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purposes (if any) are given written notice, in 
conformance with the requirements of para-
graph (b), at least 60 days before the covered 
employee is so released. 

(b) Any notice under paragraph (a) shall in-
clude— 

(1) the personnel action to be taken with 
respect to the covered employee involved; 

(2) the effective date of the action; 
(3) a description of the procedures applica-

ble in identifying employees for release; 
(4) the covered employee’s competitive 

area; 
(5) the covered employee’s eligibility for 

veterans’ preference in retention and how 
that preference eligibility was determined; 

(6) the retention status and preference eli-
gibility of the other employees in the af-
fected position classifications or job classi-
fications within the covered employee’s com-
petitive area, by providing: 

(A) a list of all covered employee(s) in the 
covered employee’s position classification or 
job classification and competitive area who 
will be retained by the employing office, 
identifying those employees by job title only 
and stating whether each such employee is 
preference eligible, and 

(B) a list of all covered employee(s) in the 
covered employee’s position classification or 
job classification and competitive area who 
will not be retained by the employing office, 
identifying those employees by job title only 
and stating whether each such employee is 
preference eligible. 

(7) a description of any appeal or other 
rights which may be available. 

(c) The director of the employing office 
may, in writing, shorten the period of ad-
vance notice required under subsection (a), 
with respect to a particular reduction in 
force, if necessary because of circumstances 
not reasonably foreseeable. 

(d) No notice period may be shortened to 
less than 30 days under this subsection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DANIEL E. LUNGREN) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks on Sen-
ate Concurrent Resolution 77. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, agreeing to Senate Con-

current Resolution 77 will complete 
legislative branch coverage under the 
VEOA. The Senate has already covered 
itself. Thus, qualified veterans who 
apply for covered positions within the 
legislative branch will be given pref-
erence rights among job applicants and 
remedies to enforce those rights. This 
initiative has bipartisan and bicameral 
support. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-

fornia. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of Senate Concurrent Resolution 77 
which does approve the final regula-
tions implementing the Veterans Em-
ployment Opportunities Act of 1998. Al-
most identical to the legislation we 
just passed, this bill would extend the 
regulations to offices that serve both 
the House and the Senate. 

These regulations are long overdue. I 
thank the chairman and his staff for 
their diligence in moving them for-
ward. I thank the gentleman from 
American Samoa for bringing this to 
the floor. 

I urge my colleagues to support our 
veterans by passing Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 77. 

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

I also yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and concur in the 
concurrent resolution, S. Con. Res. 77. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the concur-
rent resolution was concurred in. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

AUTHORIZING STATUES IN CAP-
ITOL FOR DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA AND TERRITORIES 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill (H.R. 5493) to provide for the 
furnishing of statues by the District of 
Columbia for display in Statuary Hall 
in the United States Capitol, as amend-
ed. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5493 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. FURNISHING OF STATUES FOR STAT-

UARY HALL BY DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA AND TERRITORIES AND POSSES-
SIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President is author-
ized to invite each jurisdiction described in 
section 3 to provide and furnish a statue, in 
marble or bronze, of a deceased person who 
has been a citizen of the jurisdiction, and il-
lustrious for his or her historic renown or for 
distinguished civic or military services, such 
as the jurisdiction may deem to be worthy of 
this national commemoration; and when so 
furnished, the same shall be placed in Stat-
uary Hall in the United States Capitol. 

(b) LIMITATION.—No statue of any indi-
vidual may be placed in Statuary Hall pursu-
ant to this Act until after the expiration of 
the 10-year period which begins on the date 
of the individual’s death. 
SEC. 2. REPLACEMENT OF STATUES. 

(a) REQUEST BY JURISDICTION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—A jurisdiction described in 

section 3 may request the Joint Committee 
on the Library of Congress to approve the re-
placement of a statue the jurisdiction has 

provided for display in Statuary Hall in the 
United States Capitol under section 1. 

(2) CONDITIONS.—A request shall be consid-
ered under paragraph (1) only if— 

(A) the request has been approved by a res-
olution adopted by the legislature of the ju-
risdiction (or its equivalent) and the request 
has been approved by the chief executive of 
the jurisdiction; and 

(B) the statue to be replaced has been dis-
played in the United States Capitol for at 
least 10 years as of the time the request is 
made, except that the Joint Committee may 
waive this requirement for cause at the re-
quest of the jurisdiction. 

