one-half of
the members’ terms expiring every two
years; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

13. Also, a memorial of the General Assem-
bly of the State of New Jersey, relative to
Assembly Resolution No. 19, memorializing
Congress to provide $5 million in federal
funds for the next stage of project develop-
ment, as noted hereinabove, for the Trans-
Hudson/Midtown Corridor Management/
Project Development Initiative; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

14. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of West Virginia,
relative to House Concurrent Resolution No.
14 memorializing the Congress of the United
States to make all possible efforts to support
and assist the incorporation of the Coalfields
Expressway into the Appalachian Develop-
ment Highway System; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

15. Also, a memorial of the General Assem-
bly of the State of New Jersey, relative to
Assembly Resolution No. 109 memorializing
the Congress of the United States to encact
H.R. 1126 of 1997, the ‘‘Merchant Mariners
Fairness Act of 1997’’; to the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.

16. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Wyoming, relative to Joint Res-
olution No. 1, memorializing that the Wyo-
ming State Legislature fully supports the
antidumping and the countervailing duty pe-
titions against Canada as filed by the Ranch-
ers-Cattlemen Action Legal Foundation; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.
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ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 5: Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mr. GARY MIL-
LER of California, Mr. DICKEY, Mr. GORDON,
Mr. BAKER, and Mr. HANSEN.

H.R. 6: Mr. SHIMKUS.
H.R. 8: Mr. EVERETT, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr.

STUMP, Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr. LARGENT, Mr.
HUNTER, and Mr. LATHAM.

H.R. 14: Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. KUYKENDALL, Mr.
GORDON, and Mr. GARY MILLER of California.

H.R. 17: Mr. TERRY.
H.R. 19: Mr. BLILEY, Mr. GILCHREST, and

Mr. CAPUANO.
H.R. 27: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas.
H.R. 39: Mrs. KELLY.
H.R. 40: Mr. WYNN, Ms. LEE, and Ms. BROWN

of Florida.
H.R. 44: Mr. PALLONE and Ms. ROYBAL-AL-

LARD.
H.R. 46: Mr. NETHERCUTT.
H.R. 65: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms. BERKLEY,

Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma, and Mr. PHELPS.
H.R. 72: Mr. BATEMAN, Mrs. WILSON, Mr.

DUNCAN, and Mr. POMBO.
H.R. 82: Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut, Mr.

GORDON, and Mr. SAWYER.
H.R. 114: Mr. GEJDENSON.
H.R. 116: Mr. LARSON, Mr. WEINER, Mr.

DICKS, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon,
Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. NEAL of
Massachusetts, Mr. ROEMER, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota,
and Ms. RIVERS.

H.R. 157: Mr. GARY MILLER of California,
Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. BURTON
of Indiana, and Mrs. EMERSON.

H.R. 163: Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut, Mr.
GARY MILLER of California, Mr. TALENT, and
Mr. CAPUANO.

H.R. 175: Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. EHRLICH, Mr.
BOEHLERT, Mr. GORDON, Mr. DELAHUNT, Ms.
MCKINNEY, Mr. SCHAFFER, Ms. MILLENDER-
MCDONALD, Mr. BORSKI, Mr. DINGELL, Mr.
CUNNINGHAM, Mr. CONYERS, and Ms. PELOSI.

H.R. 179: Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut.
H.R. 192: Mr. FOLEY.
H.R. 206: Ms. BALDWIN.
H.R. 208: Mr. CAPUANO.
H.R. 219: Mr. GARY MILLER of California.
H.R. 220: Mr. GARY MILLER of California

and Mr. MORAN of Kansas.
H.R. 274: Mr. HINCHEY, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of

Texas, Mr. PASCRELL, Mrs. KELLY, Mr.
FRANKS of New Jersey, Mr. ANDREWS, Mr.
GILMAN, Mrs. ROUKEMA, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr.
BLAGOJEVICH, Mr. WEINER, and Mr. WEXLER.

H.R. 275: Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
H.R. 282: Mr. HOLDEN.
H.R. 303: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. YOUNG

of Florida, Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr.
HORN, Mr. DELAHUNT, and Mr. OBERSTAR.

H.R. 315: Mr. CAPUANO.
H.R. 323: Ms. BERKLEY, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr.

