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TRIBUTE TO DOMINICK 

GIOVINAZZO
∑ Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I would 
like to take a few minutes to say a few 
words about a good friend of mine upon 
his retirement. 

I have known Dominick Giovinazzo, 
the retiring Executive Director of the 
Greater Nashua, NH, Boys and Girls 
Club, for many, many years. During 
that time, I have regarded him as one 
of the finest people I know. For the 
past 28 years, he has worked at the 
Greater Nashua Club and has dedicated 
himself to serving the kids who are 
members there. He is a passionate ad-
vocate of child safety and has worked 
to ensure that no child in the city of 
Nashua has to spend his or her after-
noons and weekends on the streets or 
doing drugs. He has become an advisor 
and mentor to the staff of all of the 
New Hampshire Clubs; his wisdom and 
experience have guided each Boys and 
Girls Club in the State to become 
strong pillars of their communities. 
Most importantly, he has been a good 
friend to his own community and to his 
fellow public servants. Over the years, 
I have appreciated his friendship, sup-
port, and guidance. I can only hope 
that others will follow his example of 
charity and dedication. 

Rarely does one come across another 
human being who so fully dedicates 
himself to a life of helping others. It 
was Dominick who brought the impor-
tance and success of the Boys and Girls 
Clubs to my attention many years ago. 
And it was because of his tireless advo-
cacy for the Clubs that I have worked 
so hard to ensure that the federal gov-
ernment helps fund the Boys and Girls 
Clubs of America. Dominick showed me 
the importance of giving our youth a 
safe place to go and dependable, re-
sponsible friends to lean on. 

No other person so richly deserves an 
easy retirement than Dominick 
Giovinazzo. I wish him luck in his fu-
ture endeavors, and I am sure that he 
will never stop caring about and lend-
ing his talents and civic-minded wis-
dom to his community. He is a valu-
able resource who I know the City of 
Nashua, the Greater Nashua Boys and 
Girls Club, and his other friends and 
admirers will rely on for years to 
come.∑

f 

THE DEDICATION OF THE SECOND 
TEMPLE PERIOD TRIPLE GATE 
MONUMENTAL STAIRS AND OB-
SERVATION PLAZA 

∑ Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I rise to 
honor the dedication of the Second 
Temple period Triple Gate Monu-
mental Stairs and Observation Plaza 
which will take place this weekend in 
Jerusalem. This is a new site in the Je-
rusalem Archaeological Park which 
has been developed by the Israel Antiq-
uities Authority, focusing on the 
southern wall of the Temple Mount En-

closure. This restoration project has 
been dedicated and supported by Doro-
thy Davidson Gerson and Byron Gerson 
in loving memory of Sarah and Ralph 
Davidson. The dedication ceremony for 
Gerson Observation Plaza will take 
place on Sunday, October 3 and will be 
attended by Israeli Prime Minister 
Ehud Barak and the Mayor of Jeru-
salem Ehud Olmert among many oth-
ers.

The Triple Gate and the Double Gate, 
also known as the Huldah Gates, were 
a key entrance to the Temple Mount 
for pilgrims during biblical times. This 
area of the southern wall was badly 
damaged following the destruction of 
the Second Temple. The western 
Huldah Gate, or Double Gate, now lies 
below the Al-Aqsa Mosque. The eastern 
Huldah Gate, or Triple Gate, consisted 
of three arched entryways at the time 
of the Second Temple. Now parts of the 
threshold and the doorjamb are all that 
remain of the Triple Gate. In front of 
the Triple Gate was once a monu-
mental staircase. Much of this stair-
case has now been reconstructed af-
fording visitors the opportunity to en-
vision the southern entrances to the 
Temple Mount during the Second Tem-
ple period. 

