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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES—Monday, June 22, 1992

The House met at 12 noon.

Msgr. Andrew McGowan, director of
community relations, Mercy Hospital,
Scranton, PA, offered the following
prayer:

Water is seen in our religious history
as an element of cleansing, of refresh-
ment, of deliverance, and as a symbol
of new life. On this day 20 years ago in
a force known as Hurricane Agnes, it
proved to be a source of devastation
and destruction and left Pennsylva-
nia's Wyoming Valley with an unprece-
dented loss of homes and institutions.

We offer in this opening prayer the
valley's word of gratitude for so many
individuals who responded to our needs
with such generosity, to so many insti-
tutions, industries, and religious
groups who continued this concern, and
for the leadership of then Congressman
Dan Flood and now PAUL KANJORSKI,
and, indeed, for this Congress, this
United States Government, that made
us all proud to be American.

Thank you, and God bless America.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. THOMAS of California. Mr.
Speaker, pursuant to clause 1, rule I, I
demand a vote on agreeing to the
Speaker’'s approval of the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Chair’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. THOMAS of California. Mr.
Speaker, I object to the vote on the
ground that a quorum is not present
and make the point of order that a
quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from
California [Mr. THOMAS] objects to the
vote on the ground that a quorum is
not present and makes the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

Pursuant to clause 5 of rule I, further
proceedings on the question will be
postponed until the end of the legisla-
tive day.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recog-
nize the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr.
THOMAS] to lead us in the Pledge of Al-
legiance.

Mr. THOMAS of Wyoming led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

1 pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

TRIBUTE TO MSGR. ANDREW
MCGOWAN AND THE WYOMING
VALLEY

(Mr. KANJORSKI asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. KANJORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I am
honored today to be the Member who
represents the district that has the
pleasure of having as one of its con-
stituents Msgr. Andrew McGowan, who
gave our opening prayer today. I re-
quested Monsignor McGowan to give
this prayer because too often as we go
through life here in Congress we forget
that in fact we do accomplish some
major things for a lot of American citi-
zens who suffer problems.

This day 20 years ago around mid-
night the waters of the Susquehanna
River were meeting the top of the dikes
in Wilkes-Barre, PA, and throughout
the Wyoming Valley. Thousands of
young students and other citizens from
across the valley were attempting to
sandbag the dikes and save the valley.
But along about 5 o'clock in the morn-
ing of June 23, it was recognized that
nature would not be held back and it
took its wrath on Wilkes-Barre. The
Susquehanna became a river 40 feet
deep and 5 miles wide. It affected 37,000
residences, thousands of businesses,
and tens of thousands of employees.

Mr. Speaker, after the flood, the Con-
gress of the United States recognized
the importance of what this United
States means. The people of this coun-
try came together and helped the citi-
zens of the Wyoming Valley.

Twenty years has gone by. There are
still remnants of the flood throughout
the Wyoming Valley, but we are back.
We are back because all the American
people came to our aid when we needed
them, and we are back because the citi-
zens of Wyoming Valley reflect the
true nature of Americans everywhere.
We are never down and out. We will al-
ways get up and we will always solve
our problems.

It is a lesson in 1992 that we could all
learn from.
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TOO MUCH REGULATION

(Mr. THOMAS of Wyoming asked and
was given permission to address the

House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMAS of Wyoming. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to again talk about reg-
ulation, overregulation. I rise to talk
about it today because, as usual, I have
been home for the weekend.

Over the last two weekends I have
had the occasion to meet with six dif-
ferent statewide groups that represent
industries in our State. In each in-
stance, overregulation was the issue
that they talked about the most and
were most concerned about.

Specifically, I would like to mention
the provisions that have to do with
medical providers, bankers, and mining
people. I think there is no question but
what overregulation has enhanced the
cost of health care.

Up to 25 percent of health care is lost
on administration and does not reach
the people that we are seeking to help
with health care. Part of it is regula-
tion. Part of it is paperwork that is un-
necessary.

Bankers, of course, we have a respon-
sibility when we insure deposits to
have some regulation, but we do not
need to tell them the kind of carpet
that they can have in the lobby.

A small bank in Jackson, WY, was
asked to have a full-time person to
talk about the community investment
aspect of regulation. That is unneces-
sary.

In the mining area, we are struggling
constantly with multiple-use regula-
tions, with regulatory provisions that
have to do with regional competition.

We need to change those kinds of
things. A Presidential candidate yes-
terday is talking about spending $50
billion to increase the economy, to in-
crease jobs. I suggest to my colleagues,
we can do a lot of that right here in the
Congress if we will take a look at the
regulatory impact each time we pass a
bill and know what it will do to hold
down jobs and business in this country.

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 19, 1992.
Hon. THOMAS S. FOLEY,
The Speaker, House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 5 of Rule III of the
Rules of the U.S. House of Representatives,
the Clerk received the following message
from the Secretary of the Senate on Friday,

O 'This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 11407 is 2:07 p.m.
Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.
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June 19, 1992 at 9:10 a.m.: That the Senate
agreed to the Conference Report on the bill
H.R. 5132 and the amendments in disagree-
ment.
With great respect, I am,
Sincerely yours,
DONNALD K. ANDERSON,
Clerk, House of Representatives.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to
announce that pursuant to clause 4 of
rule I, the Speaker signed the following
enrolled bill on Friday, June 19, 1992:

H.R. 5132, An act making dire emergency
supplemental appropriations for disaster as-
sistance to meet urgent needs because of ca-
lamities such as those which occurred in Los
Angeles and Chicago, for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1992, and for other pur-
poses.

THE COURAGE OF BILL CLINTON

(Mr. GLICKMAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GLICKMAN. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, democratic Presidential candidate
Bill Clinton announced a major eco-
nomic plan to rebuild America and re-
vitalize this economy. He proposed
massive investment in transportation,
technology, and conversion of defense
industries from building cold war weap-
ons to meeting civilian needs.

He wants to revive our cities through
worker training, education, and ap-
prenticeship programs. He wants to
create jobs and train workers to fill
them. He wants to make cities safer by
putting more police on the street.

And this is not fiscal fantasy. He pro-
poses paying for this investment by in-
creasing taxes on people making over
$200,000 a year and corporations, clos-
ing tax loopholes enjoyed by foreign
corporations, and reducing Govern-
ment bureaucracy. He also will provide
tax relief for middle-class workers and
families with children.

Bill Clinton is facing the issues head
on. He has a plan to put the country
back on track. In a campaign in which
one candidate has no plans, and the
other will not reveal his, it’s good to
see someone with the courage to
present a program to the voters.

IT IS TIME TO RETIRE JOE CAMEL

(Mr. MAZZOLI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MAZZOLI. Mr. Speaker, old Joe
Camel should be retired. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky and three of his
esteemed colleagues, including the gen-
tleman from Colorado, who is on the
floor today, 3 weeks ago wrote RJR-Na-
bisco Co., which makes Camel ciga-
rettes, asking that company to show
social awareness and retire Joe Camel,
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whose ads are targeted at young people
and children.

Just yesterday, the American Medi-
cal Association, at its meeting in Chi-
cago, joined with Surgeon General An-
tonia Novello and paraded against Joe
Camel, again urging that that ad cam-
paign be discontinued.

All of this, Mr. Speaker, comes on
the heels of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency’'s warnings in a long,
lengthy study saying that there is
health risk to young children and in-
fants who are exposed to downwind or
secondhand smoke.

Mr. Speaker, the future is in our chil-
dren. Anything which jeopardizes that
future should be discontinued and
banned. Joe Camel should be retired.

TRADE WIMPS ANONYMOUS

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker,
Japan is in a recession. So Japan is
now passing Buy Japan legislation, and
they are doing just that.

Uncle Sam is not so wise. In fact, we
have dropped from second in the world
to No. 5 for economic competitiveness.
And we are now second to last in edu-
cation, 21st in the world. But Uncle
Sam still purchased 1.6 million dollars’
worth of Japanese snowmobiles; 1.2
million dollars’ worth of Japanese
paper-punching machines; 6 million
dollars’ worth of Japanese film.

I ask my colleagues, Mr. Speaker,
what is wrong with Kodak?

I think the three Presidential can-
didates should all recommend a new
fund for Congress, a TWA school known
as Trade Wimps Anonymous. That is
exactly what Congress is, and we will
be lucky we have a job left before this
is all over.

———

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
STILL ATTEMPTING TO OBTAIN
THE FACTS

(Mrs. SCHROEDER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, last
week, as we had Premier Yeltsin here,
I think all of us started thinking back
over the past year. A year ago, I do not
think any of us would have thought
that Gorbachev would have been out-
lived in office by Saddam Hussein. Yet
indeed, that happened.

Gorbachev, the great reformer, is
gone; Saddam Hussein is still there.

One of the reasons we think that
Gorbachev may be gone and Saddam
Hussein is still there could possibly be
our Government’s policy toward Irag
before Desert Storm. It is very possible
that we gave more aid to Irag than we
did to the Soviet Union, as it was try-
ing to deal with its reforms.
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Therefore, it did not deal very well
and had this huge upheaval.

Tomorrow the Committee on the Ju-
diciary is going to make one more at-
tempt to try to get to the bottom of
this. On June 2, we had four committee
chairmen testify that they have been
trying to find out about America’s pre-
Desert Storm policy toward Iraq and
have been stopped at every turn.

Our committee then asked for the
two witnesses they said they really
needed to hear from, Nicholas Rostow
and C. Boyden Gray.

The White House has refused to send
those two. I think that is very tragic,
but we will take the two Committee on
the Judiciary people that they are
sending us and hope that we get to the
bottom of it.