PHELPS, Mr. SPRATT, Mr. SAWYER, Mrs.
EMERSON, and Mr. GORDON.

H.R. 329: Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. CAPUANO, and
Mr. LAMPSON.

H.R. 351: Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr.
MOORE, Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. CRAMER, and Mr.
CRANE.

H.R. 357: Mrs. TAUSCHER, Ms. MCKINNEY,
and Mr. BECERRA.

H.R. 383: Mr. NEY, Mr. SANDERS, Mr.
BILBRAY, Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mrs.
ROUKEMA, Mr. GANSKE, Mr. GREEN of Texas,
Mr. HORN, Mr. BARRETT of Wisconsin, Mr.
DEAL of Georgia, Mrs. WILSON, Mr. CRAMER,
Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. QUINN, Mr. GONZALEZ,
Mr. GORDON, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr.
GRAHAM, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. SCOTT, Mr.
FOLEY, and Mr. BURTON of Indiana.

H.R. 384: Mr. BARRETT of Wisconsin and
Ms. WATERS.

H.R. 390: Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. MCCOLLUM, Mr.
BACHUS, Mr. BEREUTER, Mr. GARY MILLER of

California, Mr. LAZIO, Mr. TRAFICANT, Mrs.
MEEK of Florida, Mr. SHOWS, Mr. GONZALEZ,
and Mr. BERMAN.

H.R. 394: Mr. LUTHER, Mr. INSLEE, and Mr.
OLVER.

H.R. 395: Mr. LUTHER, Mr. INSLEE, and Mr.
OLVER.

H.R. 397: Mr. LUTHER, Mr. INSLEE, and Mr.
OLVER.

H.R. 405: Mrs. MALONEY of New York, Mrs.
JOHNSON of Connecticut, Mr. RILEY, Mr. HIN-
CHEY, Mr. SWEENEY, and Mr. LAZIO.

H.R. 406: Mrs. EMERSON.
H.R. 407: Mr. HILL of Montana, Mr. BARCIA,

Mr. MCINTOSH, Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky, and
Mr. HALL of Texas.

H.R. 415: Mr. GONZALEZ.
H.R. 417: Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska, Ms.

SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. CAPUANO, and Mr. WISE.
H.R. 423: Mr. NEY, Mr. SHOWS, Mr.

LARGENT, and Mr. COX.
H.R. 430: Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. LEWIS of Geor-

gia, Mr. TERRY, and Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.
H.R. 443: Mr. HOUGHTON, Mr. DOYLE, Mr.

GALLEGLY, and Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas.
H.R. 461: Mr. OXLEY.
H.R. 488: Mr. BROWN of California, Mr.

MCGOVERN, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. CAPUANO, and
Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey.

H.R. 492: Mr. TANCREDO and Mr. GIBBONS.
H.R. 517: Mr. HYDE.
H.R. 531: Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. BURR of North

Carolina, Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut, Mr.
DEAL of Georgia, Mr. LARGENT, Mr. SKELTON,
Mrs. KELLY, Mr. WEYGAND, Mr. SCHAFFER,
Mr. TALENT, Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mr. LAMPSON,
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. HALL of
Texas, Mr. WEINER, Mr. BARTON of Texas,
Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey,
and Mr. PAYNE.

H.R. 537: Mrs. CAPPS.
H.R. 541: Mrs. MORELLA, Mr. BAIRD, Mr.

GONZALEZ, Mr. LARSON, Ms. HOOLEY of Or-
egon, Mrs. MEEK of Florida, and Ms. WATERS.

H.R. 548: Mr. CAPUANO.
H.R. 555: Ms. MCKINNEY.
H.R. 576: Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. BORSKI,

Mr. FOLEY, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr.
WEXLER, Mr. WEYGAND, Ms. DANNER, Mrs.
KELLY, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. PELOSI, Mr.
HOLDEN, and Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 607: Mr. MCDERMOTT.
H.R. 637: Mr. SANDERS, Mrs. LOWEY, and

Mrs. THURMAN.
H.R. 657: Mr. CAPUANO.
H.R. 664: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. OBER-

STAR, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. CAPUANO, and Mr.
UDALL of Colorado.

