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than they said they were going to have,
and rather than try to correct the error
at the time it was made, they said,
“Well, we will just save this until next
year. We’ll put it in the 1995 alloca-
tion.”

Now, bear in mind that when you are
allocating money in 1995, you are talk-
ing about money that the States are
going to get in 1996, simply because we
appropriate money a year in advance.

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, if I
might, a slight correction, 1995 is in
1997.

Mr. BUMPERS. Please feel free to in-
terrupt.

Mr. BAUCUS. The 1995 determination
affects the 1997 allocation, 2 years
later.

Mr.
please.

Mr. BAUCUS. The allocation made to
States is determined by the receipts re-
ceived 2 years earlier. So 1994 deter-
mines 1996, and the amount in the trust
fund in 1995 determines 1997.

Mr. BUMPERS. You appropriate the
money in 1995 for 1996, don’t you?

Mr. BAUCUS. Yes.

Mr. BUMPERS. That is correct?

Mr. BAUCUS. That is correct.

Mr. BUMPERS. That is right, you al-
locate it 2 years later than the Treas-
ury Department receives it. But the
basic problem here is that the Treasury
Department underestimated by $1.5 bil-
lion 1994 receipts.

So when it came time to appropriate
the money from the trust fund in 1995,
it was appropriated, not realizing the
fact that they had $1.5 billion more
than they thought they had. So this
year, 1996, the States got an allocation
of 1994 trust funds that was $1.5 billion
short—$1.6 billion, to be precise.

Here is my problem. My State tells
me that by the time the $1.5 billion
error had been discovered, everybody
knew it, and the great State of Arkan-
sas got less money in 1996 than we were
entitled to, and we were told that we
would get it made up in 1997, which is
the bill we are debating here tonight,
the 1997 bill.

So the 1997 money is being allocated
here this evening and, 1o and behold, an
amendment is offered that would cause
my State to be about $6.5 million
short. Now, that is not a lot of money
to a very many people. However, in the
State of Arkansas, $6.5 million is a
pretty good hunk of change.

So Arkansas got less money in 1996
than we were supposed to get. We did
not get our share of that $1.5 billion.
And now they are taking it away from
us again in 1997.

So, as I say, that is my under-
standing so far. And on that basis, of
course, I do not have any choice but to
vote against the Senator from Mon-
tana’s amendment. I am hoping that a
lot of other people will do likewise.

I also note that the managers of this
bill would like to get this thing done
tonight so they can get out of here. I

BUMPERS. Say that again,
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do not want to slow things up. But I
would like, when all this conversation
ends over here, to have somebody to
comment on the things I have said, ei-
ther refute the statement I made that
we got less money in 1996 than we were
supposed to get, or that we got more.
But you should not penalize my State
in 1997 and give us less money if we got
penalized last year. That is what we
call a double whammy. And it is not
right and it is not fair.

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, at
7:45 T will make a motion to table the
Baucus amendment and ask for the
yveas and nays at that time. I say that
at this point in order to give Members
due warning and opportunity to return
to the Hill. And I say this. We will
make no other compensation for people
being off the Hill until we finish this
bill tonight.

Everybody ought to be alert to the
fact we may have votes at any time,
and we are not going to delay a vote
henceforth. But this vote will be called
at 7:45. I, at that point, will make a
motion to table. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be recog-
nized at that time to make that mo-
tion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? Without objection, it is so
ordered.

Mr. HATFIELD. I thank the Chair
and suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREE-
MENT—CONFERENCE REPORT TO
ACCOMPANY H.R. 3603
Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, on

behalf of the leader, I propound a unan-

imous-consent agreement adopting the

conference report accompanying H.R.

3603. This has been cleared on both

sides.

I ask unanimous consent that when
the conference report accompanying
H.R. 3603, the Agriculture, Rural Devel-
opment, Food and Drug Administra-
tion, and Related Agencies Appropria-
tions Act for Fiscal Year 1997, is re-
ceived in the Senate, that it be consid-
ered as having been agreed to and the
motion to reconsider be laid upon the
table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

S9275

DEPARTMENT OoF TRANSPOR-
TATION AND RELATED AGEN-
CIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 1997
The Senate continued with consider-

ation of the bill.

AMENDMENT NO. 5142

(Purpose: To transfer previously appro-
priated funds among highway projects in
Minnesota)

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to set aside the
current amendment, and I send an
amendment to the desk on behalf of
Senator WELLSTONE and ask for its
consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. LAU-

TENBERG], for Mr. WELLSTONE, proposes an
amendment numbered 5142.

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent the reading of
the amendment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:

At the appropriate place in title IV, insert
the following:

SEC. 4. TRANSFER OF FUNDS AMONG MINNESOTA
HIGHWAY PROJECTS.

(A) IN GENERAL.—Such portions of the
amounts appropriated for the Minnesota
highway projects described in subsection (b)
that have not been obligated as of December
31, 1996, may, at the option of the Minnesota
Department of Transportation, be made
available to carry out the 34th Street Cor-
ridor Project in Moorhead, Minnesota, au-
thorized by section 149(a)(5)(A)(iii) of the
Surface Transportation and Uniform Reloca-
tion Assistance Act of 1987 (Public Law 100-
17; 101 Stat. 181) (as amended by section
340(a) of the National Highway System Des-
ignation Act of 1995 (Public Law 104-59; 109
Stat. 607)).

(b) PROJECTS.—The Minnesota highway
projects described in this subsection are—

(1) the project for Saint Louis County au-
thorized by section 149(a)(76) of the Surface
Transportation and Uniform Relocation As-
sistance Act of 1987 (Public Law 100-17; 101
Stat. 192); and

(2) the project for Nicollet County author-
ized by item 159 of section 1107(b) of the
Intermodal Surface Transportation Effi-
ciency Act of 1991 (Public Law 102-240; 105
Stat. 2056).

Mr. LAUTENBERG. Mr. President,
this amendment has been cleared by
both sides. We are prepared to accept
it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment (No. 5142) was agreed
to.

Mr. LAUTENBERG. I move to recon-
sider the vote.

Mr. HATFIELD. I move to table the
motion.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 5143

(Purpose: To provide conditions for the im-
plementation of regulations issued by the
Secretary of Transportation that require
the sounding of a locomotive horn at high-
way-rail grade crossings)
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