I think it is very sad this coverup
that is going on about the pre-Desert
Storm Iraq policy that this Govern-
ment had.

INTRODUCTION OF HEALTH CARE
FRAUD PROSECUTION ACT OF 1992

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, health
care fraud costs our country between
$50 to $80 billion a year—an estimated
10 percent of our overall health care
costs. With health care costs expected
to surpass $800 billion this year, fraud
is taking money out of the pockets of
working middle-class families, food out
of the mouths of seniors, and jobs from
workers when small businesses are
forced to close their doors. Health care
crooks are getting rich while average
Americans are paying the price.

Health care fraud takes many forms.
Doctors submit false bills for proce-
dures they never conducted; they pay
kickbacks to lawyers and others to
steer patients to them; or they write
fraudulent prescriptions to patients
who then sell the drugs on the black
market. While the vast majority of* all
health care providers are honest profes-
sionals that give this country the high-
est quality care in the world, a growing
number of dishonest individuals are
wreaking financial havoc on the sys-
tem.

Today, I am introducing legislation,
along with Chairman SCHUMER of the
Crime and Criminal Justice Sub-
committee, to attack health care
fraud. The Health Care Fraud Prosecu-
tion Act of 1992 would increase pen-
alties for health care fraud, require
health care cheats to pay restitution,
establish a civil and criminal asset for-
feiture procedure, and improve the
Federal Government’s ability to iden-
tify and prosecute fraud.

As we look for ways to reduce sky-
rocketing health care costs, we must
confront the problem of fraud and
abuse.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
McNULTY). Pursuant to the provisions
of clause 5 of rule I, the Chair an-
nounces that he will postpone further
proceedings today on each motion to
suspend the rules on which a recorded
vote or the yeas and nays are ordered,
or on which the vote is objected to
under clause 4 of rule XV.

Such rollcall votes, if postponed, will
be taken after consideration of H.R.
50556, the Coast Guard authorization
bill.

ESTABLISHING A WORLD WAR II
MEMORIAL

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 1624) to provide for the estab-
lishment of a memorial on Federal
land within the District of Columbia to
honor members of the Armed Forces
who served in World War II, and to ex-
press the sense of Congress concerning
the United States’ participation in
that conflict, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1624
SECTION 1. ﬁ‘:‘ﬁ“m TO ESTABLISH MEMO-

(a) IN GENERAL.—The American Battle
Monuments Commission is authorized to es-
tablish a memorial on Federal land in the
District of Columbia or its environs to honor
members of the Armed Forces who served in
World War II and to commemorate the par-
ticipation of the United States in that war.

(b) COMPLIANCE WITH STANDARDS FOR COM-
MEMORATIVE WORKS.—The establishment of
the memorial shall be in accordance with the
Act entitled “An Act to provide standards
for placement of commemorative works on
certain Federal lands in the District of Co-
lumbia and its environs, and for other pur-
poses’’ approved November 14, 1986 (40 U.S.C.
1001, et seq.).

(c) HANDICAPPED ACCESS.—The plan, de-
sign, construction, and operation of the me-
morial pursuant to this section shall provide
for accessibility by, and accommodations
for, the physically handicapped.

SEC. 2. ADVISORY BOARD,

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF BOARD.—There is
hereby established a World War IT Memorial
Advisory Board, consisting of 12 members,
who shall be appointed by the President from
among veterans of World War II, historians
of World War II, and representatives of veter-
ans organizations, historical associations,
and groups knowledgeable about World War
o

(b) APPOINTMENTS.—Members of the Board
shall be appointed not later than 3 months
after the date of the enactment of this Act
and shall serve for the life of the Board. The
President shall make appointments to fill
such vacancies as may occur on the Board.

(¢) RESPONSIBILITIES OF BOARD.—The Board
shall—

(1) in the manner specified by the Commis-
sion, promote establishment of the memorial
and encourage donation of private contribu-
tions for the memorial; and

(2) upon the request of the Commission, ad-
vise the Commission on the site and design
for the memorial.
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(d) SUNSET.—The Board shall cease to exist
on the last day of the third month after the
month in which the memorial is completed
or the month of the expiration of the author-
ity for the memorial under section 10(b) of
the Act referred to in section 1(b), whichever
first occurs.

SEC. 3. PRIVATE CONTRIBUTIONS.,

The American Battle Monuments Commis-
sion may solicit and accept private contribu-
tions for the memorial.

SEC. 4. FUND IN THE TREASURY FOR THE MEMO-

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is hereby created
in the Treasury a fund which shall be avail-
able to the American Battle Monuments
Commission for the expenses of establishing
the memorial. The fund shall consist of—

(1) amounts deposited, and interest and
proceeds credited, under subsection (b);

(2) obligations obtained under subsection
(c); and

(3) the amount of surcharges paid to the
Commission for the memorial under the
World War II 50th Anniversary Commemora-
tive Coins Act.

(b) DEPOSITS AND CREDITS.—The Chairman
of the Commission shall deposit in the fund
the amounts accepted as contributions under
subsection (a). The Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall credit to the fund the interest on,
and the proceeds from sale or redemption of,
obligations held in the fund.

(¢) OBLIGATIONS.—The Secretary of the
Treasury shall invest any portion of the fund
that, as determined by the Chairman of the
Commission, is not required to meet current
expenses. Each investment shall be made in
an interest bearing obligation of the United
States or an obligation guaranteed as to
principal and interest by the United States
that, as determined by the Chairman of the
Commission, has a maturity suitable for the
fund.

(d) ABOLITION.—Upon the final settlement
of the accounts of the fund, the Secretary of
the Treasury shall submit to the Congress a
draft of legislation (including technical and
conforming provisions) recommended by the
Secretary for the abolition of the fund.

SEC. 5. DEPOSIT OF EXCESS FUNDS.

If, upon payment of all expenses of the es-
tablishment of the memorial (including the
maintenance and preservation amount pro-
vided for in section 8(b) of the Act referred to
in section 1(b)), or upon expiration of the au-
thority for the memorial under section 10(b)
of that Act, there remains a balance in the
fund created by section 4, the Chairman of
the American Battle Monuments Commis-
sion shall transmit the amount of the bal-
ance to the Secretary of the Treasury for de-
posit in the account provided for in section
8(b)(1) of that Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. MONTGOMERY] will be
recognized for 20 minutes and the gen-
tleman from Arizona [Mr. STUMP] will
be recognized for 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. MONTGOMERY].

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I have
a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-

quiry.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I am
here in opposition to the bill. I believe
both of these gentlemen are in support
of it.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. STUMP]
in support of the motion?

Mr. STUMP. Yes, Mr. Speaker, I am.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
DICKINSON] will be recognized for 20
minutes.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
MONTGOMERY] yield for an inquiry?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I will be glad to
yield to the gentleman from Alabama,
if this does not come out of my time
now. I only have 10 minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. MONTGOMERY] for 20
minutes.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I will be glad to
yield to the gentleman. However, I ask
unanimous consent to yield 10 minutes
to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
DICKINSON].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alabama has 20 minutes.

Mr. DICKINSON. I have my time, Mr.
Speaker. I am trying to establish a
point to see whether or not the gen-
tleman from Mississippi could agree
not to bring the bill to the floor. I want
to ask a question of the gentleman.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. This will be out
of the gentleman's time, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. DICKINSON]
has asked the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. MONTGOMERY] to yield.
The gentleman from Mississippi refuses
to yield.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. DICKINSON. I will be glad to
take whatever time might be consumed
out of the time allotted to me.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. DICKINSON]
is recognized for such time as he may
consume.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I have
a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-

" quiry.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, let me
say, it is my understanding that on
June 5 the gentlewoman from Ohio
[Ms. KAPTUR], who is a prime sponsor
of the bill, which was less than 2 weeks
ago, in a colloquy with the chairman of
the Committee on Veterans' Affairs,
stated, and I quote, ‘‘Mr. Speaker, I as-
sume also it was the intention of the
gentleman to preserve prerogatives of
other House committees such as the
Committee on House Administration?”
It was my understanding, according to
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, that the
answer was in the affirmative.

It is my understanding now, being a
member of the Committee on House
Administration, that this bill was not
presented in subcommittee and voted
on; it was pending, it was not submit-
ted to the full committee and voted on
by the full committee. I am told that
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there was an informal poll taken by
telephone in which the minority was
not consulted, as far as I can tell. At
least, there was no affirmative vote.

that is so, and I do not know if the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONT-
GOMERY] can respond to this, I would
like to know if the bill that is being
presented now has been amended or is
it exactly as it was introduced and
pending before the Committee on
House Administration?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DICKINSON. I am pleased to
yield to the gentleman.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Actually, Mr.
Speaker, the gentleman would have to
take up his statement about what ac-
tion was taken in the Committee on
House Administration, he would have
to take that up with the gentleman
from North Carolina [Mr. ROSE]. As the
gentleman says, he is on that commit-
tee. We agreed with several amend-
ments that the committee on House
Administration wanted to put in the
bill of the gentlewoman from Ohio [Ms.
KAPTUR], the bill before us today. Ac-
tually, the amendments are, in effect,
what the gentleman wanted: There will
be no public funds used in this legisla-
tion taken out of the Treasury of the
country, and it would be done by pri-
vate funds and by selling of coins.
There will be a bill tomorrow that will
come up that I believe will clear up
what the gentleman wanted.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, let me
say from the gentleman’s response I
have to assume that the bill that we
are now debating here has been amend-
ed from the bill that was originally
pending before the Committee on
House Administration, is that correct?