This important archaeological res-
toration effort would not have been 
possible without the generous support 
of Dorothy Davidson Gerson and Byron 
Gerson. They have made possible an ex-
traordinary view of an ancient treasure 
which has transcendent meaning. I 
know my Senate colleagues join me in 
honoring this historic event and thank-
ing Dorothy Davidson Gerson and 
Byron Gerson for their extraordinary 
efforts.∑

f 

CELEBRATION OF WOOD COUNTY’S 
BICENTENNIAL

∑ Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President, I 
am proud to draw the attention of Con-
gress and the American people to a 
very special milestone in the State of 
West Virginia. Wood County, WV, is 
celebrating its bicentennial and a two-
hundred year history of importance 
and progress thanks to the continual 
spirit of its leaders and citizens. 

Over the past year, through the Wood 
County Bicentennial Commission, 
events and activities have taken place 
to commemorate the county’s rich his-
tory and install a spirit of excitement 
about the years to come. People of all 
ages, throughout the county, have been 
involved in historic exhibits, contests, 
and special ways to share the past and 
prepare for the future. 

With this statement in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD, I will make this my 
submission to the next major event in 
the bicentennial celebration—the plac-
ing of a ‘‘Time Capsule’’ at the Wood 
County Courthouse. With my fellow 
West Virginians in Wood County, I en-
vision the day one hundred years from 

the day this capsule will be stored 
when a future Senator of West Virginia 
will be presented this piece of history. 
I am confident that in October of 2099, 
Wood County will continue to be a cen-
ter of economic progress, community 
spirit and commitment, and other fea-
tures that have defined this corner of 
the nation for two hundred years al-
ready.

Wood County has a long history, in 
particular, in playing a major role in 
the development of the oil and gas in-
dustry in the State and the county. 
through its resources and industrial 
progress, Wood County has been the 
source of fuel for prosperity and 
growth way beyond its borders. 

The county is also proud to house a 
significant chemical industry, manu-
facturing the critical components of 
products world-wide and involved in 
path-breaking research and develop-
ment. For example, the largest DuPont 
facility in the corporate structure re-
sides outside of Parkersburg on the 
land that George Washington once 
owned.

Wood County has tremendous treas-
ures in the form of both its people and 
its material assets. I join its leadership 
and citizens in celebrating this bicen-
tennial year, and playing my part in 
the time Capsule that will reappear an-
other century from now. And I know 
that All Americans wish Wood County 
continued prosperity and progress.∑

f 

KEEPING KIDS ALIVE 

∑ Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, last week 
in Michigan, a coalition of members in 
the House of Representatives intro-
duced a comprehensive package of gun 
safety legislation. The principal spon-
sors of this package are State Rep-
resentatives Laura Baird, Gilda Jacobs 
and Samuel Thomas II, three leaders in 
the state of Michigan on making our 
state safer for children. 

The legislation introduced in the 
Michigan State House is designed to 
keep kids alive in Michigan and safe 
from gun violence. It would create gun-
free zones in areas such as schools, day 
care centers, churches, libraries, hos-
pitals and sports arenas; make Michi-
gan the eighteenth state to enact a 
child access prevention law, requiring 
that trigger locks be sold with hand-
guns; close the gun show loophole by 
requiring that unlicensed dealers be 
subject to the same standards as li-
censed dealers; and limit individuals to 
one handgun purchase a month. 

This legislation, if enacted, would 
make Michigan one of the most respon-
sible gun safety states in the country. 
By taking firearms out of the hands of 
minors and closing loopholes that per-
mit criminals easy access to weapons, 
Lansing will send a clear message to 
Michigan mothers and fathers that the 
state is acting to protect children from 
gun violence. 
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This legislation is a far cry from the 

legislation the Michigan Legislature 
moved forward with last spring. That 
NRA-backed legislation, designed to 
loosen the state’s law on carrying con-
cealed handguns sailed through the 
state Legislature only to be rejected by 
the citizens of Michigan. Michigan’s 
citizens demanded that their law-
makers, enforce stricter, not looser 
laws, when it comes to gun safety and 
the protection of their children. The 
people in Michigan united to reject 
that bill last spring and I hope they 
will again unite to seek action from 
their lawmakers, and urge them to 
pass this important legislation.∑

