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with a great deal of hard work, dedication to 
his teammates, and a strong sense of commit-
ment, you can realize your dreams. 

Mr. Maddox has been humble in the spot-
light, giving credit to his fellow teammates and 
coaches. The A.L. Brown High School Won-
ders finished the 1998 football season with an 
undefeated regular season with an record of 
11–0 and made it to the North Carolina High 
School Athletic Association division AAA foot-
ball play-offs. 

The 5-foot-11, 190-pound Maddox had 45 
total touchdowns while rushing for 2,574 yards 
last season. Maddox finished his high-school 
career with more than 6,600 rushing yards 
and a state record 114 touchdowns. Mr. Mad-
dox will be continuing his football career in the 
Atlantic Coast Conference at Florida State 
University. 

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Nick Maddox for 
his accomplishments on and off the field. I 
urge all of my colleagues to join me in paying 
special tribute to an outstanding student-ath-
lete. 
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Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
bring to the attention of this House most dis-
turbing developments in Russia. Anti-Semitism 
rears its ugly head in public statements blam-
ing Russia’s current problems on the ‘‘Yids’’—
statements not being made by neo-Nazi orga-
nizations or fringe groups, but rather by mem-
bers of the Russian parliament. 

In November and December of last year, 
two prominent Communist Party members of 
the Duma, Albert Makashob and Viktor 
Ilyukhin, blamed ‘‘the Yids’’ and president 
Yeltsin’s ‘‘Jewish Entourage’’ for Russia’s cur-
rent problems. Duma Defense Committee 
Member Ilyukhin alleged that President Yeltsin 
had committed ‘‘genocide against the Russian 
people’’ with the help of Jewish advisors. 
Equally as disturbing is the fact that the chair-
man of the Communist Party did not rebuke 
his party members for their actions, rather, he 
made excuses for their remarks. 

Sadly, Mr. Makashov continues on his rabid 
crusade. I have received reports that on Feb-
ruary 22, while addressing a meeting of Cos-
sacks in the southern Rostov region of Russia, 
Duma Deputy Makashov declared that an or-
ganization which he heads, the Movement in 
Support of the Army, was really the ‘‘Move-
ment against the Yids,’’ and called Jews ‘‘im-
pudent and repulsive people.’’

In December of last year, CURT WELDON, 
myself and others met with our colleagues in 
the Duma and expressed our great dismay 
about the anti-Semitic statements. In fact, 
many members of the Duma, as well as Presi-
dent Yeltsin, have condemned Makashov and 
Ilyukhin. Unfortunately, many Members have 
simply made excuses. What kind of message 
does this send to the Russian people at such 
a critical time? 

Mr. Speaker, these comments by leaders of 
the Russian people are despicable and must 

be condemned. I have joined with Chairman 
CHRIS SMITH and other members of the Hel-
sinki Commission in introducing H. Con. Res. 
37, which does exactly that, and I urge my 
colleagues to support it. 

Mr. Speaker, looking for scapegoats will not 
resolve Russia’s current crisis. More impor-
tantly, the promotion of hatred, anti-Semitism 
and xenophobia will not further the develop-
ment of a peaceful, just and prosperous soci-
ety for the Russian people. Democracy is not 
built on racism. 
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Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
introduce the Beaches Environmental Assess-
ment, Closure, and Health Act of 1999—also 
known as the BEACH bill. 

The BEACH bill is straightforward. It seeks 
to establish uniform criteria for monitoring the 
quality of our coastal recreation waters, and to 
require sufficient notification of the public 
when those waters pose a risk to human 
health. As my colleagues know, I have cham-
pioned this legislation for years, continuing the 
efforts of our friend Bill Hughes. 