(b) AGREEMENT UPON APPROVAL.—If the 
Joint Committee on the Library of Congress 
approves a request under subsection (a), the 
Architect of the Capitol shall enter into an 
agreement with the jurisdiction involved to 
carry out the replacement in accordance 
with the request and any conditions the 
Joint Committee may require for its ap-
proval. Such agreement shall provide that— 

(1) the new statue shall be subject to the 
same conditions and restrictions as apply to 
any statue provided by the jurisdiction 
under section 1; and 

(2) the jurisdiction shall pay any costs re-
lated to the replacement, including costs in 
connection with the design, construction, 
transportation, and placement of the new 
statue, the removal and transportation of 
the statue being replaced, and any unveiling 
ceremony. 

(c) LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF STATUES.— 
Nothing in this section shall be interpreted 
to permit any jurisdiction described in sec-
tion 3 to have more than 1 statue on display 
in the United States Capitol. 

(d) OWNERSHIP OF REPLACED STATUES.— 
(1) TRANSFER OF OWNERSHIP.—Subject to 

the approval of the Joint Committee on the 
Library, ownership of any statue replaced 
under this section shall be transferred to the 
jurisdiction involved. 

(2) PROHIBITING SUBSEQUENT DISPLAY IN 
CAPITOL.—If any statue is removed from the 
United States Capitol as part of a transfer of 
ownership under paragraph (1), then it may 
not be returned to the Capitol for display un-
less such display is specifically authorized 
by Federal law. 

(e) RELOCATION OF STATUES.—The Archi-
tect of the Capitol, upon the approval of the 
Joint Committee on the Library and with 
the advice of the Commission of Fine Arts as 
requested, is authorized and directed to pro-
vide for the reception, location, and reloca-
tion of any statues received on or after the 
date of the enactment of this Act from a ju-
risdiction under section 1. 
SEC. 3. JURISDICTIONS DESCRIBED. 

The jurisdictions described in this section 
are as follows: 

(1) The District of Columbia. 
(2) The Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 
(3) Guam. 
(4) American Samoa. 
(5) The United States Virgin Islands. 
(6) The Commonwealth of the Northern 

Mariana Islands. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) 
and the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DANIEL E. LUNGREN) each will control 
20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from American Samoa. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise 
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and extend their remarks in the 
RECORD and to include extraneous mat-
ter. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I rise in strong support of H.R. 5493, as 
amended, which will invite each of the 
territories, and especially including 
the District of Columbia, to provide a 
statue to be placed with other such 
statues from the 50 States that are now 
all over the U.S. Capitol. 

First of all, I do want to thank the 
chairman of the Committee on House 
Administration, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, my good friend, Mr. 
BRADY, for his support and leadership 
in bringing this legislation, and also, 
my good friend from California (Mr. 
LUNGREN) for his support. With the 
help of Chairman BRADY and his staff, 
H.R. 5493 now includes language mak-
ing it favorable to have this bill 
brought now before the floor for con-
sideration as it was approved by the 
committee. 
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I want to especially thank my good 
friend and colleague, the distinguished 
lady from the District of Columbia, Ms. 
ELEANOR NORTON, for her willingness to 
work with us on this important bill. 
And I want to acknowledge the joint 
efforts that we have made in advo-
cating the importance of this bill for 
the five U.S. territories and especially 
also for the District of Columbia, 
which is basically to provide and fur-
nish to the Architect of the Capitol a 
statue honoring a prominent citizen of 
such jurisdiction to be placed in the 
National Statuary Hall in the same 
manner as statues now honoring citi-
zens of the States. 

Since its inception in 1864, the Na-
tional Statuary Hall holds a grand dis-
play of statues donated to commemo-
rate each of the 50 States. The various 
statues with their historical signifi-
cance have added to the aesthetics and 
overall impressive architectural design 
of the U.S. Capitol. To the 3 million to 
5 million annual visitors to the U.S. 
Capitol, the National Statuary Hall 
serves as a reminder of the values and 
significant contributions of certain in-
dividuals that shape the foundation 
upon which this great country was 
founded. 