Mr. MONTGOMERY. If the gen-
tleman will continue to yield, that is
correct.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I have
a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-

quiry.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, it is
my understanding that H.R. 1624 is
being brought to the floor today re-
vised by a poll of the Committee on
House Administration, not a vote in
committee. If a bill has not been
amended in committee or full commit-
tee, can it be brought to the floor
amended? It is within the rules of the
House to amend legislation through
polls without a vote within the com-
mittee?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
suspension of the rules the bill as
amended is properly before the House.
The manager may include an amend-
ment in his motion.

Mr. DICKINSON. A bill may be
amended by a telephone inquiry wheth-
er or not all the members were polled,
is that the ruling of the Chair?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
manager may include an amendment in
his motion.
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Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I do
not understand the last statement.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
manager may include an amendment in
his motion, to suspend the rules,
whether or not it has been formally ap-
proved by a committee.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, will
you please restate that? I misunder-
stood the Chair.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
manager may include an amendment in
his motion whether or not it has been
formally approved by a committee.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I have
a further parliamentary inquiry, if I

may.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state it.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, if the
bill can be amended by poll, how can
the poll be valid when the chairman of
the Committee on House Administra-
tion waived the right to jurisdiction
over the bill?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair cannot comment on any formal-
ity by the committee leading up to this
proceeding. The bill is properly before
the House, under the Speaker's discre-
tionary authority.

Mr. DICKINSON. I thank the Chair.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 1624, the bill now under
consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may
consume, and I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. STUMP].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection the gentleman from Arizona
[Mr. STUMP] will be recognized for 10
minutes.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair now recognizes the gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. MONTGOMERY] for
such time as he may consume, up to 10
minutes.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker,
H.R. 1624, as amended, was introduced
on March 22, 1991, by a former member
of our committee, MARCY KAPTUR, of
Ohio. For many years, she has been
leading the effort to establish a memo-
rial to honor members of the Armed
Forces who served in World War II and
to honor the United States involve-
ment in that conflict. The bill was con-
sidered and passed by our committee
on July 23, 1991. I want to congratulate
Ms. KAPTUR for the many hours she has
devoted to this bill—for getting it out
of the two committees and to the floor
of the House.

I want to also express my apprecia-
tion to Chairman CHARLIE ROSE and
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members of his committee for allowing
this bill to be taken up today. It is im-
portant that we move this legislation
swiftly and get it enacted before Con-
gress adjourns this year.

H.R. 1624, as amended, would author-

ize the American Battle Monuments
Commission to establish the memorial.
The bill would require that the Com-
mission build the memorial in accord-
ance with standards contained in the
Commemorative Works Act of 1986. We
believe the Commission is the proper
body to oversee the establishment of
the memorial. It operates and main-
tains monuments throughout the world
and is currently involved in building
the Korean Memorial. The Commission
is accountable to the President and the
Congress. It understands its job as a
guardian of memorials around the
world.
- No public funds would be used in de-
signing and constructing the memorial.
The Commission would be authorized
to solicit funds and accept private do-
nations. All costs would come from
these private donations and from reve-
nues derived from the sale of com-
memorative coins as set out in H.R.
1623.

H.R. 1624, as amended, would author-
ize the establishment of an advisory
board of 12 members whose primary
function would be to promote and en-
courage donations. In addition, when
asked to do so by the Commission, the
board could act as an advisory body in
the site selection and design for the
memorial, but I would hasten to point
out that it would only become involved
in that aspect of the memorial when
asked to do so by the Commission.
Members of the board would be ap-
pointed by the President from among
veterans of World War II, historians of
World War II and representatives of
veterans organizations, historical asso-
ciations, and others knowledgeable
about World War II.

Mr. Speaker, since December 7 of last
year, ceremonies have been -held
throughout the world honoring events
that occurred during this long and crit-
ical war. It is time that we paid tribute
to those who defended America during
this time, and I am pleased to support
Ms. KAPTUR in her efforts to get this
memorial established in our Nation’s
Capital.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
Ohio [Ms. KAPTUR], the author of this
legislation.

Ms. KEAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, this bill
today has been 50 years in the making,
from the moment Japan bombed Pearl
Harbor on December 7, 1941, to the days
that victory was declared in Europe
and in the Pacific in 1945.

As we move this bill today toward
House passage, I would like the RECORD
to show that the idea for its creation
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came from a humble veteran from
Ohio’s Ninth District, Mr. Roger Dur-
bin, who served with the 90th Recon-
naissance Unit of the 10th Armored Di-
vision during World War II. He is cur-
rently a resident of Richfield Town-
ship, in Lucas County outside Toledo,
OH. His dream was to commemorate all
those Americans, 16 million of them,
who fought in defense of freedom at its
most compelling moment in this cen-
tury. His desire was a simple one, to
help create a place in America where
he could bring his grandson to explain
the ideals for which he and others
fought, and where Americans in years
hence could visit and pay homage and
tribute to those who preserved freedom
for the Western World.

I will read from the original letter
that he sent me over 4 years ago.

I think it is kind of ironic for me to * * *
ask you for a World War II memorial. If it
had not been for the World War II veterans
[Congress] would not be sitting today rep-
resenting the American people in this, the
best form of government in the world.

Wouldn't it be nice to honor the World War
II veterans with the memorial they deserve
in our Nation's Capital while one-half of
them are still living.

The passage of this bill has been com-
plicated by the fact that it was referred
to three committees. So I am espe-
cially grateful and commend Chairman
MONTGOMERY of Mississippi for his vigi-
lant support over the 4 years it has
taken to move this bill to passage. I
also want to congratulate the gen-
tleman from Arizona [Mr. STUMP] a
Navy veteran himself and the ranking
member who knows the value of rec-
ognizing those who have served. When I
chaired the veterans' subcommittee
charged with memorial affairs their
steadfast support kept this dream
alive.

The gentleman from West Virginia,
Mr. HARLEY STAGGERS, the new chair
of the subcommittee, reported this bill
again over 1 year ago, and America's
veterans thank him too. The gen-
tleman from Missouri, Mr. BiLL CLAY,
chairman of the Libraries and Memo-
rial Affairs Subcommittee of the House
Administration Committee, advised me
over 3% years ago that this bill would
be moved concurrently by the House
Administration Committee, and so it
has. I am most grateful to the chair-
man of the full House Administration
Committee, the gentleman from North
Carolina, Mr. CHARLIE ROSE, for his
support and willingness to move these
bills concurrently and to assure that it
complies with the Commemorative
Works Act.

I also want to extend a sincere hand
of gratitude to all of the veterans’ or-
ganizations across our country who
have worked so diligently to help gain
cosponsorship for this bill, now over 240
Members of the House, and who have
waited through the public hearing
process, and through that process of
finetuning the legislation to assure
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that this memorial's construction will
have proper oversight and proper ac-
countability of funds. And so we thank
today the American Legion, the Veter-
ans of Foreign Wars, the Disabled
American Veterans, the Military Order
of the Purple Heart, the Polish Legion
of American Veterans, the Normandy
Foundation, and the Paralyzed Veter-
ans of America.

In taking this important step toward
constructing this memorial, let us re-
member during World War II countries
representing over half the world’s pop-
ulation went to war. More civilians and
military personnel were killed, more
money spent, more property damaged
and more sweeping political changes
resulted than in any other war during
this century. Over 16 million American
men and women served this Nation in
uniform. Over 406,000 Americans sac-
rificed their lives in defense of free-
dom. American GI's fought heroically
on all fronts, in the Pacific, the Atlan-
tic, in Europe, Asia, the Mediterra-
nean, and North Africa. The names and
places are familiar to us all: Pearl Har-
bor, Midway, Coral Sea, Bataan Death
March, Battle of the Bulge, Normandy,
Omaha Beach, and dozens of other bat-
tles.

Please let us move forward in passage
of this memorial to pay tribute to
those who gave their lives to the en-
during values to which our participa-
tion in that struggle is dedicated.

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
1624, as amended, a bill to establish a
World War II memorial.

As 1 of 59 World War II veterans in
this body, I am proud to take part in
the establishment of such a long over-
due memorial. :

This bill would authorize the Amer-
ican Battle Monuments Commission to
establish a memorial to honor mem-
bers of the Armed Forces who served in
World War II. The memorial would also
commemorate the United States par-
ticipation in that conflict.

H.R. 1624 also establishes an advisory
board to promote establishment of the
memorial, encourage donations, and
assist and cooperate with the ABMC in
the selection of the site and design for
the memorial.

The total cost of the memorial would
come from private contributions and
revenues derived from the sale of com-
memorative coins.

This measure is the result of over 4
years of hard work and I would like to
commend its sponsor, MARCY KAPTUR,
for her perseverance and determina-
tion.

My good friend, SONNY MONTGOMERY,
the chairman of the Committee on Vet-
erans' Affairs, should also be com-
mended for his leadership in moving
this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I would also like to rec-
ognize HARLEY STAGGERS, chairman of
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the Subcommittee on Housing and Me-
morial Affairs, and DAN BURTON, the
ranking member of the Subcommittee
on Housing and Memorial Affairs for
their work on H.R. 1624.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2%2 minutes to
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
GILMAN].

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of a long overdue meas-
ure, House Resolution 1624, as amend-
ed, a bill to provide for the establish-
ment of a memorial to honor members
of the Armed Forces who served in
World War II. I wish to thank the spon-
sor, the gentlewoman from Ohio [Ms.
KAPTUR], the distinguished chairman of
the Veterans' Affairs Committee, the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONT-
GOMERY], and the ranking minority
member of the Veterans' Affairs Com-
mittee, the gentleman from Arizona
[Mr. STUMPF], for bringing this measure
before us today.