f 

SMALL BUSINESS ADVOCACY RE-
VIEW PANEL TECHNICAL AMEND-
MENTS ACT OF 1999 

Mr. HAGEL. Mr. President, on behalf 
of the leader, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of calendar No. 273, S. 
1156.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows:
A bill (S. 1156) to amend provisions of law 

enacted by the Small Business Regulatory 
Enforcement Fairness Act of 1996 and to en-
sure full analysis of potential impacts on 
small entities of rules proposed by certain 
agencies, and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, which 
had been reported from the Committee 
on Small Business, with amendments; 
as follows: 

(The parts of the bill intended to be 
stricken are shown in boldface brack-
ets and the parts of the bill to be in-
serted are shown in italic.) 

S. 1156
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 ‘‘Small Busi-
ness Advocacy Review Panel Technical 
Amendments Act of 1999’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES. 

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

(1) A vibrant and growing small business 
sector is critical to creating jobs in a dy-
namic economy. 

(2) Small businesses bear a dispropor-
tionate share of regulatory costs and bur-
dens.

(3) Federal agencies must consider the im-
pact of their regulations on small businesses 
early in the rulemaking process. 

(4) The Small Business Advocacy Review 
Panel process that was established by the 
Small Business Regulatory Enforcement 
Fairness Act of 1996 has been effective in al-
lowing small businesses to participate in 
rules that are being developed by the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency and the Occu-
pational Safety and Health Administration. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act 
are the following: 

(1) To provide a forum for the effective par-
ticipation of small businesses in the Federal 
regulatory process. 

(2) To clarify and strengthen the Small 
Business Advocacy Review Panel process. 

(3) To expand the number of Federal agen-
cies that are required to convene Small Busi-
ness Advocacy Review Panels. 
SEC. 3. ENSURING FULL ANALYSIS OF POTENTIAL 

IMPACTS ON SMALL ENTITIES OF 
RULES PROPOSED BY CERTAIN 
AGENCIES.

Section 609(b) of title 5, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(b)(1) Before the publication of an initial 
regulatory flexibility analysis that a covered 
agency is required to conduct under this 
chapter, the head of the covered agency 
shall—

‘‘(A) notify the Chief Counsel for Advocacy 
of the Small Business Administration (in 
this subsection referred to as the ‘Chief 
Counsel’) in writing; 

‘‘(B) provide the Chief Counsel with infor-
mation on the potential impacts of the pro-
posed rule on small entities and the type of 
small entities that might be affected; and 

‘‘(C) not later than 30 days after complying 
with subparagraphs (A) and (B)—

‘‘(i) øwith the concurrence of¿ in consulta-
tion with the Chief Counsel, identify affected 
small entity representatives; and 

‘‘(ii) transmit to the identified small enti-
ty representatives a detailed summary of the 
information referred to in subparagraph (B) 
or the information in full, if so requested by 
the small entity representative, for the pur-
poses of obtaining advice and recommenda-
tions about the potential impacts of the 
draft proposed rule. 

‘‘(2)(A) Not earlier than 30 days after the 
covered agency transmits information pursu-
ant to paragraph (1)(C)(ii), the head of the 
covered agency shall convene a review panel 
for the draft proposed rule. The panel shall 
consist solely of full-time Federal employees 
of the office within the covered agency that 
will be responsible for carrying out the pro-
posed rule, the Office of Information and 
Regulatory Affairs of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, and the Chief Counsel. 

‘‘(B) The review panel shall—
‘‘(i) review any material the covered agen-

cy has prepared in connection with this 
chapter, including any draft proposed rule; 

‘‘(ii) collect advice and recommendations 
from the small entity representatives identi-
fied under paragraph (1)(C)(i) on issues re-
lated to paragraphs (3), (4), and (5) of section 
603(b) and section 603(c); and 

‘‘(iii) allow any small entity representative 
identified under paragraph (1)(C)(i) to make 
an oral presentation to the panel, if re-
quested.

