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The conference agreement does not include
a provision, proposed as section 619 in the
House bill, regarding Global Change Re-
search assessments. However, the conferees
direct that funds provided in this Act not be
used to publish Global Change Research as-
sessments unless the research has been sub-
jected to peer review and made available to
the public, and the draft assessment has been
published in the Federal Register for a 60 day
public comment period.

The conferees direct the General Account-
ing Office (GAO) to report to the Committees
on Appropriations concerning certain land
grant claims associated with the implemen-
tation of the Treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo
(1848). The GAO shall submit a report to the
Committees on Appropriations by December
29, 2000, which includes an assessment of the
following: (1) whether citizens of the United
States were illegally deprived of their prop-
erty rights in contravention of the Treaty;
(2) the legal obligation of the United States
to protect the rights of community land
grants under the Treaty; (3) the actions
taken by the United States to fulfill any
legal obligations related to such protections
in this or other treaties; (4) the remedies
available under current law if such legal ob-
ligations were not met; and (5) the potential
effects of these remedies on intervening legal
rights and Tribal land claims.

TITLE VII—RESCISSIONS
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION
DRUG DIVERSION CONTROL FEE ACCOUNT
(RESCISSION)

The conference agreement includes a re-
scission of $35,000,000 from the amounts oth-
erwise available for obligation in fiscal year
2000 for the ‘“‘Drug Diversion Fee Account’,
as proposed in the Senate bill. The House bill
did not include a rescission from this ac-
count.

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE
IMMIGRATION EMERGENCY FUND
(RESCISSION)

The conference agreement includes a re-
scission of $1,137,000, the total remaining un-
obligated balances available in the Fund, as
proposed in the House bill. The Senate bill
did not include a rescission from the Fund.
DEPARTMENT OF STATE AND RELATED

AGENCY
BROADCASTING BOARD OF GOVERNORS
INTERNATIONAL BROADCASTING OPERATIONS
(RESCISSION)

The conference agreement includes a re-
scission of $15,516,000 from unobligated bal-
ances in this account, instead of $14,829,000 as
proposed in the House bill and $18,870,000 as
proposed in the Senate bill. This amount is
the remaining unobligated balances of fund-
ing originally provided to support the costs
of relocating the headquarters of Radio Free
Europe/Radio Liberty from Munich to
Prague.

RELATED AGENCIES
SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
BUSINESS LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(RESCISSION)

The conference agreement includes a re-
scission of $13,100,000 from unobligated bal-
ances under this heading, instead of
$12,400,000 as proposed in the House bill and
no rescission as proposed in the Senate bill.
This amount represents monies received by
the SBA from the repurchase of preferred
stock, and previously available to provide

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

certain SBIC debenture guarantees. This
funding is no longer required as the SBIC de-
bentures program will have a zero subsidy
rate in fiscal year 2000.
CONFERENCE TOTAL—WITH
COMPARISONS

The total new budget (obligational) au-
thority for the fiscal year 2000 recommended
by the Committee of Conference, with com-
parisons to the fiscal year 1999 amount, the
2000 budget estimates, and the House and
Senate bills for 2000 follow:

[In thousands of dollars]

New budget (obligational)

authority, fiscal year
1999 i $36,197,272
Budget estimates of new
(obligational) authority,
fiscal year 2000 ................ 49,562,980
House bill, fiscal year 2000 37,677,283
Senate bill, fiscal year 2000 35,384,564
Conference agreement, fis-
cal year 2000 .................... 39,005,685
Conference agreement
compared with:
New budget
(obligational) author-
ity, fiscal year 1999 ...... +2,808,413
Budget estimates of new
(obligational) author-
ity, fiscal year 2000 ...... —10,557,295
House bill, fiscal year
2000 i +1,328,402
Senate bill, fiscal year
2000 .ieiiiiiee e +3,621,121
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APPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS TO
COMMISSION ON ONLINE CHILD
PROTECTION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, and pursuant to Section
1405(b) of the Child Online Protection
Act (47 U.S.C. 231) and upon the rec-
ommendation of the minority leader,
the Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment of the following members on
the part of the House to the Commis-
sion on Online Child Protection:

Mr. James Schmidt, California, en-
gaged in the business of making con-
tent available over the Internet;

Mr. George Vrandenburg, Virginia,
engaged in the business of providing
domain name registration services;
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Mr. Larry Shapiro, California, en-
gaged in the business of providing
Internet portal or search services.

