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Mr. Speaker, we have known this for
at least 6 years. The FBI has told me
and the Pentagon has said publicly we
have not yet asked the Russians for the
specific sites.

This past weekend I spoke at an
international terrorism conference in
Europe, where I had a chance to meet
one of the highest-ranking intelligence
officials from Belgium. I was told by
that official that in the last 2 months,
Belgium has uncovered three sites
where these materials were stored by
the Soviet Union without the knowl-
edge of the Belgium government. Swit-
zerland has also identified one site that
was booby-trapped where materials
were stored.

Mr. Speaker, when is this adminis-
tration going to ask the Yeltsin gov-
ernment to give us the KGB documents
that identify the sites in California, in
Montana, in Minnesota, in New York,
in Texas, and across this Nation where
specific caches of arms and military
hardware and equipment were
prepositioned during the Cold War?
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It is absolutely a national disgrace
that this administration, having
known about this prepositioning of
equipment for at least 6 years, has not
yet seen fit to ask that question of the
Yeltsin government.

This body needs a demand that this
administration take action. Because,
Mr. Speaker, the safety of the people of
America are in question as long as
those materials have not been identi-
fied and have not been removed by our
Government.

In four instances, one in Switzerland
and three in Belgium, sites have been
found and they have been dug up. It is
about time this administration asked
the question of the Russian leadership
where those sites are in America. We
should demand no less from our Gov-
ernment.

———

PROPOSED OSHA REPETITIVE
MOTION REGULATIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ISAKSON). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Colorado
(Mr. TANCREDO) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, a
short time ago I received a commu-
nication from an individual in my dis-
trict, a gentleman who owns a number
of small businesses. He is head of some-
thing called The Bailey Company in
Golden, Colorado. It is an Arby’s fran-
chise.

He writes: ““Our company opened its
first Arby’s restaurant in 1968 at the
corner of York and Colfax in Denver.
Today we own and operate 63 Arby’s
restaurants in Colorado, Florida,
Idaho, Wyoming, including all of the
Arby’s in the Metro-Denver area.”’

He goes on to explain what happened
in his business a short time ago, and
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this I want to bring to the attention of
the House and our colleagues in order
to explain the problems we are going to
face and we do face in small businesses
throughout the United States. And
these problems will become exacer-
bated by the actions of OSHA as they
have been many times in the past. I
want to refer specifically to an event
that occurred in Mr. Eagleton’s busi-
ness.

““As an employer of approximately
1,600 people, we are concerned about
the proposed OSHA repetitive motion
regulations. An employee, Mary,
worked at an Arby’s restaurant in Jef-
ferson County, Colorado, in 1998. On
her first day of work, after 3 hours of
light duty wrapping sandwiches in foil,
she complained that her wrists hurt.
An employee of the Bailey Company
filled out a first report of injury and
sent her to our designated treatment
facility. Mary was diagnosed with re-
petitive motion injuries. The ensuing
series of treatments evolved in a
$100,000 Worker’s Compensation claim.

“The medical community is split on
the legitimacy and causality of these
injuries. For instance, athletes do re-
petitive exercises to strengthen their
muscles; yet repetitive motion does not
harm them. How does repetitive mo-
tion in other circumstances differ in
the view of the courts?

“Our position is that the proposed
OSHA repetitive motion regulations
should not be funded until definitive
scientific studies are concluded.”

“J. Mark Eagleton, Senior Manager/
Director of Training and Personnel for
The Bailey Company.”

Mr. Speaker, even though what we
have just heard here is replicated, un-
fortunately, far too many times
throughout the country, OSHA is none-
theless pushing ahead with its ergo-
nomic study. Even though the Bureau
of Labor Statistics reports that repet-
itive stress injuries are on a decline
and have dropped 17 percent over the
last 3 years, should we not at least
have as much information as possible
when developing Government policy?
Should we not require Government
agencies to use sound scientific infor-
mation when reaching decisions that
will affect our lives?

Obviously, this is not the case. Once
again, it is the Government-knows-best
attitude, an attitude that many Fed-
eral bureaucrats have unfortunately. It
is an outrage and it should be stopped.

In August, the House passed H.R. 987,
the Workplace Preservation Act, which
prohibits OSHA from implementing the
ergonomics regulation until the acad-
emy completes its ongoing study slated
to be released mid-2001. This is a com-
mon-sense step and one which Members
of the House and the other body should
support.
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ANNOUNCEMENT OF MEASURE TO
BE CONSIDERED UNDER SUSPEN-
SION OF THE RULES ON TOMOR-
ROW

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 353, I an-
nounce the following measure to be
taken up under suspension of the rules:
H.R. 3075, Medicare Addbacks.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 44
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess subject to the call of the Chair.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. SESSIONS) at 12 o’clock
and 53 minutes a.m.

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 3196, FOREIGN OPERATIONS,
EXPORT FINANCING AND RE-
LATED PROGRAMS APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2000

Mr. DIAZ-BALART, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 106-450) on the
resolution (H. Res. 362) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3196)
making appropriations for foreign op-
erations, export financing, and related
programs for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2000, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

—————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. LARSON (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today, on account of of-
ficial business.

Mr. KANJORSKI (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today, on account of of-
ficial business.

———

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. MENENDEZ) to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:)

Mr. FILNER, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes,
today.

Ms. WATERS, for 5 minutes, today.
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