Mr. Speaker, while our Nation is at
peace after the recent Persian Gulf
war, let us never forget the supreme
sacrifice that was made by those young
people who have served our Nation so
valiantly in the defense of democracy
and freedom. While there are those of
us who have experienced the horrors of
war firsthand, many Americans today
are poorly informed of the tremendous
chaos, tragedy, and atrocities associ-
ated with the dark period in human
history of World War II. How many
young Americans, today are aware that
over 400,000 servicemen gave their lives
in the fight against the inhumane op-
pression of totalitarianism? How many
remember the 16 million Americans
who valiantly served in the U.S. Armed
Forces during this period? How many
are aware of the immense destruction,
of the revolutions, and of the vast mi-
grations that worldwide war caused?

Mr. Speaker, this resolution rep-
resents but a small token of the grati-
tude that our Nation feels for those
who died in the defense of freedom.
During this time of remembrance as
the 50th anniversary of World War II, it
is only befitting that we provide a tan-
gible symbol for America's bitter-sweet
victory. Although there are well-war-
ranted memorials commemorating
other conflicts, unfortunately, at this
point, there is no lasting tribute to the
veterans of World War II.

This memorial, to be built by the
American Battle Monuments Commis-
sion, is to be funded by private dona-
tions and through the sale of World
War II commemorative coins.

It is the duty of those of us who lived
through the war to ensure that Amer-
ica remains strong in its defense and
unfailing in its support of democracy.
Let this memorial provide us with a so-
bering reminder of the tragic cost of
bloodshed and the destructive power of
hate. But let it also proclaim the brav-
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ery and valiant heroism of the ones we
remember and let it symbolize the
gratitude we feel for those were willing
to put their lives on the line to make
certain that their families and children
would live in a world free of tyranny
and full of freedom. In this way let us
thank not only the martyrs but also
those who survived to enjoy the many
privileges and fruits of freedom that we
all possess.
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Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise with some reluc-
tance today, because it was not my in-
tent to appear today. I thought that
the matter would be brought up in the
Committee on House Administration.

I do not oppose, in fact, I very
strongly favor, erecting a monument in
the memory of those who fought in
World War II. I think it is unconscion-
able that we have gone nearly 50 years
without an adequate commemoration
of those who fought, died, bled, and
sacrificed so much so that we could be
here today to enjoy the fruits of free-
dom for which they paid the price.

I am proud to have been a veteran of
that war, as is my good friend, the gen-
tleman from Arizona [Mr. STUMP], and
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
MONTGOMERY].

I am not here in opposition to erect-
ing a monument. I am here strongly in
favor of a commemoration and a com-
memorating monument to those who
gave 80 much in World War II.

My opposition is in how do we pay for
it. I have discussed this with the gen-
tlewoman from Ohio [Ms. KAPTUR], and
I think I have discussed it briefly with
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
MONTGOMERY].

I think that probably the best way is
to not do it with Federal funds but
through private contributions which
can readily be attained, in my opinion,
as an organization that is set up for
this purpose. I have met with them.
They have met with Senator THUR-
MOND. They have met with Gen. P.X.
Kelley, who is chairman of the Amer-
ican Battle Monuments Commission.
There is a difference of opinion about
how the best way would be to fund it.

In my conversation with the gentle-
woman from Ohio [Ms. KAPTUR] at first
I thought she was amenable to the
idea. Then later she said no, that she
held fast to the idea that it should best
be paid for by the sale of commemora-
tive coins.

I do not think that is the way to go.
I think it will take too long. I commu-
nicated to the gentlewoman from Ohio
[Ms. KAPTUR] that I talked to Senator
THURMOND, who had introduced and
passed the bill in the Senate. I thought
that was the best way to go, and if she
did not want to support that bill, that
I felt obligated to introduce, and did
introduce, a companion bill to that in-
troduced by Senator THURMOND.
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I have introduced a bill for private
funds to build such a memorial. It is
cosponsored, Mr. Speaker, by over 90
Members of the House today.

It was waiting to be heard in the
Committee on House Administration
tomorrow, Tuesday, to be compared
with the bill that is being debated
today. I thought that the matter would
be before the subcommittee that has
jurisdiction over these matters to com-
pare. I thought that the committee it-
self would vote and report out the bill.

I have now learned that there was no
such meeting. The subcommittee met,
and by having the members of the sub-
committee; the four Democrats ap-
proved it, and the two Republicans did
not approve it. It was scheduled for a
full committee meeting. It was pulled
from the full Committee Calendar to-
morrow and comes up here under sus-
pension, so we do not have any chance
to amend it, to discuss it, to offer what
I think is a better plan.

I do not oppose the building of a
monument. I say that it is a better
idea to finance it privately. That is the
only difference between the bill under
discussion and my bill.

So, as I said, I have over 90 cospon-
sors of the bill. I think that it is best
to go under the regular order by going
through the committee before we come
to the floor under suspension where we
cannot amend it.

It is for that reason that I am here
today in opposition to this particular
bill at this particular time.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DICKINSON. I am happy to yield
to the gentlewoman from Ohio.

Ms. KAPTUR. I noticed that the gen-
tleman has stated several times that
he believes that this should be funded
privately. Well, sir, do you not accept
the fact that if someone sells com-
memorative coins that, in fact, those
are private contributions and not pub-
licly appropriated dollars? Does the
gentleman understand that is what is
in the bill, not in this bill, but in the
companion bill in the Committee on
Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs?

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, let me respond if I
may then.

The original bill provided, the bill re-
ported by the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs, authorizes the appropriation of
such funds as are necessary to estab-
lish a World War II—

Ms. KAPTUR. But that is no longer
in the bill. Is that correct, sir?

Mr. DICKINSON. I will continue on
my own time, and I will yield to the
gentlewoman if she asks for it when I
finish my statement.

This is one of the things I objected
to. This is one of the things that was
amended by a telephone conversation, I
am told, but never came before the
committee. But even with that lan-
guage out, the version of the bill that
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is on the floor today employs Federal
funds through the following: First, the
authorization of a Federal commission
to establish the memorial; second, the
minting of commemorative coins, and
this is at the cost of Federal funds; and
third, establishment of a fund in the
Treasury for memorial expenses, man-
aged and invested by the Treasury. All
of these things call for Federal funds. I
do not care how you try to get around
it. Federal funds are involved in this
bill.

So I think it would be the proper way
to proceed, it would be the fair way, it
would be the commonsense way to let
the committee that has jurisdiction
compare the two versions, report out
to the floor whichever version would be
selected by the committee, and have it
subject to an amendment on the floor
to give the entire House an oppor-
tunity to speak to this.

Under the bill as it is presented now
under suspension, you cannot amend it.
It is a take-it-or-leave-it proposition. I
think it is not wise, and it is for this
reason I object to it.

I think we should build the monu-
ment, finance it privately.

Ms. KAPTUR. If the gentleman will
yield further, when the gentleman says
it should be financed privately, does
the gentleman support proper Federal
oversight of the construction and the
accountability of funds, or is he sug-
gesting that coins be minted by some
private group and then sold with no
Federal accountability? What type of
accountability does the gentleman sup-
port?

Mr. DICKINSON. I will be glad to say
that I am not for striking a coin by any
group. I am not for selling of coins. I
think the money can be solicited pri-
vately from veterans, from people in-
terested in veterans, and it can be to-
tally done without Federal dollars, and
this is the way I think would be the
best way to go.

So I think we are premature in the
way it is being brought to the floor.

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

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the gen-
tleman from Arizona [Mr. STUMP] be
allowed to yield me 4 of his 6 minutes,
that he keep 2 of those minutes, and
that I be allowed to yield that time.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. MONTGOMERY].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONT-
GOMERY] now controls a total of 6 min-
utes.

0 1250

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
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Ohio [Mr. APPLEGATE], a member of the
committee.

Mr. APPLEGATE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my chairman for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Speaker, I do not care how it is
going to be financed. I am just happy
with the fact that it will be financed,
because at long last we are going to
recognize the veterans from the big
one, from Pearl Harbor to Guadalcanal
and Bataan to Midway, to Iwo Jima, to
South Africa, to Italy, to Normandy,
the Battle of the Bulge, to uncondi-
tional surrender of Germany, Italy, and
Japan in 1945, brother, it has been a
long time in coming.

To those 16% million veterans who
served, 406,000 of which who died in
service, 130,000 who were prisoners of
war and nearly 80,000 missing in action,
to the millions who were injured and to
the millions who were disabled and to
the 8% million who are still living
amongst us, this memorial is for you,
but also for all Americans to remember
the sacrifices of those who preserved
precious freedoms for all of us.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. MURPHY].

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Alabama for yield-
ing me this time, and join my col-
league, the gentleman from Ohio.

He forgot, though, that the 10th and
11th Battalions of marines helped Mac-
Arthur retake the Philippines.

I served in the Marine Corps with the
11th Battalion 1556-millimeter gun bat-
talion in those years, and as a veteran
of World War II, I commend the Mem-
bers of the House, the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. DICKINSON], the gentle-
woman from Ohio [Ms. KAPTUR], and
the gentleman from Arizona [Mr.
STUMP] for bringing this measure be-
fore the House.

I think it is only fitting that after 50
years that we now commemorate the
veterans of World War II with a monu-
ment in the Nation’s Capital, some-
thing we have been remiss in doing;
however, I have the same hesitancy as
my colleague, the gentleman from Ala-
bama, in saying that by the time we go
the route that the sponsors of this leg-
islation are going by the issuing of a
coin, the selling and advertising of
those coins, appealing to the Battle
Monuments Commission, cooperating
with the Corps of Engineers, that we
will become enmeshed in the Federal
bureaucracy,. We will become enmeshed
in the Federal congressional appropria-
tions process and that we may delay
the construction of that monument be-
yond August or September of 1995,
which will be the final limits of the ac-
tion in World War II.