There was no objection.

—————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
clause 8 of rule XX, the filing of the
conference report on H.R. 2670 has viti-
ated the following two motions to in-
struct conferees on that bill:

1. The motion offered by the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. COBURN),
which was debated yesterday and on
which further proceedings were post-
poned; and

2. The motion offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. UPTON),
which was debated earlier today and on
which further proceedings were post-
poned.

——————

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

—————

ENRIQUE “KIKI” CAMARENA RED
RIBBON RALLY

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

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
on Thursday of last week, October 14, I
had the opportunity to speak to 1,000
student leaders in front of the State
Capitol in Austin, Texas during the
second annual Enrique “Kiki”
Camarena Red Ribbon Rally about
drug prevention. While I would have
normally been here debating and vot-
ing on the VA-HUD conference report,
the Motor Carrier Safety Act, and the
D.C. appropriations bill, I could not
pass up this opportunity to speak at
this rally.

The “Kiki” Camarena Red Ribbon
Rally was sponsored by both Federal,
State, and local law enforcement agen-
cies, along with State and community
drug prevention organizations, includ-
ing the DEA, the FBI, the U.S. Mar-
shals Service, Houston Crackdown, the
U.S. Attorney for the Southern Dis-
trict of Texas, Customs, the Texas Fed-
eration of Parents, Kick Drugs Out of
America, Partnership for a Drug-Free
Texas, and the Texas Commission on
Alcohol and Drug Abuse. I was invited
by our director in Houston of the Drug
Enforcement Administration.

Mr. Speaker, this is the second an-
nual “Kiki” Camarena Red Ribbon
Rally. I could not go last year because
of votes, but this year I was able to at-
tend. Again, it is hard to say no to
someone who is literally putting their
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life on the line every day, that both
Customs, DEA, and FBI agents and all
of our law enforcement are, to make
our country safe from this scourge of
drugs that we have.

For people’s benefit that they may
not know, the rally was named in
honor of Enrique ‘“‘Kiki”” Camarena, the
Drug Enforcement Administration spe-
cial agent who suffered a traffic death
while being kidnapped in Mexico in
1985. I was proud to share the stage
with Myrna Camarena, Kiki’s sister.
Kiki Camarena sacrificed, and the sac-
rifice of other law enforcement officers
should never be forgotten. They have
paid the ultimate price for our safety,
and we should pledge to never forget.

As Members of Congress, we deal
with many important issues, but I be-
lieve that none are more important
than recognizing the sacrifice of law
enforcement officers providing solu-
tions, including effective treatment for
drug addiction. By our involvement
last Thursday, we demonstrated that
in Texas we are serious about our in-
volvement to reduce and end substance
abuse.

I was proud to be there for a number
of reasons. One, it was sponsored by a
great many law enforcement agencies
who typically are concerned with
catching the people who are the users
or the people who are selling, or the
smugglers. Yet, this rally, with 1,000
students and the red ribbon, talking
about the red ribbon day, that it was
aimed not just at the effort for law en-
forcement, but for prevention; to be
able to have schools and different agen-
cies there to say, we need to do a bet-
ter job in treatment and prevention.
That is why it was a great rally, and it
was good to see our law enforcement
agents, again, who typically are out on
the frontline protecting our country
from drugs to be there and say well, we
cannot do all of the job. We have to
stop it with the young people that we
have in our State and our country to
make sure that they do not succumb
and be addicted to drugs.

We owe a huge debt to the men and
women who put their lives at risk to
ensure our children’s lives in the future
are safe. I appreciate the opportunity
to be present at that rally and to be
one of the keynote speakers.

We have come a long way to eradi-
cate substance abuse, but we still have
a long way to go. One of the concerns
I have is that on a national basis, we
have seen a lessening in the use of ille-
gal drugs by the general population,
but we have seen an increase in the
younger population, our youth. So
what we need to do, and with those
1,000 young people there on the State
Capitol steps in Austin, is to rededicate
our effort not only for law enforce-
ment, but also for prevention, and for
treatment to where we can hopefully
keep these young people from becom-
ing addicted to drugs.
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THE FIFTY STATES COMMEMORA-
TIVE COIN PROGRAM ACT

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

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, re-
cently Congress passed the 50 States
Commemorative Coin Program Act.
Let me congratulate the work of past
chairman of the Subcommittee on Do-
mestic and International Monetary
Policy, the gentleman from Delaware
(Mr. CASTLE). Through his faithful
work, we have seen this important leg-
islation become law.

