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Ms. PELOSI. Reclaiming my time,
Mr. Chairman, many people who follow
this bill have heard me say this over
and over again, but I want to make the
point another time. Every person in
America is familiar with President
Kennedy’s inaugural address when he
said, ‘“My fellow Americans, ask not
what your country can do for you but
what you can do for your country.”
The very next line in that speech, Mr.
Chairman, says, ‘“To the citizens of the
world, ask not what America can do for
you but what we can do working to-
gether for the freedom of mankind.”
That is a responsibility that we have in
this bill. That is why we are dis-
appointed the funding level is so low,
but we want to move it forward in the
hope that the funding level will be
raised so that we can work together
with the people of the world for the
freedom of mankind.

The CHAIRMAN. There being no fur-
ther amendments, under the rule the
Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. HAN-
SEN) having assumed the chair, Mr.
THORNBERRY, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 2606) making appropria-
tions for foreign operations, export fi-
nancing, and related programs for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2000,
and for other purposes, pursuant to
House Resolution 263, he reported the
bill back to the House with sundry
amendments adopted by the Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment? If not, the Chair will put
them en gros.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

Pursuant to clause 10 of rule XX, the
yveas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 385, nays 35,
not voting 14, as follows:

[Roll No. 362]

YEAS—385
Abercrombie Barcia Biggert
Ackerman Barrett (NE) Bilirakis
Aderholt Barrett (WI) Bishop
Allen Bartlett Blagojevich
Andrews Barton Bliley
Archer Bass Blumenauer
Armey Bateman Blunt
Bachus Becerra Boehlert
Baird Bentsen Boehner
Baker Bereuter Bonilla
Baldacci Berkley Bonior
Baldwin Berman Bono
Ballenger Berry Borski

Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canady
Cannon
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Carson
Castle
Chambliss
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Collins
Conyers
Cook
Cooksey
Costello
Cox

Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crowley
Cubin
Cummings
Cunningham
Danner
Dayvis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (VA)
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dickey
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Doyle
Dreier
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Ewing
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Fowler
Franks (NJ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gejdenson
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goodlatte
Gordon

Goss
Graham
Granger
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hastert
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hill (IN)
Hill (MT)
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson, E.B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kasich
Kelly
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kleczka
Klink
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
Kuykendall
LaHood
Lampson
Larson
Latham
LaTourette
Lazio
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Martinez
Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McGovern
McHugh
MecIntosh
McIntyre
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McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Metcalf
Mica
Millender-
McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Ose
Oxley
Packard
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Phelps
Pickett
Pitts
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Quinn
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Rogan
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salmon
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Scott
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simpson
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
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Smith (MI) Thompson (CA) Watkins
Smith (NJ) Thornberry Watt (NC)
Smith (TX) Thune Watts (OK)
Smith (WA) Thurman Waxman
Snyder Tiahrt Weiner
Souder Tierney Weldon (FL)
Spence Toomey Weldon (PA)
Spratt Towns Weller
Stabenow Turner Wexler
Strickland Udall (CO) Weygand
Stupak Udall (NM) Whitfield
Sununu Upton Wicker
Sweeney Velazquez Wilson
Talent Vento Wise
Tancredo Visclosky Wolf
Tauscher Vitter Woolsey
Tauzin Walden Wu
Taylor (NC) Walsh Wynn
Terry Wamp Young (AK)
Thomas Waters Young (FL)
NAYS—35

Barr Hefley Rogers
Chabot Herger Rohrabacher
Chenoweth Jones (NC) Sanford
Coburn LaFalce Sensenbrenner
Combest Largent Stark
Condit Lucas (OK) Stearns
Doolittle MecInnis Stenholm
Duncan Paul
Goode Petri r?‘tump

. anner
Goodling Pombo Taylor (MS)
Hall (TX) Rahall Traficant
Hansen Roemer

NOT VOTING—14
Bilbray Lantos Pickering
Buyer McDermott Pryce (OH)
Frank (MA) Mollohan Radanovich
Gilchrest Owens Thompson (MS)
Johnson (CT) Peterson (PA)
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Mr. BLAGOJEVICH changed his vote
from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed
with an amendment in which the con-
currence of the House is requested, a
bill of the House of the following title:

H.R. 2587. An act making appropriations
for the government of the District of Colum-
bia and other activities chargeable in whole
or in part against revenues of said District
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2000,
and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H.R. 2587) ‘““An Act making ap-
propriations for the government of the
District of Columbia and other activi-
ties chargeable in whole or in part
against the revenues of said District
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2000, and for other purposes,’” requests
a conference with the House on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses there-
on, and appoints Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr.
KyL, Mr. STEVENS, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr.
INOUYE, to be the conferees on the part
of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed a bill of the fol-
lowing title, in which the concurrence
of the House is requested:
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S. 335. An act to amend chapter 30 of title
39, United States Code, to provide for the
nonmailability of certain deceptive matter
relating to sweepstakes, skill contests, fac-
simile checks, administrative procedures, or-
ders, and civil penalties relating to such
matter, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the amendment of the
House to the bill (S. 880) “An Act to
amend the Clean Air Act to remove
flammable fuels from the list of sub-
stances with respect to which reporting
and other activities are required under
the risk management plan program.”
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TWENTY-FIRST AMENDMENT
ENFORCEMENT ACT