I would hope that as the sponsors
meet with their Senate colleagues to
work out a bill that will finally fund
this monument that we will look to-
ward expediting it by private funding.
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I believe that if we would use the pri-
vate funding source, properly mon-
itored by the Battle Monuments Com-
mission, properly monitored by a Pres-
idential commission, which is what the
bill of the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. DICKINSON] does for the expendi-
ture of these funds, that the private
sector could raise the funds much more
rapidly than we can by the selling of
individual coins throughout the coun-
try.
Perhaps I might suggest to the spon-
sors and to the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. DICKINSON], who may be
serving in conference with the Senate,
that we merge the two concepts, that
we sell coins, and for those of us who
want to have some small participation
in the financial construction of this
monument, but that we also look out
into the private sector where corpora-
tions, where foundations, may be will-
ing, instead of buying 10,000 coins, they
may be willing to contribute their
funds, expedite the funding of this and
bring the monument within the time
constraints.

I hope that we do not have to look at
you in 1995 and say that you took the
wrong approach by delaying the fund-
ing mechanism.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
West Virginia [Mr. STAGGERS], who re-
ported this bill out of the subcommit-
tee.

Mr. STAGGERS. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
1624, the bill introduced by my friend
from Ohio, my colleague MARCY KAP-
TUR, which would authorize the estab-
lishment of a World War II Memorial in
the District of Columbia. Ms. KAPTUR
has been working diligently to bring
this project to fruition since 1987. In
order not to spend taxpayers' dollars,
she has also been working simulta-
neously on a coin bill, H.R. 1623, to
fund this memorial.

No one Member could have been more
dedicated to this cause and I commend
her for her efforts. My subcommittee
has held numerous hearings on this
matter. The bill is strongly supported
by veterans organizations and the Con-
gress. H.R. 1624 currently has over 240
COSPONSOrs.

In essence, the bill directs the Amer-
ican Battle Monuments Commission—
which oversees American cemeteries
and memorials worldwide—to establish
the World War II Memorial in the Dis-
trict of Columbia or its environs. The
Commission would be responsible for
the planning, designing, and construc-
tion. H.R. 1624 also provides for an ad-
visory board appointed by the Presi-
dent to promote the establishment of
the memorial and to encourage con-
tributions for its construction.

Mr. Speaker, I believe a fitting trib-
ute to the 16 million Americans who
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served their country and the over
400,000 who died in service during World
War II is long overdue and I urge favor-
able consideration of this bill.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of the 6 minutes.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, let me reit-
erate and I hope it is not necessary, I
am not opposed to the building of a me-
morial for those who fought and died
and sacrified in World War II. I am a
strong advocate of it. I believe in it. I
think it is shameful that it has not al-
ready been done.

The question is, How do you finance
it? Do we sell coins? Do we go through
a Federal bureaucracy? Do we have to
raise money and use Federal funds, or
can we do this privately? If so, how can
the moneys be audited and properly ac-
counted for?

Mr. Speaker, many millions of people
have had the opportunity to go down
on The Mall not very far from here and
look at the Vietnam Memorial that is
most impressive. It has made all the
news over the Father's Day weekend
and look at the thousands of names of
those who gave their lives there. It is a
beautiful memorial, a very fitting me-
morial. I think it is probably one of the
most emotion-evoking memorials that
is in existence today.

Mr. Speaker, this monument was
built and put in place and totally fund-
ed with no Federal funds involved.
That is what I would propose to do in
this instance.

The question is, well, What is the ac-
countability?

Well, under the bill of Senator THUR-
MOND and under my companion bill in-
troduced in the House, we provide for
the raising of funds by the National
World War II Memorial Fund, and there
is accountability.

My bill addresses the intent of the
Commemorative Works Act, the CWA,
which says the Congress may authorize
a memorial. Then the National Capital
Memorial Commission, the Commis-
sion on Fine Arts and Interior to ap-
prove the site, design and contruction,
and generally 501(c)(3) organizations
which are subject to IRS regulations
are authorized to establish memorials.

Now, that is the authorization. That
is the accountability. That is what is
in the Federal law today.
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This is the accountability of the
funds that will be used, that will be
raised by the National World War II
Memorial Fund, and, if such an organi-
zation can build and put in place, and
in a relatively short time, with no Fed-
eral funds, the Vietnam Memorial, I
feel like that they can meet the dead-
line, which incidentally the deadline is
September of 1995, which is the 50th an-
niversary. I do not believe that the bill
presently on the floor will meet that
deadline. I am convinced that without
Federal funds we can meet that dead-
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line. I think that every other thing
that would be in control, that would be
in control of the project, whether it be
going through the Battle Monuments
Commission, and they would be part of
it, would insure, just as it did in the
Vietnam Memorial, that what we have
would be adequate, would be proper,
would be fitting in every way, without
costing the taxpayers a cent.

Mr. Speaker, I am standing here
today because I did not get the oppor-
tunity to do this in committee, where
it should have been done, where we
could compare the two and come up
with the best result. I am not opposing
the capital bill per se because I believe
the intent is good, and I support such
an intent. I just do not think selling
coins and going about it in that way
will do it in time, and it is definitely
using Federal funds to bring about
what is sought to be accomplished
here.

So, as I have said before, I have in-
troduced a companion bill to the one
already passed in the Senate by Sen-
ator THURMOND. I have introduced it in
the House; it is the same as already
passed over there, so we do not have to
worry about that hurdle. I had over 90
cosponsors already when I filed the
bill. It does not use Federal funds, it
has all the accountability that is nec-
essary, and, if we can do it for the Viet-
nam veterans, we can do it for World
War II, and, by going this route, we can
accomplish it by the deadline, the 50th
anniversary, which is what we are all
seeking to do. Otherwise I think we
will meet with interminable delays.

Mr. Speaker, I really object to the
procedure here. It should have gone
through committee. No committee met
and decided this, either full committee
or subcommittee, and I serve on the
full committee where I thought I would
have had the opportunity to present it.
The bill was pulled and brought over
here under suspension where it cannot
be amended, and it catches everybody
who has an interest in the bill very
much by surprise. Here it is the first
bill on Monday, noon, when most Mem-
bers are not back, and certainly I was
only apprised about the fact that this
was going to be on suspension after the
last vote Thursday when everybody
had left town.

So, Mr. Speaker, I think in all fair-
ness, and comity and in an orderly
process we should vote it down today,
bring it through the committee sys-
tem, and then let the House work its
will by amendment, if it so desires.

Mr. STUMP. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 1 minute, and then yield the bal-
ance of my time to the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. MONTGOMERY], my
friend and chairman of the Committee
on Veterans' Affairs.

Mr. Speaker, I think we all know
that it is very difficult to strike a per-
fect balance between private funding
and Government or Federal oversight,
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but I think we have attempted to do
that in this bill, and we did so to try to
avoid some of the problems that arose
during the construction of the Vietnam
Memorial and the Korean War Memo-
rial, and I think this bill will take care
of those problems.

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of H.R.
1624.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from Ohio [Ms. KAPTUR], the sponsor of
this bill.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
MONTGOMERY] for yielding this time to
me, and I just want to state, as we
close, that 4 years of action by the var-
ious committees of this House is truly
sufficient, and in fact, I think it is
time we move the bill, or consideration
by the committees will take longer
than the war itself.

I think it is also important to point
out that H.R. 1624 does provide for pri-
vate contributions to be solicited and
accepted by the American Battle
Monuments Commission. That is ex-
tremely important, but where our bill
differs from some of the other propos-
als that are being talked about is our
bill provides for proper Federal over-
sight and accountability of funds so
the people of this country do not run
into the same trouble as they did in
prior years with certain private inter-
est groups, seeing the patriotism of
American people, taking advantage of
them.

So, Mr. Speaker, I want to commend
the chairman of the full committee,
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
MONTGOMERY] for his leadership, the
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. STUMP],
the ranking member, and all of those,
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr.
STAGGERS], the chairman of the sub-
committee, for their full support, and I
thank the veterans of this country.

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I want to again com-
pliment the gentlewoman from Ohio
[Ms. KAPTUR] for the great work she
has done; we are very proud of the
women Members in Congress. I point
out that the gentlewoman from Ohio
[Ms. OAKAR] was the chief sponsor of
the Korean Memorial. That memorial
is going very, very well. The gentle-
woman from South Carolina [Mrs. PAT-
TERSON], the gentlewoman from Indi-
ana [Ms. LoNG], the gentlewoman from
California [Ms. WATERS] serve on the
Committee on Veterans' Affairs and
have been very supportive of veterans
legislation. On the Committee on
Armed Services we are proud that the
gentlewoman from Colorado [Mrs.
SCHROEDER], the gentlewoman from
Maryland [Mrs. BYRON] and the gentle-
woman from Tennessee [Mrs. LLOYD]
are also very supportive of measures
for veterans such as the bill we are
considering today.
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Let me point out once more that the
bill calls for the use of private funds,
and there will be no public funds used
to build this World War IT Memorial. In
section 3 of the bill it says that the
‘‘American Battle Monuments Com-
mission may solicit and accept private
contributions for the memorial.”

This is similar to the procedure we
used in establishing the Korean Memo-
rial. It was successful. Veterans organi-
zations will come forward. They will
give money to the Battle Monuments
Commission to build this memorial.
The money will go directly into the
Treasury of the U.S8. Government, and
the money will be there for the archi-
tecture and for the planning and for
the construction.