H.R. 670: Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr. RILEY, Mr.
DICKS, and Mr. BROWN of California.

H.R. 682: Mr. GARY MILLER of California.
H.R. 684: Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. VENTO, and Mr.

BARRETT of Wisconsin.
H.R. 688: Mr. DICKEY, Mr. COX, Mr. NUSSLE,

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. CANADY of Flor-
ida, Mr. GOODLING, Mr. GARY MILLER of Cali-
fornia, and Mr. HUTCHINSON.

H.R. 701: Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. BARR of Geor-
gia, and Mr. MILLER of Florida.

H.R. 716: Mr. TAUZIN, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr.
BURTON of Indiana, Mr. MCINTOSH, Mr. EHR-
LICH, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. ISAKSON, and Mr. GARY
MILLER of California.

H.R. 730: Ms. NORTON, Mr. BROWN of Cali-
fornia, and Mr. CAPUANO.

H.R. 750: Mr. LAZIO, Mr. SPRATT, Mr. STEN-
HOLM, Mr. GARY MILLER of California, Mr.
GUTIERREZ, and Mr. CAPUANO.

H.R. 756: Mr. DIAZ-BALART and Mrs. CLAY-
TON.

H.R. 771: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. BARR of
Georgia.

H.R. 777: Mr. BONIOR.
H.R. 783: Mr. WALDEN of Oregon, Mr. BOU-

CHER, Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina, Mr.
BISHOP, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, and Mr. BENTSEN.

H.R. 784: Mr. DINGELL, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr.
KENNEDY of Rhode Island, Mr. DUNCAN, Ms.
DANNER, and Mr. EVERETT.

H.R. 785: Mrs. MALONEY of New York.
H.R. 786: Mr. HUNTER and Mr. BROWN of

California.
H.R. 793: Mr. BARR of Georgia.
H.R. 796: Mrs. FOWLER, Mr. BECERRA, Mrs.

CUBIN, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia,
and Mrs. CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 797: Mr. SHOWS, Mr. STARK, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK, and Mr. GONZALEZ.

H.R. 798: Mr. WEINER, Mr. BROWN of Cali-
fornia, Mr. BORSKI, Mr. NEAL of Massachu-
setts, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. DEUTSCH, Mrs.
MALONEY of New York, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD,
Mr. REYES, and Mr. MCNULTY.

H.R. 804: Mr. RAHALL, Mr. DICKEY, and Mr.
HINCHEY.

H.R. 827: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas, Mr. BENTSEN, and Mr. BLAGOJEVICH.

H.R. 832: Mr. WISE and Ms. ROYBAL-AL-
LARD.

H.R. 834: Mr. RUSH and Mr. TAYLOR of
North Carolina.

H.R. 835: Mr. WAMP, Mr. GORDON, Mr.
CRAMER, Mr. HANSEN, and Mrs. BONO.

H.R. 837: Ms. BROWN of Florida and Mr.
CAPUANO.

H.R. 845: Mr. PHELPS.
H.R. 850: Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin and Mr.

ETHERIDGE.
H.R. 855: Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, Mr.

PALLONE, and Mr. SAXTON.
H.R. 860: Mr. ANDREWS, Mrs. THURMAN, Mr.

SANDLIN, Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut, Mr.
GORDON, Mr. BROWN of California, and Mr.
BROWN of Ohio.

H.R. 878: Mr. TANCREDO.
H.R. 894: Mr. BARCIA, Mr. GOSS, and Mr.

OXLEY.
H.R. 902: Mr. MEEHAN, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,

Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. ROTHMAN,
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, and Mr. CAPUANO.

H.R. 903: Mr. PAUL, Mr. ROGAN, Mr.
SWEENEY, and Mr. HOLT.

H.R. 904: Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. CAPUANO, and Mr.
GORDON.

H.R. 912: Ms. WATERS.
H.R. 927: Mr. CAPUANO.
H.R. 933: Mr. CAPUANO.
H.R. 935: Mr. GRAHAM.
H.R. 937: Mr. GONZALEZ.
H.R. 959: Mr. WEYGAND, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mr.

HILLIARD, Ms. WATERS, and Mrs. LOWEY.
H.R. 960: Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. DEUTSCH, Mr.

