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Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 

support of H.R. 202 and urge its adoption. 
Mr. Speaker, over the past year, I have 

been inundated with calls and letters from 
seniors living in Section 8 housing units where 
owners were prepaying their mortgages or 
opting out of their contract renewals thereby 
terminating their relationship with the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD), and leaving their senior tenants with-
out any housing security. 

Following a meeting in my district office with 
the Mayor of Waltham, Massachusetts, rep-
resentatives of the Boston HUD office, and 
other local officials, I wrote the following letter 
to Secretary Cuomo, and a similar letter to the 
Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget Jack Lew, to explain the serious prob-
lems facing seniors in Waltham and elsewhere 
in my district and throughout the nation:

JANUARY 21, 1999. 
Hon. ANDREW M. CUOMO,
Secretary, U.S. Department of Housing and 

Urban Development, Washington, DC. 
DEAR SECRETARY CUOMO: I am writing to 

ask that you give full attention and high pri-
ority to the issue of Section 8 Contract Re-
newals as you review and consult with the 
Office of Management and Budget (OMB) re-
garding the Administration’s Fiscal Year 
2000 Budget Proposal. While I would like to 
bring to your attention the specific situation 
confronting 258 seniors in my Congressional 
district currently housed at the Francis 
Cabot Lowell Mill (the ‘‘Mill’’) apartment 
complex in Waltham, Massachusetts, where a 
20-year lease negotiated with the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD) is due to expire at the end of this 
year, I believe that the problems facing resi-
dents at the Mill will confront thousands of 
seniors across America as more of these 
long-term contracts expire. My office has al-
ready received dozens of letters and phone 
calls from Mill seniors who are frightened at 
the prospect of losing their housing. 

I recently met in my district office with 
Mr. William F. Stanley, Mayor of Waltham, 
Massachusetts, Ms. Mary Lou Crane, HUD’s 
Secretary’s Representative for the Boston 
Region, Mr. Bob Kargman, representing the 
Mill owners, their various associates, and 
telephonically with Mr. Bill Apgar, Assistant 
Secretary for Policy Development and Re-
search. The focus of the meeting was Public 
Law 105–65, Section 524(a)(1) which states in 
part ‘‘. . . the Secretary may use amounts 
available for the renewal of assistance under 
section 8 of the United States Housing Act of 
1937, upon termination or expiration of a 
contract for assistance under section 8 . . . 
to provide assistance under section 8 of such 
Act at rent levels that do not exceed com-
parable market rents for the market area. 
The assistance shall be provided in accord-
ance with terms and conditions prescribed by 
the Secretary.’’

Mr. Kargman informed the group that ne-
gotiations for a new lease contract had hit a 
snag over the issue of meeting fair market 
rent levels, and that residents were being in-
formed that the Mill lease may not be re-
newed. Mayor Stanley expressed his concern 
that given the current housing stock in Wal-
tham, it would be virtually impossible to 
keep all of the seniors currently living at the 
Mill in Waltham, thus doing tremendous 
damage to the spirit and continuity of the 
senior population in the city. Mr. Apgar indi-
cated that HUD was empowered by law to 
more closely approximate comparable mar-
ket rent levels in Waltham, but the money 

was not available and that discussions were 
under way between representatives from 
HUD and OMB. 

As I understand it, the federal government 
has reaped the financial benefit of housing 
reform in renegotiating HUD leases in areas 
where market rents are below the national 
average—roughly in eighty percent of mar-
kets. But for the remaining twenty percent 
of markets, primarily markets on the coasts, 
market rents are higher than the national 
average. I believe that we have an obligation 
as policymakers to the seniors living in 
these higher rent areas, such as those in 
Waltham, as well as to the owners of the de-
velopments, who have kept faith with their 
tenants and the government, to renew their 
contract under the terms and conditions of 
Public Law 105–65. 

I am hopeful that you will carefully exam-
ine this matter, and consult with the OMB 
Director Lew, in an effort to develop a plan 
to fully fund those contract renewals where 
comparable market rents exceed the na-
tional average. 

I look forward to your response, 
Sincerely,

EDWARD J. MARKEY.

Mr. Speaker, I want to commend my col-
leagues in both parties for bringing the 
House’s attention to these important issues, 
and for compiling a bill that encompasses 
many important reforms to give seniors hous-
ing security. I am pleased that the bill will spe-
cifically address the problems created by the 
booming rental economy in the greater Boston 
area—seniors in subsidized housing are get-
ting squeezed. 

Mr. Speaker, I am hopeful that the House 
will pass H.R. 202 today to bring much-need-
ed reassurance to the seniors in my district 
and every Congressional District in the United 
States. Our seniors deserve no less. 

Mr. LAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
UPTON). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. BEREUTER) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 202, as amended. 

The question was taken. 
Mr. LAZIO. Mr. Speaker, on that I 

demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this motion will be 
postponed.

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 202. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

EXTENDING REENACTMENT OF 
CHAPTER 12 OF TITLE 11, 
UNITED STATES CODE 
Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 

suspend the rules and pass the bill 

(H.R. 2942) to extend for 6 additional 
months the period for which chapter 12 
of title 11 of the United States Code is 
reenacted, as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 2942

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. AMENDMENTS. 

Section 149 of title I of division C of Public 
Law 105–277, as amended by Public Law 106–
5, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘October 1, 1999’’ each place 
it appears and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2000’’; 
and

(2) in subsection (a)—
(A) by striking ‘‘March 31, 1999’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘September 30, 1999’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘April 1, 1999’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘October 1, 1999’’. 
SEC. 2. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

The amendments made by section 1 shall 
take effect on October 1, 1999. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. GEKAS) and the gen-
tlewoman from Wisconsin (Ms. BALD-
WIN) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GEKAS).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on the bill under 
consideration.

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, in 1986 the Congress 

passed a bankruptcy reform measure 
for that era which included the inclu-
sion therein of a chapter 12 set of pro-
visions specifically attuned to the 
needs of farms and farm communities 
where, when a financial crisis might 
occur to a farm family, the normal 
avenues of bankruptcy would be prob-
ably inadequate and unsuited to the 
needs of a family facing such financial 
distress on the farm. 

Chapter 12 was created to meet those 
unique needs to allow the farming con-
cept to continue while the financial 
problems in bankruptcy would be 
worked out. That chapter 12 was en-
acted for only 5 years, then it was ex-
tended in 1993, and we took it up to 
1998. Then in the current cycle of our 
attempts at bankruptcy reform, this 
House with an overwhelming vote 
passed bankruptcy reform, I think it 
was 315 votes in favor of that reform, 
which reform included making perma-
nent the benefits of chapter 12. 

But because the other body has not 
yet acted on that legislation, we are 
faced with the end of that temporary 
extension that took us up to this junc-
ture for chapter 12. We are here then 
today to ask that the House and the 
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