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, this memo-
rial is long, long overdue. Over 400,000
Americans lost their lives. There was
only one other war where we lost more
lives, and we did not have an accurate
count, and that was the Civil War dur-
ing which an estimated 620,000 Ameri-
cans lost their lives fighting each
other. Mr. Speaker, 16 million Ameri-
cans were called to active duty in
World War II. This memorial is long
overdue.

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
DICKINSON] is a combat veteran of
World War II, 3 years in the Navy. The
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. STUMP]
served 3 years in the Navy, in the Pa-
cific, one of the young persons that
marched or sailed off to war at 18 years
of age. I am very proud that I have on
today the Combat Infantry Badge that
I earned in World War II.

We need this memorial. The time has
passed us, and I certainly hope that we
will get the full support of the House of
Representatives, and pass this bill
today and pass it on a unanimous vote.
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Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr.
Speaker, I just wanted to say how im-
portant this World War II Memorial is
in an educational sense. We have a
frightening situation approaching us
that President Reagan mentioned when
he was leaving office of forgetting our
history and forgetting the women and
men who actually gave the full meas-
ure of devotion and died for freedom.

The abysmal lack of knowledge about
World War II in our high schools, if not
our universities, is just absolutely ap-
palling. This is not just a watershed
event or a seminal event that history
seems to evolve from. It is the cata-
clysmic event of this entire century.
Maybe since the Battle of Waterloo in
1815 which changed European history,
there has never been an event such as
this.

Today is the 50th anniversary of the
fall of Tobruk, where Rommel and his
African Corps captured 30,000 British
soldiers, the most ever in the history of
the empire—except for Singapore a few
months before on New Year’s Day when
60,000 British soldiers were taken.
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The Africa Corps picked up half a
million gallons of gasoline, 3 million
rations, and were able to drive all the
way to El Alamein. It could have
turned the war.

This is also the 5lst anniversary of
the Stalin-Hitler pact, being broken by
Hitler, attacking Russia under Oper-
ation Barbarosa, which probably cost
the war for Nazi Germany.

These kind of events must be taught
in school, and this memorial is a phys-
ical reminder of the 300,000-plus men
and women who gave their lives and
the 63 million that died in that war, in-
cluding tens of millions of civilians, in
concentration camps and as delib-
erately targeted people around this
world.

So I obviously rise in Bupport of the
World War II Memorial.

So, obviously, | rise today in strong support
of H.R. 1624 to establish a World War Il me-
morial. For 50 years now, we have enjoyed
freedom from the oppression of tyranny, tyr-
anny that threatened to destroy the world half
a century ago. Thanks to our brave World War
Il veterans, we were able to defeat the com-
bined Axis forces of Germany-Japan-italy,
Axis powers that had to be forcibly defeated in
combat with great loss of life. One needs only
to look back at today's date, June 22, to real-
ize how dangerous the Axis threat was 50
years ago and how brave our service men and
women were during the greatest mass killing
of all h

June 22, "1941: 51 years ago, The Nazis
launch operation “Barbarossa,” the invasion of
the Soviet Union, their allies since the Stalin-
Hitler pact signed August 23, 1940. The Ger-
man Army would later surround Leningrad and
fight to the very outskirts of Moscow before
the Russian winter and later Russian T-34
tanks drove Hitler back. The failure of this in-
vasion operation gave the United States and
Great Britain desperately needed time to pre-
pare our forces for combat, combat that-would
cost 11 million Allied and Axis military lives but
ultimately result in victory over Nazi Germany.
The unprecedented horror was the 42 million
men, women, and children murdered in labor,
concentration, and death camps in Japan,
Manchuria, China, and throughout Nazi-occu-
pied Europe.

June 22, 1944: President Roosevelt signs
the GI bill, which provided a range of benefits
to help American servicemen returning from
war adjust to civilian life. The Gl bill, of
course, is similar to the bill guided into law by
my distinguished Mississippi colleague SONNY
MONTGOMERY, the current Montgomery Gi bill.

June 22, 1945: The ferocious fighting on the
tiny but heavily fortified Japanese-occupied is-
land of Okinawa ends as United States forces
achieve victory. This victory, however, is not
without great cost: 12,500 Americans dead
and 35,600 wounded—over 100,000 Japanese
forces killed in action. The stage is set for final
and complete victory over the war lords of
Japan, with the end of World War |l, just a few
short months ahead.

And today, June 22, 1992, | can think of no
better day than today to pass legislation to es-
tablish a memorial to the brave fighting men
and women of World War Il. | urge my col-
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leagues to vote unanimously for this small but
fitting tribute to those who gave so much yet
asked for so little in return. From the heartland
of our country and from sea to shining sea,
our Nation gave the blood of youth so that mil-
lions and millions, including not
yet born, would know the joy and fruits of free-
dom.

Mr. KANJORSKI. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of H.R. 1624, a bill to establish
a memorial honoring Americans who led the
United States to victory in the Second World
War.

Fifty years ago, this Nation accepted its duty
to protect liberty. Tyrants were locking their
grip on the world. For a time it seemed that
nothing could stop the domination of free peo-
ples by ruthless dictators.

But the enemies of freedom did not count
on the bravery of the men and women of the
United States. After Pearl Harbor, our Armed
Forces were deluged with volunteers willing to
risk life itself to defend their families, their
country, and precious human liberty.

Hlstory will forever record the valor of these
great Americans. They fought at Guadalcanal,
Midway, Sicily, Normandy, in the press across
Europe, at the Battle of the Bulge, in Iwo
Jima, Okinawa, and countless other bloody
engagements. Also important to the war effort
were the Americans who built barracks, typed
documents, fed the troops, worked in the
mines and on the ion lines here at
home, and performed all the other tasks nec-
essary to Allied victory.

Americans went overseas knowing there
was danger. Nearly 700,000 were wounded in
action.

Many never returned; 400,000 Americans
died in the service of their cou

The time has come to honor
uted to America’s success.

H.R. 1624 will establish a memorial to honor
members of the Armed Forces who served in
World War I, and it will express the sense of
Congress that we should hold appropriate
50th anniversary commemorations of U.S. par-
ticipation in the Second World War.

| cosponsored H.R. 1624, and | testified in
support of this legislation when hearings were
held last year.

There is at present no monument to the war
effort. We have made sure the bill will not re-
quire Federal spending, only the appreciation
of all Americans willing to contribute to a me-
morial fund. Tomorrow we will consider an-
other bill, H.R. 1623, which will provide for the
sale of a commemotive coin to pay for the
building of this memorial without increasing
the deficit. | am sure my colleagues will sup-
port that effort. In short, there is no reason we
should not pass H.R. 1624.

Mr. Speaker, we are voting today to raise a
memorial honoring the Americans who helped
the allies win World War Il. | urge my col-
leagues to stand behind veterans of that war.

More importantly, | hope we honor veterans
every day we live in freedom. When we vote;
when we criticize our leaders; when we love
our families; and every time we are reminded
that we live in the greatest land on Earth—I|
hope we remember the brave men and
women who protected this country in its hour
of need.

Mr. POSHARD. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of this bill and in support of the veter-
ans of World War Il.

all who contrib-
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The World War |l Veterans eamed a
place in history by fighting the forces which
threatened democracy and freedom around
the world.

Thousands of brave men and women from
my home State of lllinois contributed to that
effort. We are thankful for those who returned
home alive, and eternally grateful for the ulti-
mate sacrifice of those who did not.

It was a defining moment in history, one
which showed the strength and courage of this
Nation, and | believe we owe those families an
epﬂ:priate remembrance.

morials, such as the one proposed for
our World War |l veterans, serve many pur-
poses. They comfort those who lost someone
dear, they are a source of pride for those who
survived, and they provide an important histor-
ical resource for the generations to come.

| am pleased to join my colleagues in this
effort and pledge my continued support to the
veterans of this Nation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
McNuLTY). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. MONTGOMERY] that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 1624, as amended.

The question was taken.

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ob-
ject to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 5, rule I, and the Chair’s
prior announcement, further proceed-
ings on this motion will be postponed.

The point of order is considered with-
drawn.

WIC FARMERS' MARKET
NUTRITION ACT OF 1992

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3711) to authorize grants to be
made to State programs designed to
provide resources to persons who are
nutritionally at risk in the form of
fresh nutritious unprepared foods, and
for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3711

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “WIC Farm-
ers' Market Nutrition Act of 1992,

SEC. 2. PURPOSE.

The purpose of this Act is to authorize
grants to be made to State programs de-
signed to provide resources to women, in-
fants, and children who are nutritionally at
risk in the form of fresh nutritious unpre-
pared foods (such as fruit and vegetables)
from farmers' markets.

The purpose of this Act is to authorize
grants to be made to State programs de-
signed to—

(1) provide resources to women, infants,
and children who are nutritionally at risk in
the form of fresh nutritious unprepared foods
(such as fruits and vegetables), from farmers’
markets; and

(2) expand the awareness and use of farm-
ers’ markets and increase sales at such mar-
kets.
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BEC. 3. WIC FARMERS’ MARKET NUTRITION PRO-
GRAM.

Subsection (m) of section 17 of the Child
Nutrition Act of 1966 (42 U.8.C. 1786(m)) is
amended to read as follows:

“{m)(1) Subject to the availability of funds
appropriated for the purposes of this sub-
section, and as specified in this subsection,
the Secretary shall award grants to States
that submit State plans that are approved
for the establishment or maintenance of pro-
grams designed to provide recipients of as-
sistance under subsection (c), or those who
are on the waiting list to receive the assist-
ance, with coupons that may be exchanged
for fresh, nutritious, unprepared foods at
farmers’ markets, as defined in the State
plans submitted under this subsection.

