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So the Journal was approved.

138.10 PROVIDING FOR THE
CONSIDERATION OF H.J. RES. 159

Mr. GOSS, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, reported (Rept. No.
104-513) the resolution (H. Res. 395) pro-
viding for the consideration of the
joint resolution (H.J. Res. 159) pro-
posing an amendment to the Constitu-
tion of the United States to require
two-thirds majorities for bills increas-
ing taxes.
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When said resolution and report were
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered printed.

938.11 PROVIDING FOR THE
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 842

Mr. GOSS, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, reported (Rept. No.
104-514) the resolution (H. Res. 396) pro-
viding for the consideration of the bill
(H.R. 842) to provide off-budget treat-
ment for the Highway Trust Fund, the
Airport and Airway Trust Fund, the In-
land Waterways Trust Funds, and the
Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund.

When said resolution and report were
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered printed.

938.12 PRODUCT LIABILITY REFORM

Mr. HYDE, pursuant to House Reso-
lution 394, called up the following con-
ference report (Rept. No. 104-481):

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
956), to establish legal standards and proce-
dures for product liability litigation, and for
other purposes, having met, after full and
free conference, have agreed to recommend
and do recommend to their respective Houses
as follows:

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate and
agree to the same with an amendment as fol-
lows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted by the Senate amendment, insert the
following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE AND TABLE OF CON-
TENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ““Common Sense Product Liability Legal
Reform Act of 1996”".

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title and table of contents.
Sec. 2. Findings and purposes.

TITLE I—PRODUCT LIABILITY REFORM

Sec. 101. Definitions.

Sec. 102. Applicability; preemption.

Sec. 103. Liability rules applicable to prod-
uct sellers, renters, and lessors.

Defense based on claimant’s use of
intoxicating alcohol or drugs.

Misuse or alteration.

Uniform time limitations on liabil-
ity.

Alternative dispute resolution pro-
cedures.

Uniform standards for award of pu-
nitive damages.

Liability for certain claims relat-
ing to death.

Several liability for noneconomic
loss.

Workers’
tion.

TITLE II—BIOMATERIALS ACCESS

ASSURANCE

Short title.

Findings.

Definitions.

General requirements;
bility; preemption.

Liability of biomaterials suppliers.

Procedures for dismissal of civil ac-
tions against biomaterials sup-
pliers.

TITLE HHI—LIMITATIONS ON
APPLICABILITY; EFFECTIVE DATE
Sec. 301. Effect of court of appeals decisions.
Sec. 302. Federal cause of action precluded.

Sec. 303. Effective date.

Sec. 104.

Sec. 105.
Sec. 106.

Sec. 107.
Sec. 108.
Sec. 109.
Sec. 110.
Sec. 111.

compensation subroga-

Sec. 201.
Sec. 202.
Sec. 203.
Sec. 204. applica-
Sec. 205.
Sec. 206.
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SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds that—

(1) our Nation is overly litigious, the civil
justice system is overcrowded, sluggish, and
excessively costly and the costs of lawsuits,
both direct and indirect, are inflicting seri-
ous and unnecessary injury on the national
economy;

(2) excessive, unpredictable, and often arbi-
trary damage awards and unfair allocations
of liability have a direct and undesirable ef-
fect on interstate commerce by increasing
the cost and decreasing the availability of
goods and services;

(3) the rules of law governing product li-
ability actions, damage awards, and alloca-
tions of liability have evolved inconsistently
within and among the States, resulting in a
complex, contradictory, and uncertain re-
gime that is inequitable to both plaintiffs
and defendants and unduly burdens inter-
state commerce;

(4) as a result of excessive, unpredictable,
and often arbitrary damage awards and un-
fair allocations of liability, consumers have
been adversely affected through the with-
drawal of products, producers, services, and
service providers from the marketplace, and
from excessive liability costs passed on to
them through higher prices;

(5) excessive, unpredictable, and often arbi-
trary damage awards and unfair allocations
of liability jeopardize the financial well-
being of many individuals as well as entire
industries, particularly the Nation’s small
businesses and adversely affects government
and taxpayers;

(6) the excessive costs of the civil justice
system undermine the ability of American
companies to compete internationally, and
serve to decrease the number of jobs and the
amount of productive capital in the national
economy;

(7) the unpredictability of damage awards
is inequitable to both plaintiffs and defend-
ants and has added considerably to the high
cost of liability insurance, making it dif-
ficult for producers, consumers, volunteers,
and nonprofit organizations to protect them-
selves from liability with any degree of con-
fidence and at a reasonable cost;

(8) because of the national scope of the
problems created by the defects in the civil
justice system, it is not possible for the
States to enact laws that fully and effec-
tively respond to those problems;

(9) it is the constitutional role of the na-
tional government to remove barriers to
interstate commerce and to protect due
process rights; and

(10) there is a need to restore rationality,
certainty, and fairness to the civil justice
system in order to protect against excessive,
arbitrary, and uncertain damage awards and
to reduce the volume, costs, and delay of liti-
gation.

(b) PURPOSES.—Based upon the powers con-
tained in Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 and
the Fourteenth Amendment of the United
States Constitution, the purposes of this Act
are to promote the free flow of goods and
services and to lessen burdens on interstate
commerce and to uphold constitutionally
protected due process rights by—

(1) establishing certain uniform legal prin-
ciples of product liability which provide a
fair balance among the interests of product
users, manufacturers, and product sellers;

(2) placing reasonable limits on damages
over and above the actual damages suffered
by a claimant;

(3) ensuring the fair allocation of liability
in civil actions;

(4) reducing the unacceptable costs and
delays of our civil justice system caused by
excessive litigation which harm both plain-
tiffs and defendants; and
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