And 5 years ago, the Architect of the 
Capitol received a marble statue of 
Po’pay from the State of New Mexico 
and a bronze statue of Sarah 
Winnemucca from the State of Nevada, 
making the entire collection complete 
in its representation of the 50 States 
under the original law of 1864. It was 
also at the same time that I introduced 
a bill to invite territories, including at 
the time American Samoa, Guam, 
Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Is-

lands, to furnish statues to be placed in 
the National Statuary Hall. The lan-
guage was similar to the one proposed 
by the former Delegate from Guam Ben 
Blaz in 1985, except I proposed permis-
sion for the territories to furnish a sin-
gle statue. 

Earlier this year, I introduced a simi-
lar bill with modified language to in-
clude the CNMI. I am pleased that H.R. 
5493 now has incorporated all of these 
requests. And again, I want to thank 
Chairman BRADY and Ranking Member 
LUNGREN and members of the House 
Administration Committee and staff 
for their support of this proposal. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge sup-
port of this bill and reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 5493. 
This bill permits the District of Colum-
bia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
Guam, American Samoa, the U.S. Vir-
gin Islands, and the Commonwealth of 
the Northern Mariana Islands to each 
display one statue here in the U.S. Cap-
itol. 

Mr. Speaker, the District of Colum-
bia and these territories of the United 
States are important pieces of the larg-
er mosaic that make up our national 
identity, and I support their right to 
honor a noteworthy figure of their 
communities. Statues are funded by 
the individual territories. Therefore, 
this legislation is unusual; it’s budget- 
neutral. In the coming years, I look 
forward to welcoming these statues to 
the Congress and learning more about 
the individuals that each such entity 
chooses to honor. 

So I would urge my colleagues to 
support this resolution. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 

I gladly yield all the time that she 
wants to my good friend, the distin-
guished Delegate from the District of 
Columbia, Ms. ELEANOR HOLMES NOR-
TON. 

Ms. NORTON. I thank my good friend 
from American Samoa, with whom I 
work so closely and so often. 

Mr. Speaker, I am particularly grate-
ful this evening to Chairman BRADY for 
working so closely with me on the bill 
for statues for the District of Colum-
bia, a bill I have introduced for years 
but that did not move until Mr. BRADY 
became chair. 

However, Ranking Member DAN LUN-
GREN deserves special thanks for to-
day’s bill. When he said he could not 
support my bill for two statues for the 
District, he didn’t say ‘‘no’’ to every-
thing. He introduced his own bill for 
one statue for the District and one for 
each of the territories. The bill before 
the House this evening is essentially 
that bill, the Lungren bill. 

Our original bill for two statues for 
the District of Columbia was intro-

duced only to give some small recogni-
tion to the taxpayers of the District, 
who get little enough recognition for 
their taxpaying status. In the end, in 
the spirit of compromise represented 
by Mr. LUNGREN’s bill, I decided that 
we should seek to move Mr. LUNGREN’s 
bill at this time, and I thank him for 
his bill. 

We recognize that the statues for 
each State are mere symbols, but for 
us, they are symbols of American citi-
zenship itself, as embedded in the rec-
ognition of their own outstanding citi-
zens by each State. One need only go 
downstairs in this House to watch visi-
tors from their own congressional dis-
tricts as they view their statues to see 
the power of the patriotism and pride 
the statues inspire in their own con-
stituents. 

The Lungren bill creates a dilemma 
for the District of Columbia, however. 
So great was the desire for the statues 
generated by my bill that when citi-
zens were asked to indicate who they 
wanted to represent the city in statue 
for the United States Capitol, well, the 
citizens chose two great Americans, 
had their statues designed and actually 
built and placed in the District’s city 
hall until such time as this bill, or my 
original bill, passed the House. And if 
this bill passes, for now, they will have 
to decide which one of two great men 
will represent the city. This will be dif-
ficult because it speaks volumes about 
who we are in the District, that the 
two men chosen were not only long-
time distinguished District of Colum-
bia residents but also are great Ameri-
cans apart from their District identity. 