WEINER, and Mr. INSLEE.
H.R. 969: Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. WAMP, and Mr.

GARY MILLER of California.
H.R. 979: Mr. FORBES, Mr. WEINER, Mr.

RANGEL, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. ANDREWS, Ms.
HOOLEY of Oregon, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. REY-
NOLDS, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. CROW-
LEY, Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. VENTO, Mr. KENNEDY
of Rhode Island, Mr. STARK, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr.
KIND, and Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas.

H.R. 984: Mrs. MEEK of Florida, Mr. RUSH,
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, and Mr. MCDERMOTT.

H.R. 985: Mr ALLEN.
H.R. 1003: Mr FROST, Mr. RANGEL, Mr.

THOMPSON of Mississippi, and Mrs. MALONEY
of New York.

H.R. 1008: Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. KENNEDY
of Rhode Island, Mr. BLAGOJEVICH, Mr.
UNDERWOOD, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. SMITH of New
Jersey, Mr. ROMERO-BARCELO, and Mr.
POMBO.

H.R. 1022: Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr. SHOWS, Mr.
GONZALEZ and Ms. BERKLEY.

H.R. 10 36: Mr BROWN of California.
H.R. 1041: Mr GREEN of Wisconsin and Mr.

COBURN.
H.R. 1063: Mr WEINER.
H.R. 1080: Mr. FATTAH.
H.R. 1082: Mr HILLIARD, Mr. DICKS, Mr.

UDALL of New Mexico, Mr. HOLT, Mr. UDALL
of Colorado, Mr. KLINK, Mr. KIND, Mr. LA-
FALCE, Ms. SANCHEZ, and Mr. PASCRELL.

H.R. 1083: Mr. WU, Mr. DICKEY, and Mr.
METCALF.

H.R. 1084: Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr. NETHERCUTT,
and Mr. WALDEN of Oregon.

VerDate 06-MAY-99 13:35 May 13, 1999 Jkt 069060 PO 00000 Frm 00063 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\TEMP\H12AP9.REC h12ap9 PsN: h12ap9



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1868 April 12, 1999
H.R. 1090: Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr. LOBIONDO,

Mr. RANGEL, Mr. FORBES, Mr. BLAGOJEVICH,
and Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.

H.R. 1092: Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr.
WU, Mr. HOUGHTON, and Mr. ROYCE.

H.R. 1095: Mr. CLAY, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
BAIRD, and Mr. FROST.

H.R. 1106: Mr. BERRY, Mr. GILMAN, Mr.
WEINER, and Mr. SCARBOROUGH.

H.R. 1108: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. BECERRA, and
Mr. BISHOP.

H.R. 1109: Mr. HINCHEY.
H.R. 1111: Mr. BRYANT, Mr. INSLEE, Mr.

FROST, Mr. SHOWS, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey,
and Mr. OLVER.

H.R. 1116: Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma.
H.R. 1138: Mrs. ROUKEMA and Mr. FRELING-

HUYSEN.
H.R. 1144: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi and

Mr. BLUNT.
H.R. 1146: Mr. BARR of Georgia, and Mr.

WAMP.
H.R. 1159: Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky, Mr. GOR-

DON, and Mr. OXLEY.
H.R. 1167: Mr. WAXMAN and Mrs. CAPPS.
H.R. 1168: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. CAMP, Mr.

FILNER, Mr. GONZALEZ, Mrs. JOHNSON of Con-
necticut, Mr. BROWN of California, Mr. KING,
Mr. PHELPS, and Mr. CLYBURN.

H.R. 1202: Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut, Mr.
CAPUANO, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,
and Mr. HINCHEY.

H.R. 1213: Mr. GONZALEZ.
H.R. 1218: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, Mr.

GOODLING, Mr. HAYES, and Mr. WAMP.
H.R. 1233: Mr. PORTER, Mr. FARR of Cali-

fornia, Mr. WEINER, and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.
H.R. 1248: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. GEORGE

MILLER of California, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr.
SPRATT, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr.
FROST, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. BOR-
SKI, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. KIND, Mr. TOWNS, Mr.
ABERCROMBIE, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr.
DELAHUNT, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mrs. CAPPS, Mrs.