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up
House Resolution 272 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 272

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2031) to pro-
vide for injunctive relief in Federal district
court to enforce State laws relating to the
interstate transportation of intoxicating liq-
uor. The first reading of the bill shall be dis-
pensed with. General debate shall be con-
fined to the bill and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on the Judiciary. After gen-
eral debate the bill shall be considered for
amendment under the five-minute rule for a
period not to exceed two hours. It shall be in
order to consider as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment under the five-minute
rule the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Committee on
the Judiciary now printed in the bill. The
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be considered as read. Dur-
ing consideration of the bill for amendment,
the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
may accord priority in recognition on the
basis of whether the Member offering an
amendment has caused it to be printed in the
portion of the Congressional Record des-
ignated for that purpose in clause 8 of rule
XVIII. Amendments so printed shall be con-
sidered as read. The Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole may: (1) postpone until
a time during further consideration in the
Committee of the Whole a request for a re-
corded vote on any amendment; and (2) re-
duce to five minutes the minimum time for
electronic voting on any postponed question
that follows another electronic vote without
intervening business, provided that the min-
imum time for electronic voting on the first
in any series of questions shall be 15 min-
utes. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
Any Member may demand a separate vote in
the House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
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considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HANSEN). The gentleman from Florida
(Mr. GosS8) is recognized for one hour.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, for the pur-
pose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the distinguished
gentleman from the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts (Mr. MOAKLEY), my
friend and colleague, pending which I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. During consideration of this res-
olution, all time yielded is for the pur-
poses of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, this is a fair rule. It
provides for adequate and appropriate
consideration of H.R. 2031, the Twenty-
First Amendment Enforcement Act. It
is a modified open rule that will ac-
commodate Member interests in the
amendment process while Kkeeping us
on track to meet our Friday deadline
for August recess, a deadline that
many Members, including the minority
leader, have urged the Speaker, in
writing, to keep.

While the lack of time may argue for
a more closed structure, the Com-
mittee on Rules has erred on the side
of openness and provided an open rule
with a 2-hour limit on amendments. Of
course, the rule also provides for a mo-
tion to recommit, with or without in-
structions.

Introduced by my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. SCAR-
BOROUGH), H.R. 2031 was reported favor-
ably by the Committee on the Judici-
ary on July 20 by voice vote. I under-
stand that while hearings were not
held in this Congress, the Sub-
committee on Courts and Intellectual
Property did convene hearings in the
105th Congress on nearly an identical
bill.

I would like to commend the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. SCAR-
BOROUGH) for his continued efforts on
behalf of American children, particu-
larly when it comes to the tricky busi-
ness of alcohol access. It is clearly a
difficult question to resolve. However,
it is encouraging to see the major play-
ers, the beer and wine distributors, as
well as the vintners, the growers, fully
engaged in the deliberative process.

Mr. Speaker, while the underlying
legislation may engender some debate,
this rule should receive unanimous
support. It is certainly an open and fair
rule.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MOAKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my dear friend,
the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
Go0ss), for yielding me the customary
half-hour.

Mr. Speaker, as most people know,
the Twenty-First Amendment to the
Constitution ended prohibition. It also
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bestowed upon the States the author-
ity to write their own liquor laws. The
problem, Mr. Speaker, is there is no
interstate enforcement mechanism.
The way the law is written, States
have virtually no way to enforce the
liquor laws when they are violated by
distributors in other States, especially
now that there are so many ways to
buy alcohol.

People can call a 1-800 number, they
can order over the Internet, they can
do all sorts of things to buy alcohol,
and with the limited judicial options
available to them now, State attorneys
general are having a very hard time
making sure that people abide by the
law.

This bill will give the State attor-
neys general another option. If they be-
lieve someone is in violation of their
State’s liquor laws, this bill will enable
them to file suit in Federal Court to
get them to stop. It says you cannot
ship alcohol into a State in violation of
that State’s liquor laws. It is that sim-
ple.

It is not a new Federal law, it is not
a new State law, it is not a threat to
anyone who sells alcohol legally. It is
just a way for State attorneys general
to get people who sell alcohol illegally
to stop.

Mr. Speaker, in my home State of
Massachusetts, Massachusetts is con-
sidered a limited personal importation
State. We allow Massachusetts resi-
dents to buy alcohol from outside of
Massachusetts but only for their own
consumption and only in limited quan-
tities.

The Commonwealth of Massachusetts
determined how alcohol could cross its
borders. If a liquor distributor outside
of Massachusetts breaks that law, our
attorney general should be able to get
them to stop.

This bill will help stop the illegal
interstate shipments of alcohol by giv-
ing State attorneys general the power
to enforce State laws. In particular,
Mr. Speaker, it takes us a step closer
to stopping the sale of alcohol to mi-
nors over the Internet. But I still be-
lieve we can do more to stop underage
drinking, especially underage drinking
and driving.

This is a good bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to support it.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, we have no requests for
time, and I do not anticipate any.
Again, the purpose of this hour of de-
bate is to discuss the rule, which is an
open and fair rule. I would prefer that
we not engage in the debate on the sub-
stance of the bill until we get to the
time carefully set aside. I have not en-
couraged any speakers to come for-
ward.
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