Frederick Douglass, born a slave, 
who became the greatest human rights 
leader of his time but also was U.S. 
Marshal for the District of Columbia. 
And District of Columbia recorder of 
deeds. And, of course, resident of 
Southeast Washington, whose majestic 
home is now a National Park Service 
site with thousands of visitors who 
come each year. And Pierre L’Enfant, 
the great patriot of the American Rev-
olutionary War, later appointed by 
George Washington to design the Na-
tion’s Capital. 

We have decided it is better to have 
to decide which one of two great resi-
dents of the District of Columbia will 
represent our city for now than to have 
no choice at all. I ask this House to 
support this bill. And again, I thank 
Mr. LUNGREN for his compromise in in-
troducing it. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. I yield myself as much time as 
I may consume. 

I thank the gentlelady for those nice 
comments. I understand the impor-
tance of having a statue that reflects 
the people of the District of Columbia 
and the territories. I remember the 
pride that we had, as Californians, 
when we brought the statue of Ronald 
Reagan here just about a year and a 
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half ago. That is a great example of 
someone who was not born in Cali-
fornia but someone who rose to great 
prominence in California and someone 
who loved our State. 

b 2110 

So I appreciate very, very much, and 
I love this spirit of bipartisanship that 
the city has shown to choose Mr. 
L’Enfant, who, of course, was a historic 
figure before we had the Democratic or 
Republican Parties, and Frederick 
Douglass, a prominent Republican and 
a great American. 

So I thank you for that great choice. 
And I know who I’d vote for, but you 
have a choice of two great Americans 
representing the District of Columbia. 
I would urge my colleagues to support 
this resolution. 

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

I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I want to echo the sentiments ex-
pressed earlier by my colleague from 
the District of Columbia, again, com-
mending and thanking our good friend 
from California for his support and his 
leadership in bringing this piece of leg-
islation to the floor, and especially 
Chairman BRADY and all his efforts and 
the members of his staff for their hard 
work in bringing this bill. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, the U.S. Capitol 
features statues from every State in our 
Union—statues that honor some of the most 
memorable and influential people in America’s 
history. The people of the District of Columbia 
are part of our Union, as well: They pay fed-
eral taxes, vote in presidential elections, and 
share citizenship with us. But when it comes 
to seeing the District’s most notable citizens 
honored here in the Capitol, in their own city, 
the people of Washington, DC have again 
been left out. That needs to change. 

This bill would give the people of the District 
of Columbia—along with the people of the ter-
ritories of Puerto Rico, the U.S. Virgin Islands, 
American Samoa, Guam, and the Northern 
Mariana Islands—their due in the U.S. Capitol. 
I believe, in fact, that the District of Columbia 
deserves two statues, just like any State; but 
failing that, I believe that some recognition is 
better than none. 

The people of the District of Columbia have 
made remarkable contributions to America’s 
history, its culture, and its ongoing work to 
guarantee equal rights to all—and it’s time that 
those contributions are recognized here in the 
heart of our democracy. I urge my colleagues 
to support this bill. 

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in strong support of the bill in the nature of a 
substitute to H.R. 5493, a bill to provide for 
the furnishing of a statue by each of the U.S. 
Territories and the District of Columbia for dis-
play in Statuary Hall in the United States Cap-
itol. I would like to thank my colleagues Con-
gresswoman ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON of 
Washington, DC, and Congressman ENI 
FALEOMAVAEGA of American Samoa for their 
work on this legislation. I would also like to 
thank Congressman ROBERT BRADY, Chairman 

of the Committee on House Administration 
and Congressman DANIEL LUNGREN, Ranking 
Member of the Committee on House Adminis-
tration for working with the Delegates from the 
territories and agreeing to amend the bill with 
substitute language that authorizes one statue 
for each of the U.S. territories. 

For Americans across the country, one of 
the key highlights of a visit to the U.S. Capitol 
is locating and observing the statues rep-
resenting their home states. It is an oppor-
tunity to see that their local history is rep-
resented and valued in our Nation’s Capitol, 
and a chance to share that history with others 
from around the country. However, visitors 
from America’s five territories and the District 
of Columbia are disappointed to find that they 
have no representation in this time-honored 
tradition. 