LOWEY, Mr. WEINER, and Ms. BROWN of Flor-
ida.

H.R. 1250: Mr. ALLEN, Mr. QUINN, Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE of Texas, and Mr. MATSUI.

H.R. 1266: Mr. HOUGHTON.
H.R. 1269: Mr. VENTO, Mr. MARKEY, Mr.

GEJDENSON, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. GUTIERREZ,
Mr. STARK, and Mr. WEINER.

H.R. 1287: Mr. KING.
H.R. 1317: Mr. SESSIONS and Mrs. THURMAN.
H.R. 1335: Mr. CAPUANO.
H.R. 1344: Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma, Mr.

BALDACCI, Mr. CONDIT, and Mr. CAMP.
H.R. 1349: Mr. SMITH of Washington.
H.R. 1355: Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr.

CAMPBELL, Mr. CLAY, Mr. DELAHUNT, Ms.
ESHOO, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr.
HOUGHTON, Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut, Mr.
MALONEY of Connecticut, Mrs. MALONEY of
New York, Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, Mrs.
MORELLA, Mr. PORTER, Ms. RIVERS, Mrs.
ROUKEMA, Mr. SERRANO, and Mr. UDALL of
Colorado.

H.R. 1358: Mr. CARDIN.
H.J. Res. 21: Mr. FOLEY.
H.J. Res. 25: Mr. LEWIS of California, Ms.

BERKLEY, Mr. CUMMINGS, and Mrs. THURMAN.
H.J. Res. 34: Mr. ADERHOLT.
H. Con. Res. 8: Mr. BLAGOJEVICH.
H. Con. Res. 10: Mr. NEY, Mr. HAYWORTH,

Mr. MCINNIS, Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. GARY MILLER
of California, Mr. STUMP, and Ms. PRYCE of
Ohio.

H. Con. Res. 21: Mrs. KELLY, Mr. CROWLEY,
and Mr. KING.

H. Con. Res. 30: Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mr.
STEARNS, Mr. WAMP, Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr.
DICKEY, and Mr. BATEMAN.

H. Con. Res. 74: Mr. ALLEN, Mr. STARK, Mr.
FRANK of Massachusetts, Ms. RIVERS, and
Mr. UDALL of Colorado.

H. Con. Res. 76: Mr. MCINTOSH, Mr.
FOSSELLA, Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio,
Mr. CRAMER, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. FOLEY,

Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. CLEMENT, Mr. SHOWS, Mrs.
MYRICK, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, Mr. CAS-
TLE, Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska, and Mr. POM-
EROY.

H. Con. Res. 77: Mr. BISHOP, Ms. ROYBAL-
ALLARD, and Mr. GONZALEZ.

H. Res. 15: Mr. CAPUANO.
H. Res. 16: Mr. CANADY of Florida.
H. Res. 34: Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. BERKLEY,

Ms. SANCHEZ, and Mr. CAPUANO.
H. Res. 35: Mr. LIPINSKI.
H. Res. 41: Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BARRETT of

Wisconsin, Ms. BERKLEY, Mrs. CHENOWETH,
Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. DELAURO,
Ms. DUNN, Mr. EVANS, Mrs. FOWLER, Mr.
GEJDENSON, Mr. GOSS, Ms. GRANGER, Mr.
HASTINGS of Washington, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of
Texas, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr. JONES of
North Carolina, Ms. LEE, Mr. LEWIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. LINDER, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New
York, Mr. MCINTOSH, Mr. MASCARA, Mr.
METCALF, Ms. NORTON, Mr. SCARBOROUGH,
Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. SOUDER, and Mr. SPRATT.

H. Res. 59: Mr. EHLERS.
H. Res. 95: Mr. TANCREDO and Mr. GARY

MILLER of California.
H. Res. 97: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida and Mr.

MEEKS of New York.
H. Res. 106: Mr. METCALF, Mr. ROMERO-

BARCELO, Mr. EHRLICH, Mr. MALONEY of Con-
necticut, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr.
DEUTSCH, Mr. BONIOR, Ms. RIVERS, Mr.
FATTAH, Mr. MCCRERY, Ms. DELAURO, Mrs.
CLAYTON, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. WEINER.

f

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows:

H.R. 111: Mr. WAMP.
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