‘Y2) A grant provided to any State under
this subsection shall be provided to the chief
executive officer of the State, who shall—

‘‘(A) designate the appropriate State agen-
cy or agencies to administer the program in
conjunction with the appropriate nonprofit
organizations; and

‘“(B) ensure coordination of the program
among the appropriate agencies and organi-
zations.

*(3) The Secretary shall not make a grant
to any State under this subsection unless the
State agrees to provide State, local, or pri-
vate funds for the program in an amount
that is equal to not less than 30 percent of
the total cost of the program, which may be
satisfied from State contributions that are
made for similar programs.

‘“(4) Subject to paragraph (6), the Secretary
shall establish a formula for determining the
amount of the grant to be awarded under
this subsection to each State for which a
State plan is approved under paragraph (6),
according to the number of recipients pro-
posed to participate as specified in the State
plan. In determining the amount to be
awarded to new States, the Secretary shall
rank order the State plans according to the
criteria of operation set forth in this sub-
section, and award grants accordingly. The
Secretary shall take into consideration the
minimum amount needed to fund each ap-
proved State plan, and need not award
grants to each State that submits a State

lan.

X ‘‘(5) Each State that receives a grant under
this subsection shall ensure that the pro-
gram for which the grant is received com-
plies with the following requirements:

‘(A) Individuals who are eligible to receive
Federal benefits under the program shall
only be individuals who are receiving assist-
ance under subsection (¢), or who are on the
waliting list to receive the assistance.

‘Y(B) Construction or operation of a farm-
ers’ market may not be carried out using
funds—

**(i) provided under the grant; or

*“(11) required to be provided by the State
under paragraph (3).

‘*(C) The value of the Federal share of the
benefits received by any recipient under the
program may not be—

(1) less than $10 per year; or

‘(i) more than $20 per year.

‘(D) The coupon issuance process under
the program shall be designed to ensure that
coupons are targeted to areas with—

“(1) the highest concentration of eligible
individuals;

‘“‘(ii) the greatest access to farmers’' mar-
kets; and

*4(1if) certain characteristics, in addition to
those described in clauses (i) and (ii), that
are determined to be relevant by the Sec-
retary and that maximize the availability of
benefits to eligible individuals.
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‘“(E) The coupon redemption process under
the program shall be designed to ensure that
the coupons may be—

“(1) redeemed only by producers authorized
by the State to participate in the program;
and

““(11) redeemed only to purchase fresh nu-
tritious unprepared food for human con-
sumption.

‘“(F)(1) Except as provided in clauses (ii)
and (iii), the State may use for administra-
tion of the program in any fiscal year not
more than 15 percent of the total amount of
program funds.

*(i1) During the first fiscal year for which
a State receives assistance under this sub-
section, the Secretary shall permit the State
to use 2 percent of the total program funds
for administration of the program in addi-
tion to the amount the State is permitted to
use under clause (i). During any fiscal year
other than the first fiscal year for which a
State receives assistance under this sub-
section, upon the showing by the State of fi-
nancial need, the Secretary may permit the
State to use not more than 2 percent of the
total program funds for administration of
the program in addition to the amount the
State is permitted to use under clause (i).

“(ii1) The provisions of clauses (1) and (ii)
with respect to the use of program funds for
the administration of the program shall not
apply to any funds that a State may contrib-
ute in excess of the funds used by the State
to meet the requirements of paragraph (3).

‘“(G) The State shall ensure that no State
or local taxes are collected within the State
on purchases of food with coupons distrib-
uted under the program.

“(6)(A) Each State that received assistance
under the demonstration program authorized
by this subsection in a fiscal year ending be-
fore October 1, 1991, shall receive assistance
under this subsection if the State complies
with the requirements established by this
subsection, as determined by the Secretary.

“(B)(i) Subject to the availability of appro-
priations, if a State provides the amount of
matching funds required under paragraph (3),
the State shall receive assistance under this
subsection in an amount that is not less than
the amount of such assistance that the State
received in the most recent fiscal year in
which it received such assistance.

*(ii) If amounts appropriated for any fiscal
year pursuant to the authorization con-
tained in paragraph (10) for grants under this
subsection are not sufficient to pay to each
State for which a State plan is approved
under paragraph (6) the amount that the
Secretary determines each such State is en-
titled to under this subsection, each State’s
grant shall be ratably reduced, except that
(if sufficient funds are available) each State
shall receive at least $50,000 or the amount
that the State received for the prior fiscal
year if that amount is less than $50,000.

“(C) In providing funds to serve additional
recipients in a State that received assistance
under this subsection in the previous fiscal
year, the Secretary shall consider—

“(i) the availability of any such assistance
not spent by the State during the program
year for which the assistance was received;

“(ii) documentation that justifies the need
for an increase in participation; and

‘(iii) demonstrated ability to satisfac-
torily operate the existing program.

‘“(D)i) A State that desires to receive a
grant under this subsection shall submit, for
each fiscal year, a State plan to the Sec-
retary at such time and in such manner as
the Secretary may reasonably require.

“(if) Each State plan submitted under this
paragraph shall contain—
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“(I) the estimated cost of the program and
the estimated number of individuals to be
served by the program;

‘(1) a description of the State plan for
complying with the requirements established
in paragraph (5); and

‘(III) criteria developed by the State with
respect to authorization of producers to par-
ticipate in the i

“(1i1) The criteria developed by the State
as required by clause (1i)(III) shall require
any authorized producer to sell fresh nutri-
tious unprepared foods (such as fruits and
vegetables) to recipients, in exchange for
coupons distributed under the program.

“(E) The Secretary shall establish objec-
tive criteria for the approval and ranking of
State plans submitted under this paragraph.

“(F) In approving and ranking State plans
submitted under this paragraph, the Sec-
retary shall—

*(1) favorably consider a State’s prlor expe-
riences with this or similar

“(i1) favorably consider a State's opere.t.lon
of a similar program with State or local
funds that can present data concerning the
value of the program;

“(ii1) require that if a State receiving a
grant under this section applies the Federal
grant to a similar program operated in the
previous fiscal year with State or local
funds, the State shall not reduce in any fis-
cal year the amount of State and local funds
available to the program in the preceding
fiscal year after receiving funds for the pro-
gram under this subsection;

“(iv) give preference to State plans that
would serve areas in the State that have—

“(I) the highest concentration of eligible
persons;

‘“(II) the greatest access to farmers’ mar-
kets;

‘(III) broad geographical area;

‘Y(IV) the greatest number of recipients in
the broadest geographical area within the
State; and

(V) any other characteristics, as deter-
mined appropriate by the Secretary, that
maximize the availability of benefits to eli-
gible persons; and .

‘*(v) take into consideration the amount of
funds available and the minimum amount
needed by each applicant State to success-
fully operate the program.

*(G)(i1) An amount equal to 45 to 55 percent
of the funds available after satisfying the re-
quirements of subparagraph (B) shall be
made available to Btates participating in the
program that wish to serve additional recipi-
ents, and whose State plan to do so is ap-
proved by the Secretary. If this amount is
greater than that necessary to satisfy the
approved State plans for additional recipi-
ents, the unallocated amount shall be ap-
plied toward satisfying any unmeét need of
States that have not participated in the pro-
gram in the prior fiscal year, and whose
State plans have been approved.

“(ii) An amount equal to 45 to 55 percent of
the funds available after satisfying the re-
quirements of subparagraph (B) shall be
made available to States that have not par-
ticipated in the program in the prior fiscal
year, and whose State plans have been ap-
proved by the Secretary. If this amount is
greater than that necessary to satisfy the
approved State plans for new States, the
unallocated amount shall be applied toward
satisfying any unmet need of States that de-
sire to serve additional recipients, and whose
State plans have been approved.

“(iii) In any fiscal year, any funds that re-
main unallocated after satisfying the re-
quirements of clauses (i) and (ii) shall be re-
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allocated in the following fiscal year accord-
ing to procedures established pursuant to
paragraph (10)(B)(ii).

“(T)(A) The value of the benefit received by
any recipient under any program for which a
grant is received under this subsection may
not affect the eligibility or benefit levels for
assistance under other Federal or State pro-

grams.

*Y(B) Any programs for which a grant is re-
ceived under this subsection shall be supple-
mentary to the food stamp program carried
out under the Food Stamp Act of 1977 (7
U.8.C. 2011 et seq.) and to any other Federal
or State program under which foods are dis-
tributed to needy families in lieu of food

stamps.

‘“8) For each fiscal year, the Secretary
shall collect from each State that receives a
grant under this subsection information re-
lating to—

“(A) the number and type of recipients
served by both Federal and non-Federal ben-
efits.under the program for which the grant
is received;

‘(B) the rate of redemption of coupons dis-
tributed under the program;

“(C) the average amount distributed in
coupons to each recipient; and

‘(D) when practicable, the impact on the
nutritional status of recipients by determin-
ing the change in consumption of fresh fruits
and vegetables by recipients;

‘'(E) the effects of the program on the use
of farmers’ markets and the marketing of ag-
ricaltural products at such markets and
when practicable, the effects of the program
on recipients’ awarness regarding farmers’
markets; and

‘(D) (F) any other information determined
to be necessary by the Secretary.

“(9)(A) The Secretary shall submit to the
Committee on Education and Labor and the
Committee on Agriculture of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Sen-
ate a compilation of the information col-
lected under paragraph (8).

“(B) The compilation required by subpara-
graph (A) shall be submitted on or before
April 1, 1994,

“(10)(A) There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out this subsection $3,000,000
for fiscal year 1992, $6,500,000 for fiscal year
1993, and $8,000,000 for fiscal year 1994,

“Y(B)iXI) Except as provided in subclause
(II), each State shall return to the Secretary
any funds made available to the State that
are unobligated at the end of the fiscal year
for which the funds were originally allo-
cated. The unexpended funds shall be re-
turned to the Secretary by February lst of
the following fiscal year.