The 50 States Commemorative Coin
Act authorizes the Mint to issue five
new quarters each year for the 10-year
period beginning in 1999. The coins are
issued in the sequence that a particular
State ratified the Constitution and
were admitted to the Union. Many of
us have already seen the five new State
quarters minted this year with designs
from Delaware, Pennsylvania, New Jer-
sey, Georgia, and Connecticut. The Act
authorizes the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to select the design and determine
the number of quarters to be issued
with each of the new designs. The stat-
ute outlines standards for designs and
establishes a selection process for each
State that includes consultation with
State officials, the Commission of Fine
Arts, and the Citizens Commemorative
Coin Advisory Committee.

The new coins also establish a sense
of pride in honoring the 50 States and
the heritage they represent. But very
importantly, the Act is a tool that will
help lower the debt of the United
States. That is right. The U.S. coins
from the penny to the dollar actually
turn a profit. In fact, last year, the
Mint returned a profit of over $1 billion
to the taxpayer. This is often an over-
looked element that can be an impor-
tant tool to slow the looming public
debt of this Nation.

The 50 States Commemorative Coin
Program Act estimates the 10-year
coin program for the quarter would
produce $110 million in earnings or ap-
proximately $11 million annually, com-
ing mostly from the coins sold as com-
mercial products from the Mint.
Frankly, the quarter program is al-
ready a huge success. In fact, the Mint
has dedicated its main phone line to
answer questions about the quarters
and how to order them. Last year, the
U.S. Mint made 1.6 billion quarters.
This year the Mint plans to make 5.6
billion, due to the new design.

Clearly, this $110 million yield ex-
pected on the new quarter is a signifi-
cant amount. But the real savings
comes in what is called seigniorage.
Seigniorage is the difference between
the face value of the coin and the
coin’s cost of production. The costs in-
clude coin processing operations, trans-
portation costs and related overhead.

Specifically, to manufacture a quar-
ter costs around 5 cents to the Treas-
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ury. Thus, the government is realizing
a 20 cent profit per quarter put into
circulation. Therefore, the anticipated
seigniorage profit to the Treasury for
the new quarters is estimated between
$2.6 billion and $5.1 billion. Let me re-
peat that again. The anticipated profit
to the Treasury and ultimately to the
taxpayer is $2.6 billion to $5.1 billion,
depending on how many they make.

0 1930

Let us extrapolate for a moment.
Next year, the Mint will start pro-
ducing the new gold-colored Sacajawea
$1 coin. The seignorage accrued from
the dollar coin is estimated to be
around 85 to 90 cents per coin. Imagine,
90 cents profit returned to the taxpayer
for every dollar coin produced.

Congress talks a lot about balancing
budgets, but with the national debt
way over $5 trillion maybe it is time
we start targeting our new profits from
coins toward eliminating the cloud of
debt that still hangs over us. Maybe we
can actually find a silver lining and re-
duce the debt for our children.

————

VOICES AGAINST VIOLENCE
CONFERENCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RYAN of Wisconsin). Under a previous
order of the House, the gentlewoman
from Ohio (Mrs. JONES) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today before this great Chamber to
share with my colleagues one of the
greatest moments that I have experi-
enced as a Member of Congress.

Today I participated in a discussion
with the chaperons for the Voices
Against Violence Conference which is
being held today and tomorrow on Cap-
itol Hill. Voices Against Violence is a
national student conference whose pur-
pose is to add the voices of America’s
high school students to the debate in
Washington over what to do about
youth violence.

LaDasha Richardson and George
Whitfield of the Cleveland School of
the Arts, of the Cleveland Municipal
School District, are representing my
district, the 11th Congressional Dis-
trict of Ohio.

LaDasha and George started the Stu-
dents Against a Violent Environment,
SAVE, a grass-roots organization com-
prised of students from around the city
of Cleveland, that is committed to as-
sisting and educating children and
young adults on how to make our com-
munities safe and more positive.

Today I want to applaud their ef-
forts. I also want to recognize the
chaperones who have accompanied stu-
dents like LaDasha and George here
today who too are committed to mak-
ing the lives of our children better. Be-
cause of their commitment, I asked
each chaperone what we can do as
elected officials to make their vision a
reality.
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