H.R. 5493, as amended, would remedy this 
situation by permitting each of the U.S. terri-
tories and the District of Columbia to house 
one memorial statue in the U.S. Capitol Build-
ing. These statues would be placed among 
the existing 100 state statues and would show 
the historical ties the U.S. territories and 
states have shared. Like the 50 states, each 
territory has a unique and rich history, and 
each new statue in the National Statuary Hall 
Collection will allow the U.S. territories the op-
portunity to share that history with the millions 
of visitors who visit the U.S. Capitol Building 
each year. I urge my colleagues to grant the 
Americans who reside in the U.S. Territories 
and the District of Columbia this opportunity 
and vote in favor of H.R. 5493, as amended. 

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, I support H.R. 
5493, authorizing the District of Columbia, 
American Samoa, Guam, Puerto Rico, the Vir-
gin Islands, and the Northern Mariana Islands 
each to display a statue here in the Capitol. 

I thank the gentleman from American 
Samoa, ENI FALEOMAVAEGA, who has cham-
pioned this idea to include the territories for 
many years. And I thank my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle who support the non- 
state areas of our country each having one 
statue of a distinguished person they regard 
as worthy of praise and commemoration dis-
played here. 

Currently, the National Statuary Hall Collec-
tion holds statues from all 50 states. Each has 
produced native sons or daughters who exem-
plify the state’s sense of itself or who have 
played a significant role in the history of this 
great United States of America. H.R. 5493 will 
recognize that the non-state areas of our Na-
tion have also contributed and sacrificed for 
America. As Americans, we, too, would like to 
share our experience and our pride, as em-
bodied in one individual, with the rest of the 
American people here in our Capitol. 

I ask that my colleagues support H.R. 5493. 
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 

H.R. 5493, as amended, will grant to the Dis-
trict of Columbia and the five territories of the 
United States the right to each place one stat-
ue honoring a distinguished individual into the 
National Statuary Hall Collection in the U.S. 
Capitol. Currently, there are 100 statues in the 
Collection, with each of the 50 states rep-
resented by two statues. 

The Committee on House Administration 
had originally reported two bills on this sub-
ject. H.R. 5493, by the gentlewoman from the 

District of Columbia, would have given the 
District the right to have two statues. H.R. 
5711, by the gentleman from American 
Samoa, would have given American Samoa, 
Guam, Puerto Rico, the Northern Mariana Is-
lands and the Virgin Islands one statue each. 

It became unlikely that these bills could 
pass the House separately, and there has 
been continuing controversy about giving the 
District of Columbia two statues. Therefore, I 
am supporting this amended legislation in the 
form recommended by the Ranking Minority 
Member, Representative LUNGREN, to grant 
each jurisdiction one statue. I have become 
convinced that this is an excellent compromise 
which will provide an opportunity for all of 
these jurisdictions to enjoy representation in 
the National Statuary Hall Collection. 

Mr. Speaker, no Federal funds would be 
needed to implement this legislation. All costs 
of production and placement of the statues 
would be borne by the District of Columbia 
and the five territories. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from American Samoa 
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 5493, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
‘‘A bill to provide for the furnishing of 
statues by the District of Columbia and 
territories and possessions of the 
United States for display in Statuary 
Hall in the United States Capitol.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

HONORING NORMAN YOSHIO 
MINETA 

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker, 
I move to suspend the rules and agree 
to the resolution (H. Res. 1377) hon-
oring the accomplishments of Norman 
Yoshio Mineta, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 1377 

Whereas, in 1931, Norman Yoshio Mineta 
was born in San Jose, California, to Japanese 
immigrant parents, Kunisaku and Kane Mi-
neta; 

Whereas, in 1942, during World War II, 
when President Franklin Delano Roosevelt 
signed Executive Order 9066, branding indi-
viduals of Japanese descent as ‘‘enemy 
aliens’’ solely on the basis of their ancestry 
and authorizing the relocation and incarcer-
ation of 120,000 individuals of Japanese de-
scent, Norman Yoshio Mineta and his family 
were forced to leave their home and live in 
the Santa Anita racetrack paddocks for 3 
months before they were sent to their per-
manent assignment for the following years, 
the Heart Mountain internment camp near 
Cody, Wyoming; 

Whereas, in 1953, upon graduation from the 
University of California Berkeley’s School of 
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