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Her constituents benefited greatly from her
commitment to them as she was able to as-
sess their needs and provide leadership on a
variety of issues. She often spoke with pride
of her support for different measures that
helped the nation expand social and economic
justice as well as open doors to housing, edu-
cation, voting, and jobs for all minorities.

On leaving the House of Representatives,
Mrs. Kelly was accorded the highest tribute by
her colleagues on both sides of the political
aisle. Speaker John W. McCormack, Tip
O'Neill, Gerald Ford, Hugh Carey, Claude
Pepper, and many others, stood up in the
House to praise her outstanding legislative
service and contributions to American foreign
policy.

Mr. Speaker, please join me in honoring the
spirit and legacy of Edna F. Kelly, a great
American and life-long resident of New York.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, the loss of Edna
Kelly, life-long New Yorker, is a great one.
Mrs. Kelly represented Brooklyn—and was the
first woman to do so—for 19 years. She was
an effective and articulate expert on both for-
eign affairs and domestic issues. A champion
of NATO and an expert on Soviet Bloc coun-
tries, Mrs. Kelly also sponsored measures to
help refugees and displaced people after
World War Il and helped create the Peace
Corps program. She advocated for equal pay
for equal work for women and for better wom-
en’'s access to child care, credit, pensions,
housing and educational opportunities.

Mrs. Kelly’'s accomplishments were all the
greater for the fact that she operated in an al-
most exclusively male political world. Her intel-
ligence and tenacity earned the respect and
admiration of her colleagues. We will all miss
her.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the special order just given.

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

There was no objection.

SUNDRY MESSAGES FROM THE
PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the
President of the United States were
communicated to the House by Mr.
Sherman Williams, one of his secretar-
ies.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from lllinois (Mr. CRANE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. CRANE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

MORE CHOICE IN MEDICAL
TREATMENT NEEDED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. KLINK)
is recognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. KLINK. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
to say to my colleagues, | was so happy
last night to hear the President in his
State of the Union speech talk about
giving our constituents, the people of
this country, the opportunity to choose
the doctor of their choice and, together
with that doctor, decide what kind of
treatment they want.

Over the past week and a half, back
in the Fourth Congressional District of
Pennsylvania, which is around the city
of Pittsburgh, | have been holding
some fact-finding sessions on health
care. The reason we did this is because
we kept getting calls, either from doc-
tors or other health care providers,
who were distraught, and that is the
only way to describe them, because
they could not be included in an HMO
network where their patients had pur-
chased the insurance.

On the other side you had patients
who, because of the high cost of insur-
ance, are being herded into HMOs,
thinking that they have the choice of
their doctor, only to find out that they
have a primary care physician that
they can choose among a group, or one
is assigned to them, and only that phy-
sician can decide whether they can go
to another doctor, whether they can
see a specialist, or what hospital they
can go to. And all of a sudden, particu-
larly for those of us who live in the
Pittsburgh region, where Dr. Jonas
Salk 4 decades ago solved the solution
to polio, where, during the 1970s and
1980s, great doctors like Thomas Starzl
developed transplant surgery and
antirejection drugs so that people can
get new organs, they can have their
bodies repaired.

What a great time to live in and what
a great geographic region to live in,
where people from all over the entire
world would come to our Pittsburgh re-
gion for this medical treatment. Yet
people who live right across the street
from those hospitals, a block away
from these doctors’ offices, do not have
access to those doctors, because their
health care plan will not let them go
there.

So when the President said last night
this is a decision that should be up to
the person, as to where they get their
health care, what doctor they see, it
should be up to the doctor and patient
together to decide how long you are in
the hospital, what kind of medication
you take, | was pleased to see Members
on both sides of the aisle rise and ap-
plaud. It tells me that this Congress is
serious about not acting as just Demo-
crats or not acting just as Republicans,
but acting as Americans, to give people
the choice of the health care that they
need.

I saw people come into my hearing
who had tears streaming down their
face saying that their husband passed
away. Now | do not have insurance, I
am not old enough for Medicare yet. |
have got a preexisting condition. | have
got diabetes. | am going blind. What
are my choices? Where do | get insur-
ance?
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How about the 23-year-old kid, not
any longer on their parents’ insurance
policy, out in the workplace, but in
this day and age only capable of get-
ting a part-time job? That is the new
style in America today, work people 30
hours, 35 hours, 36 hours, just enough
under the 40-hour workweek so they do
not get benefits. Then the insurance
companies refuse to deal with an indi-
vidual, just selling them an insurance
policy.

Back in 1993 and 1994, we had a debate
on what was then called the Clinton
health care policy. It was a very large,
massive piece of legislation. | was on
one of the committees of jurisdiction.

| did not support that legislation. It
seems that after we had that debate
and we failed in a bipartisan fashion to
decide how that trillion-dollar industry
called health care is going to be oper-
ated, that the insurance companies
now have taken it upon themselves.
They now control the purse strings. It
is not managed care; it is managed dol-
lars. We are not managing the care,
where we are telling people that you
have access to that care; we are man-
aging the amount of resources.

So a primary care physician is ap-
pointed by a health insurance com-
pany. They know that he or she will
only be successful if they give a lim-
ited amount of referrals out of net-
work, or a limited amount of referrals
to specialists. So those kind of refer-
rals, in many instances, are very hard
to come by.

We heard story after story of people
who were released from the hospital
too early. One gentleman in his seven-
ties, with a Medicare HMO, was in an
automobile accident. His wife was in
the car accident with him. She had
trauma to her heart in the accident.
She was not hurt as seriously as he was
though. He had kidney damage, had to
have a catheter, had the orbit bones in
his face broken. They took him from
Westmoreland County into the city of
Pittsburgh to the University of Pitts-
burgh Medical Center, where all the
wonderful transplant procedures are
done. Because they did not know how
they were going to treat these broken
orbit bones, they released him from the
hospital on a stretcher in an ambu-
lance.

