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of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Rules and Administration of
the Senate may jointly designate.

SEC. 2. CONDITIONS.

The event to be carried out under this res-
olution 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; except that the
Association shall assume full responsibility
for all expenses and liabilities incident to all
activities associated with the event.

SEC. 3. STRUCTURES AND EQUIPMENT.

For the purposes of this resolution, the As-
sociation is authorized to erect upon the
Capitol Grounds, subject to the approval of
the Architect of the Capitol, such stage,
sound amplification devices, and other re-
lated structures and equipment as may be re-
quired for the event to be carried out under
this resolution.

SEC. 4. ADDITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.

The Architect of the Capitol and the Cap-
itol Police Board are authorized to make any
such additional arrangements that may be
required to carry out the event under this
resolution.

SEC. 5. 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 to
be carried out under this resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
GOODLATTE, recognized Mr. FRANKS
of New Jersey and Mr. SHOWS, each
for 20 minutes.

After debate,

The question being put, viva voce,

Will the House suspend the rules and
agree to said concurrent resolution, as
amended?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
GOODLATTE, announced that two-
thirds of the Members present had
voted in the affirmative.

So, two-thirds of the Members
present having voted in favor thereof,
the rules were suspended and said con-
current resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

A motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the rules were suspended and
said concurrent resolution, as amend-
ed, was agreed to was, by unanimous
consent, laid on the table.

Ordered, That the Clerk request the
concurrence of the Senate in said con-
current resolution.

927.18 RETIREMENT COVERAGE
CORRECTIONS

Mr. SCARBOROUGH moved to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill (H.R.
416) to provide for the rectification of
certain retirement coverage errors af-
fecting Federal employees, and for
other purposes; as amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
GOODLATTE, recognized Mr. SCAR-
BOROUGH and Mr. CUMMINGS, each
for 20 minutes.

After debate,

The question being put, viva voce,

Will the House suspend the rules and
pass said bill, as amended?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
BASS, announced that two-thirds of
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the Members present had voted in the
affirmative.

So, two-thirds of the Members
present having voted in favor thereof,
the rules were suspended and said bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the rules were suspended and
said bill, as amended, was passed was,
by unanimous consent, laid on the
table.

Ordered, That the Clerk request the
concurrence of the Senate in said bill.

27.19 INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON
POPULATION AND DEVELOPMENT

Mr. CHABOT moved to suspend the
rules and agree to the following resolu-
tion (H. Res. 118):

Whereas the United Nations General As-
sembly has decided to convene a special ses-
sion from June 30 to July 2, 1999, in order to
review and appraise the implementation of
the Programme of Action of the Inter-
national Conference on Population and De-
velopment;

Whereas chapter II of the Programme of
Action, which sets forth the principles of
that document, begins: ‘“The implementation
of the recommendations contained in the
Programme of Action is the sovereign right
of each country, consistent with national
laws and development priorities, with full re-
spect for the various religious and ethical
values and cultural backgrounds of its peo-
ple, and in conformity with universally rec-
ognized international human rights.”’;

Whereas section 7.12 of the Programme of
Action states: ‘“The principle of informed
[consent] is essential to the long-term suc-
cess of family-planning programmes. Any
form of coercion has no part to play.”’;

Whereas section 7.12 of the Programme of
Action further states: ‘‘Government goals for
family planning should be defined in terms
of unmet needs for information and services.
Demographic goals . . . should not be im-
posed on family-planning providers in the
form of targets or quotas for the recruitment
of clients.”’; and

Whereas section 7.17 of the Programme of
Action states: ‘‘[glovernments should secure
conformity to human rights and to ethical
and professional standards in the delivery of
family planning and related reproductive
health services aimed at ensuring respon-
sible, voluntary and informed consent and
also regarding service provision’: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that—

(1) no bilateral or multilateral assistance
or benefit to any country should be condi-
tioned upon or linked to that country’s adop-
tion or failure to adopt population programs,
or to the relinquishment of that country’s
sovereign right to implement the Pro-
gramme of Action of the International Con-
ference on Population and Development con-
sistent with its own national laws and devel-
opment priorities, with full respect for the
various religious and ethical values and cul-
tural backgrounds of its people, and in con-
formity with universally recognized inter-
national human rights;

(2)(A) family planning service providers or
referral agents should not implement or be
subject to quotas, or other numerical tar-
gets, of total number of births, number of
family planning acceptors, or acceptors of a
particular method of family planning;

(B) subparagraph (A) should not be con-
strued to preclude the use of quantitative es-
timates or indicators for budgeting and plan-
ning purposes;

(3) no family planning project should in-
clude payment of incentives, bribes, gratu-
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ities, or financial reward to any person in ex-
change for becoming a family planning ac-
ceptor or to program personnel for achieving
a numerical target or quota of total number
of births, number of family planning accep-
tors, or acceptors of a particular method of
family planning;

(4) no project should deny any right or ben-
efit, including the right of access to partici-
pate in any program of general welfare or
the right of access to health care, as a con-
sequence of any person’s decision not to ac-
cept family planning services;

(5) every family planning project should
provide family planning acceptors with com-
prehensible information on the health bene-
fits and risks of the method chosen, includ-
ing those conditions that might render the
use of the method inadvisable and those ad-
verse side effects known to be consequent to
the use of the method;

(6) every family planning project should
ensure that experimental contraceptive
drugs and devices and medical procedures
are provided only in the context of a sci-
entific study in which participants are ad-
vised of potential risks and benefits; and

(7) the United States should reaffirm the
principles described in paragraphs (1)
through (6) in the special session of the
United Nations General Assembly to be held
between June 30 and July 2, 1999, and in all
preparatory meetings for the special session.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
BASS, recognized Mr. CHABOT and Mr.
GEJDENSON, each for 20 minutes.

After debate,

The question being put, viva voce,

Will the House suspend the rules and
agree to said resolution?

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
BASS, announced that two-thirds of
the Members present had voted in the
affirmative.

So, two-thirds of the Members
present having voted in favor thereof,
the rules were suspended and said reso-
lution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider the vote
whereby the rules were suspended and
said resolution was agreed to was, by
unanimous consent, laid on the table.

Ordered, That the Clerk request the
concurrence of the Senate in said reso-
lution.

27.20 HUMAN RIGHTS IN CUBA

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN moved to sus-
pend the rules and agree to the fol-
lowing resolution (H. Res. 99); as
amended:

Whereas the United Nations Commission
on Human Rights in Geneva, Switzerland, is
an international mechanism to express sup-
port for the protection and defense of the in-
herent natural rights of humankind and a
forum for discussing the human rights situa-
tion throughout the world and condemning
abuses and gross violations of these liberties;

Whereas the actions taken by the United
Nations Commission on Human Rights estab-
lish precedents for further courses of action
and send messages to the international com-
munity that the protection and promotion of
human rights is a priority;

Whereas the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights which guides global human
rights policy asserts that all human beings
are born free and live in dignity with rights;

Whereas international human rights orga-
nizations, the Inter-American Commission
on Human Rights, and the Department of
State all concur that the Government of
Cuba continues to systematically violate the
fundamental civil and political rights of its
citizens;
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