In the 105th Congress, the Subcommittee 
on Water Resources and Environment of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure Committee 
held a hearing on the BEACH bill. During that 
hearing, Gary Sirota of the Surfrider Founda-
tion remarked that as a life-long surfer he is 
often asked ‘‘What will you do if you see a 
shark.’’ Mr. Sirota said that he always replies 
‘‘It’s the ones you don’t see that you have to 
worry about.’’ This exchange provides an ex-
cellent analogy to the problem of contaminants 
in our coastal recreation waters. Families vis-
iting the sand and surf cannot see toxic dan-
gers that might be lurking in the water. And 
what they can’t see can hurt them. 

Beach-going is part of our national identity. 
For those of us who live in coastal states, a 
trip to ‘‘the Shore’’ is a yearly summer event. 
Almost every American can remember a fam-
ily pilgrimage to the beach—escaping the op-
pressing heat with a swim in the ocean. 
Coastal tourism is also big business. Members 
from coastal districts may be surprised to 
know that beaches are the number one tourist 
destination in the United States, receiving 
more visitors than even our national parks and 
recreation areas. Every summer, over 180 mil-
lion Americans spend $74 million during visits 
to ocean, bay, and Great Lakes beaches. 

Both novice and experienced beachgoers 
are familiar with jellyfish and understand the 
need to avoid their painful stings. Unfortu-
nately, other hazards, such as disease-caus-
ing bacteria, cannot be so easily avoided. 
These microorganisms can carry 
gastroenteritis and dysentery, which may bring 
on symptoms including fever, vomiting, nau-
sea, headache and stomachache. The con-
sequences may be even more severe for chil-
dren, the elderly, and those with weakened 
immune systems. 

Currently, there is no national beach moni-
toring program and no uniform standards for 
beach closings and advisories. According to 
the National Resources Defense Council’s 
July 1998 report ‘‘Testing the Waters,’’ only 
eight states comprehensively monitor their 
beaches. Even though the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency (EPA) has recommended 
water testing standards, the lion’s share of our 
states do not monitor their beaches on a com-
prehensive basis. EPA’s BEACH program, 
while a step in the right direction, does not ac-
tually require monitoring and notification. I 
commend EPA’s efforts to address this impor-
tant issue. In the past, the agency has sup-
ported the BEACH bill to give it the authority 
it needs to make testing and notification man-
datory. 

People have the right to know if the waters 
that they and their families swim in are safe. 
That is why I continue to champion the 
BEACH bill to establish uniform standards and 
procedures for beach water testing, moni-
toring, and public notification. When standards 
are not met, beaches should be closed and 
potential bathers should be adequately alert-
ed. The sheer volume of visitors to our beach-
es dictates that our coastal recreation waters 
should be tested regularly, and that 
beachgoers should be notified of any potential 
health risks. Establishing uniform criteria for 
testing and notification is responsible eco-
nomic and public policy. 

The BEACH bill requires EPA to set min-
imum water quality standards to protect the 
public from disease-causing pathogens in 
coastal recreational waters and to establish 
procedures for monitoring coastal recreational 
waters. It requires states to alert the public 
whenever beach water quality standards are 
violated. 

Mr. Speaker, the BEACH bill had bipartisan 
support in the 105th Congress, and I look for-
ward to working again with my colleagues on 
a bipartisan basis to make the public protec-
tions provided by this bill a reality. 
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Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, today I am re-
introducing the Medicare Preservation and 
Restoration Act, which will repeal the Medi-
care private contracting provision of the Bal-
anced Budget Act of 1997 and clarify that pri-
vate contracts are prohibited under Medicare 
for Medicare-covered services. 

The legislation is simple. First, it requires 
that providers submit a Medicare claim when-
ever Medicare-covered services are provided 
to a beneficiary. Second, it requires that a pro-
vider, when treating a Medicare beneficiary, 
charge no more than Medicare’s balance bill-
ing limits allow. My legislation will settle the 
issue of private contracting once and for all. It 
will explicitly prohibit providers from circum-
venting the Medicare system, preserve bene-
ficiary billing protections, and restore the 
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