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Minge Radanovich Talent
MoaKkley Rahall Tanner
Mollohan Rangel Tauzin
Moore Regula Terry
Moran (KS) Reynolds Thomas
Moran (VA) Rodriguez Thompson (CA)
Morella Roemer Thompson (MS)
Murtha Rogers Thornberr:
Nadler Ros-Lehtinen Thune v
Napolitano Roybal-Allard Thurman
Neal Rush Towns
Nethercutt Sanchez Traficant
Ney Sanders Turner
Norwood Sandlin Udall (CO)
Nussle Sawyer Udall (NM)
Oberstar Saxton Velazquez
Obey Schakowsky Vento
Olver Scott X

5 Visclosky
Ortiz Serrano

Walden
Ose Shaw Walsh
Owens Sherman
Packard Sherwood Watelfs
Pascrell Shimkus Watkins
Pastor Shuster Watt (NC)
Payne Simpson Waxman
Pease Sisisky Weiner
Pelosi Skeen Wexler
Peterson (MN) Skelton Weygand
Peterson (PA) Slaughter Whitfield
Phelps Snyder Wicker
Pickering Spence Wilson
Pickett Spratt Wise
Pomeroy Stabenow Wolf
Porter Stenholm Woolsey
Price (NC) Strickland Wynn
Pryce (OH) Stupak Young (AK)
Quinn Sweeney Young (FL)
NOT VOTING—16
Brown (CA) Kasich Reyes
Cox Largent Rothman
Dicks McCollum Smith (TX)
Graham Millender- Stark
Hinojosa McDonald
Jackson-Lee Oxley
(TX) Pallone
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So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
SHERWOOD) having assumed the chair,
Mr. Pease, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 1906) making appropriations for
Agriculture, Rural Development, Food
and Drug Administration, and Related
Agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2000, and for other purposes,
had come to no resolution thereon.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 150, EDUCATION LAND
GRANT ACT

Mr. SESSIONS, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 106-164) on the resolution (H.
Res. 189) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 150) to amend the Act
popularly known as the Recreation and
Public Purposes Act to authorize dis-
posal of certain public lands or na-
tional forest lands to local education
agencies for use for elementary or sec-
ondary schools, including public char-
ter schools, and for other purposes,
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which was referred to the House Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

———

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.

————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, unfortu-
nately, I missed rollcall votes number
147 and 148 on Monday, May 24, 1999, be-
cause I was attending a funeral of a
dear friend.

Had I been present, I would have
voted ‘‘yea’ on both of these votes.

———

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 1905, LEGISLATIVE BRANCH
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2000

Mr. DREIER (during special order of
Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin), from the
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 106-165) on the
resolution (H. Res. 190) providing for
the consideration of the bill (H.R. 1905)
making appropriations for the Legisla-
tive Branch 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.

————

DAIRY PRICING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. GREEN) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I am here tonight to talk about an
important issue of fairness, fairness to
farmers, fairness to consumers, and
fairness to taxpayers. I know that
“fairness’” is an overused term. But
quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, it has
never been more important or more
true than it is on the issue that I want
to talk about tonight, and that is the
issue of dairy pricing.

For the last six decades, we have had
a Government mandated system of
dairy price supports. It began in the
late 1930s because dairy producers had
a difficult time getting their goods to
consumers in a timely way. They had a
difficult time because of technology in
meeting consumption needs. We did
not, quite frankly, have effective infra-
structure or enough technology to
transport our surplus to States that
had deficit in production.

Those days are over, however. We
have the refrigeration, we have the in-
frastructure to transport dairy prod-
ucts from States like Wisconsin any-
where in America overnight. As a re-

May 25, 1999

sult, the outdated dairy price system,
the Federal order system, no longer
makes sense.

Wisconsin dairy farmers and Wis-
consin communities are being ravaged,
they are being destroyed by the cur-
rent Federal order system. In the last 8
years, Wisconsin has lost over 10,000
dairy farms. Wisconsin has lost 2,000
dairy farms in each of the last 2 years.
We have lost more dairy farms in the
last 8 years than most States ever
have.

Now, I am here tonight to speak to
my colleagues, quite frankly, not on
behalf of dairy farmers. Dairy farmers
are not looking for our sympathy.
They are a tough bunch. This is a
tough life-style. They know that. They
have been fighting uphill all of their
lives. They are not looking for sym-
pathy. They are looking for fairness.

More importantly, quite frankly, I
would think to the Members of this
body is the fact that this unfair system
not only hurts our dairy farmers, my
family farmers in Wisconsin, of which
there are 22,000 remaining, but it is
also unfair to consumers.

Mr. Speaker, it is important to real-
ize, it is important to know that the
outdated Federal order system artifi-
cially inflates the price of milk. And as
more farmers go out of business, and as
I just said, we are losing farmers each
and every year, the more farmers who
go out of business, the higher that
price will be.

The Citizens Against Government
Waste, Americans for Tax Reform, a
number of taxpayer groups, groups
that do not necessarily have a natural
stake in the fight over a dairy policy,
they have reached an interesting con-
clusion. After looking at the Federal
order system, they have concluded that
the Federal order system that we have
had in this country for six decades is
little more than a tax on milk. It is a
milk tax that consumers are paying all
across this land. It is a milk tax to the
tune of about $1 billion each and every
year.

Now, the reason I come forward
today is because of a battle that I be-
lieve is going to be on this floor tomor-
row and, quite frankly and unfortu-
nately, probably on this floor for weeks
and months to come.

Some weeks ago, Secretary Dan
Glickman proposed a final order on the
Federal order system for dairies. And
in that Federal order, Secretary Glick-
man proposed a very minor change to
the Federal order system, a very
minor, modest change. And it is true,
it will benefit Wisconsin farmers, dairy
farmers, but again in a very modest
way.
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Now, it may be ironic to some of you

that I come here today to support a

proposal from a Democrat administra-
tion. But I come forward because this
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