Those stories are too frequent, they
are too sad. People must have the
choice. Health care must be affordable.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. RIGGS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. RIGGS addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER) is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Ms. SLAUGHTER addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.]
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REVISIONS TO THE AGGREGATE
SPENDING LEVELS CONTAINED
IN H. CON. RES. 84

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KASICH) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KASICH. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to Sec.
314 of the Congressional Budget Act, | hereby
submit for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL
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RECORD revisions to the aggregate spending
levels contained in H. Con. Res. 84 and a re-
vised allocation for the House Committee on
Appropriations to reflect $360,000,000 in addi-
tional new budget authority and $20,000,000
in additional outlays for “Payment of Inter-
national Arrearages.”

The House Committee on Appropriations
submitted the conference report on H.R. 2159,
a bill making appropriations for the Foreign

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

[Dollar in millions]
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Operations for Fiscal Year 1998 which in-
cludes $360,000,000 in budget authority and
$20,000,000 in outlays for international arrear-
ages.

These adjustments took effect upon enact-
ment P.L. 105-118.

Questions may be directed to Art Sauer or
Jim Bates at x2—7270.

The adjustments are set forth on the at-
tached table.

Discretionary

Current Allocation Change Revised Allocation

BA 0 AB 0 BA 0

General Purpose $520,165  $549,878 +360 +20  $520,525  $549,898

Violent Crime Reduction Trust Fund 5,500 3592 5,500 3,592

Total 525,665 553,470 +360 +20 526,025 553,490
The aggregate levels for budget authority
and outlays for fiscal year 1998 are increased

as follows:
[Dollar in millions]
Current Aggregates Change Revised Aggregates
BA 0 BA 0 BA 0
$1,387,228 $1,372,502 +$360 +$20 $1,387,588 $1,372,522

Pursuant to Sec. 205(a) of H. Con. Res. 84,
The Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for
Fiscal Year 1998 and Title V of P.L. 105-83
making Appropriations for the Department of
Interior and Related Agencies for 1998, | here-
by submit for printing in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD a revised allocation for the House
Committee on Appropriations to reflect
$700,000,000 in additional new budget author-
ity and $248,000,000 in additional outlays for

“Priority Federal Land Acquisitions and Ex-
changes.”

Sec. 205(a) of H. Con. Res. 84 requires that
the Chairman of the Budget Committee to
make an adjustment “* * * after the reporting
of an appropriation measure * * * that pro-
vides $700 million in budget authority for fiscal
year 1998 for Federal land acquisitions and to
finalize priority Federal land exchanges, * * *”

Title V of P.L. 105-83 provides “That mon-
eys provided in this title, when combined with
moneys provided by other titles in this Act,
shall for purposes of section 205(a) of H. Con.
Res. 84 (105th Congress) be considered to
provide $700,000,000 in budget authority for
fiscal year 1998 for Federal land acquisitions
and to finalize priority land exchanges.”

The adjustments are shown on the attached
table.

ADJUSTMENTS FOR LAND ACQUISITIONS—COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

[Dollars in millions]

Current allocation Change Revised allocation

BA 0 BA 0 BA 0

General purpose discretionary

Violent crime reduction trust fund

Total

$520,525
5,500

$549,898
3592 ..

$521,225
5,500

$550,146

+700 +248
SO 3,540

526,025 553,490 +700 +248 526,725 553,738

Aggregate levels for budget authority and
outlays for fiscal year 1998 remain unchanged
as follows:

[Dollars in millions]

Budget authority ..........c.ccooeeviiennnnnn. $1,387,588
OULIAYS eieviieiiie e $1,372,522

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. ENGEL addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

INVOLVING AMERICAN PEOPLE IN
SOCIAL SECURITY REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. SAN-
FORD) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Speaker, last
night in the President’s State of the
Union address, he talked about some-
thing that is important to all Ameri-

cans, and what he said was let’s save
Social Security.

What | think that means for all of us
is that we get involved in that debate,
because what he outlined was the be-
ginning of a conversation wherein
groups like Concord Coalition or AARP
would be involved in town meetings
throughout this next year, and then in
December there would be a Social Se-
curity summit at the White House, and
maybe the possibility of legislative
change after that.

Well, there have been a number of us
here in the House that have been talk-
ing about Social Security for some
time, and what needs to take place
right now is that all Americans, as
they think about Social Security, |
would beg of them to be involved in
this debate, because there is nothing
more important to a whole lot of
Americans than will or will not their
Social Security check be there and
waiting for them.

O 1430

I think that as we begin to think
about it, we all know the problem. The
problem has been very well described.
The Social Security trustees said that
if we do nothing to save Social Secu-
rity, it goes bankrupt in 30 years and it
begins to run structural deficits in
about 15 years. What the trustees’ re-
port also showed was that if we do
nothing to save Social Security, that
the average rate of return for some-
body working and paying into Social
Security is but 1.9 percent. Mr. Speak-
er, 1.9 percent. That is not the Amer-
ican dream.

The American dream is built upon
putting a little bit of money away that
actually grows towards something. But
in this case, it is the case of putting
money into a system; again, we are not
talking about my grandmother’s Social
Security or my mother’s Social Secu-
rity, but we are talking about each of
my three boys’ Social Security. And
that idea of earning 1.9 percent overall
is bad, but what the trustees’ report
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