‘‘(C) Not later than 60 days after the date 
a covered agency convenes a review panel 
pursuant to this paragraph, the review panel 
shall report to the head of the covered agen-
cy on—

‘‘(i) the comments received from the small 
entity representatives identified under para-
graph (1)(C)(i); and 

‘‘(ii) its findings regarding issues related to 
paragraphs (3), (4), and (5) of section 603(b) 
and section 603(c). 

‘‘(3)(A) Except as provided in subparagraph 
(B), the head of the covered agency shall 
print in the Federal Register the report of 
the review panel under paragraph (2)(C), in-
cluding any written comments submitted by 
the small entity representatives and any ap-
pendices cited in the report, as soon as prac-
ticable, but not later than—

‘‘(i) 180 days after the date the head of the 
covered agency receives the report; or 

‘‘(ii) the date of the publication of the no-
tice of proposed rulemaking for the proposed 
rule.

‘‘(B) The report of the review panel printed 
in the Federal Register shall not include any 
confidential business information submitted 
by any small entity representative. 

‘‘(4) Where appropriate, the covered agency 
shall modify the draft proposed rule, the ini-
tial regulatory flexibility analysis for the 
draft proposed rule, or the decision on 
whether an initial regulatory flexibility 
analysis is required for the draft proposed 
rule.’’.
SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 609(d) of title 5, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(d) For the purposes of this section—
‘‘(1) the term ‘covered agency’ means the 

Environmental Protection Agency, the Occu-
pational Safety and Health Administration 
of the Department of Labor, and the Internal 
Revenue Service of the Department of the 
Treasury; and 

‘‘(2) the term ‘small entity representative’ 
means a small entity, or an individual or or-
ganization that primarily represents the in-
terests of 1 or more small entities.’’. 
SEC. 5. COLLECTION OF INFORMATION REQUIRE-

MENT.
(a) DEFINITION.—Section 601 of title 5, 

United States Code, is amended—
(1) in paragraph (5) by inserting ‘‘and’’ 

after the semicolon; 
(2) in paragraph (6) by striking ‘‘; and’’ and 

inserting a period; and 
(3) by striking paragraphs (7) and (8). 
(b) INITIAL REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANAL-

YSIS.—The øfourth¿ fifth sentence of section 
603 of title 5, United States Code, is amended 
to read as follows: ‘‘In the case of an inter-
pretative rule involving the internal revenue 
laws of the United States, this chapter ap-
plies to interpretative rules (including pro-
posed, temporary, and final regulations) pub-
lished in the Federal Register for codifica-
tion in the Code of Federal Regulations.’’. 
SEC. 6. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

This Act shall take effect upon the expira-
tion of the 90-day period beginning on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak in support of the Small 
Business Advocacy Review Panel Tech-
nical Amendments Act of 1999, S. 1156. 
This bill was approved by the Com-
mittee on Small Business which I 
chair, with unanimous bipartisan sup-
port. Senator KERRY, the Ranking 
Member of the Committee, was the 
lead cosponsor of this important small 
business legislation. 

Our bill is simple and straight-
forward. It clarifies and amends certain 
provisions of the law enacted as part of 
my ‘‘Red Tape Reduction Act,’’ the 
Small Business Regulatory Enforce-
ment Fairness Act of 1996. In 1996, this 
body led the way toward enactment of 
this important law. With a unanimous 
vote, we took a major step to ensure 
that small businesses get an oppor-
tunity to participate in the rulemaking 
process when their input can have the 
greatest impact, and that they are 
treated fairly by federal agencies. 

The overall purpose of the Regu-
latory Flexibility Act and the Small 
Business Regulatory Enforcement 
Fairness Act, is to identify and mini-
mize the burdens of the regulations on 
the small businesses affected by the 
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