‘(II) Notwithstanding any other provision
of this subsection, a total of not more than
5 percent of funds made available to a State
for any fiscal year may be expended by the
State to reimburse expenses incurred for a
program assisted under this subsection dur-
ing the preceding fiscal year or may be re-
talned by the State to reimburse expenses
expected to be incurred for such a program
during the succeeding fiscal year.

“(ii) The Secretary shall establish proce-
dures to reallocate funds that are returned
under clause (i). Funds that remain unex-
pended at the end of any demonstration
project authorized by this subsection (as it
existed on September 30, 1991) shall be reallo-
cated in a similar manner.

“(11) For purposes of this subsection:

“(A) The term ‘coupon’ means a coupon,
voucher, or other negotiable financial instru-
ment by which benefits under this section
are transferred.
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“(B) The term ‘program’ means—

‘(i) the State farmers’ market coupon nu-
trition program authorized by this sub-
section (as it existed on September 30, 1991);
or

*(ii) the farmers’ market nutrition pro-
gram authorized by this subsection.

*(C) The term ‘recipient’ means a person
or household, as determined by the State,
who is chosen by a State to receive benefits
under this subsection, or who is on a waiting
list to receive such benefits.

‘(D) The term ‘'State agency’' has the
meaning provided in subsection (b)(13), ex-
cept that the term also includes the agri-
culture department of each State.".

SEC. 4. EFFECTIVE DATE.

The amendment made by section 3 shall be
effective as of October 1, 1991.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. KILDEE] will be recog-
nized for 20 minutes and the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. GOODLING] will
be recognized for 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. KILDEE].
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Mr, KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3711 establishes as
a permanent part of the Special Sup-
plemental Food Program for Women,
Infants, and Children [WIC], the dem-
onstration program that provides WIC
participants with supplemental cou-
pons for the purchase of fresh fruits
and vegetables at farmers’ markets.

The title of H.R. 3711 is the WIC
Farmers' Market Nutrition Act of 1992.
This bill has been developed in close
coordination with the Republicans and
with the Senate staff to arrive at a bi-
partisan, bicameral agreement.

This legislation, Mr. Speaker, is de-
signed to strengthen and approve the
existing demonstration program under
WIC by removing the 10-State partici-
pation limit, providing a sufficient ad-
ministrative expense allowance, and
establishing criteria for ensuring ex-
pansion of existing programs in States,
while awarding grants to new States,
and by making other clarifying and
technical changes.

This program is designed to work in
conjunction with WIC and its goals of
supplementing the diets of nutrition-
ally at-risk women, infants, and chil-
dren, while permanently improving the
health of those people through nutri-
tion education.

Mr. Speaker, WIC is a highly success-
ful program credited with reducing the
incidence of low birth weight, which is
the leading cause of U.S. infant death.
A May 1992, General Accounting Office
report estimates that 1990 prenatal
WIC benefits cost the Federal Govern-
ment $296 million—but avoided over
$472 million in expected Medicaid ex-
penditures.

H.R. 3711 establishes the WIC Farm-
ers’ Market Nutrition Program as.a
means by which nutritionally at-risk
women and children can gain access to
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fresh produce, thereby enhancing WIC’s
ability to improve their nutritional
status.

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

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COLE-
MAN], the ranking member of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and a ranking
member on this committee also.

Mr. COLEMAN of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I rise is support of H.R. 3711,
a bill that authorizes grants to States
for the WIC Farmers’' Market Nutrition
Program. This is a good program,
through which needy families can pur-
chase fresh fruits and vegetables at
farmers’ markets.

The farmers’ market demonstration
project was authorized in the 1988 Hun-
ger Prevention Act and has been oper-
ating in 10 States. Through the dem-
onstration projects, $3.5 million in cou-
pons for the purchase of fruits and
vegetables has been provided each year
to more than 250,000 women, infants,
and children. Approximately 2,500
farmers participated in more than 250
markets.

H.R. 3711 continues and expands upon
the demonstration projects by estab-
lishing the WIC Farmers' Market Nu-
trition Program. Grants are authorized
to States through fiscal year 1994 to
provide assistance to needy persons in
the form of coupons to purchase fresh,
nutritious foods from farmers’' mar-
kets. States must contribute 30 percent
of the costs of the program, which may
include local and private funds. Par-
ticipants will receive from $10 to $20
per year to purchase fruits and vegeta-
ble at farmers’ markets.

The WIC Farmers’ Market Nutrition
Program will continue to assist in im-
proving human nutrition and the mar-
keting of fresh fruits and vegetables.
The dietary guidelines issued by the
U.S. Department of Agriculture and
the U.S. Department of Health and
Human Service include recommenda-
tions to eat a variety of foods and to
choose a diet with plenty of fruits and
vegetables. H.R. 3711 provides the
means for needy families to take steps
toward achieving the goals of im-
proved, nutritious diets.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H.R. 3711.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. GILMAN].

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I want to commend the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. KIL-
DEE], the subcommittee chairman, and
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
GOODLING], the ranking member of the
Committee on Education and Labor,
and the ranking minority member of
the Committee on Agriculture, the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COLE-
MAN], for bringing the measure to the
floor at this time.
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Mr. Speaker, the WIC Program has
been a highly successful and meritori-
ous program. It has helped to bring im-
portant nutritional benefits to young
mothers throughout the Nation by pro-
viding resources to women, infants,
and children who are nutritionally at
risk just as this measure does in pro-
viding fresh, nutritious, unprepared
foods such as fruits and vegetables
from farmers’ markets throughout the
Nation for mothers in the WIC Pro-
gram. This not only helps our farmers
but, more importantly, helps those pro-
spective mothers and those who are
mothers to improve their basic nutri-
tional intake.

This measure provides an important
supplement to the WIC program, and I
want to commend our colleagues who
have sponsored it and the respective
committees for their work in bringing
this measure to the floor at this time.

Mr. Speaker, I urge full support for
the measure.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. MURPHY].

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman, the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. KILDEE], for his perse-
verance in this program. The Women,
Infants, and Children Program is per-
haps one of the most successful pro-
grams we have had in our Nation in
dealing with impoverished and under-
privileged children. Through the dis-
tribution of milk, medicine, medical
care, and counseling, our WIC Program
has been extremely successful.

Mr. Speaker, I am sure that the ex-
pansion of this program nationwide,
providing America’s underprivileged
and impoverished very young children
with the ability to receive fresh fruits
and vegetables, will be a great stride
forward in combating some of the basic
poverty we have. This wealthy Nation
of ours can certainly afford extending
these fruits and vegetables that are so
plentiful in our Nation to those young
people and their mothers who very
much need them.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the chair-
man and ranking member from my
State, Mr. GOODLING, for this very im-
portant program.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 3711, the WIC Farmers' Market
Nutrition Act of 1992. A unique feature
of this bill is that it simultaneously re-
sponds to two important public policy
concerns. Even as it seeks to signifi-
cantly improve the nutrition of the
mothers and children participating in
the Special Supplemental Food Pro-
gram for Women, Infants, and Children
[WIC], it also serves to preserve and ex-
pand the use of farmers' markets,
which very often are the principal mar-
keting outlet for the fresh fruits and
vegetables grown by small family
farmers.
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Fortunately, my State was among
the 10 initially selected to participate
in the demonstration project which
was authorized to test the basic con-
cepts of this unique policy initiative. I
know that those Members whose States
shared this experience with Pennsylva-
nia have received the same very posi-
tive feedback on the project that I have
from both WIC participants and State
farmers' associations. As the expira-
tion of the project’s authorization at
the end of this fiscal year has ap-
proached, both of these constituencies
in the participating States have urged
not just a continuation of the project
but its expansion into a permanent
program.

On the latter request, the project
States have been joined by 15 addi-
tional States seeking participation in
such an expanded program: Arkansas,
California, Georgia, Illincis, Indiana,
Kentucky, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis-
souri, New Jersey, North Carolina,
Ohio, Oregon, Virginia, and Wyoming.
H.R. 3711, Mr. Speaker, responds to this
interest in and enthusiasm for an ex-
pansion of this program even as it
seeks to strengthen and improve its op-
eration and administration.

I urge my colleagues to give it their
support.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. APPLEGATE].

Mr. APPLEGATE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, the Women, Infants,
and Children Program is, as my friend,
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
GOODLING], just stated, perhaps the
most successful of the programs that
we delve in and use to send money back
to people throughout the TUnited
States, because you need good health,
both physical and mental, and it is de-
pendent upon nutritious foods that are
available. To too many people, it is not
available, or at least it was not.

Mothers cannot care properly for
their children and children cannot
learn if they are not healthy. They
cannot play if they are not healthy. It
is important to America, to the future
of this country, that our young chil-
dren are going to be able to grow and
grow properly.

Mr. Speaker, so I say this is an ex-
tremely important program. I am very
happy to rise in support of it, and I ask
all Members to give their unanimous
support.

Mr. FORD of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in support of H.R. 3711, the WIC Farm-
ers’ Market Nutrition Program. This legislation
provides fresh nutritious fruits and vegetables
to recipients of the Special Supplemental Food
Program for Women, Infants, and Children
[WIC], a program which benefits low-income
pregnant women, nursing mothers, infants,
and preschool children considered to be at
health risk because of poor nutrition.

H.R. 3711 extends the WIC Farmers’ Mar-
ket demonstration project which has been in
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existence since 1988. The program currently
operates in nine States and offers coupons to
WIC recipients for purchases of fresh fruits
and vegetables at farmers’ markets. The cou-
pons supplement the normal food package
items provided to WIC recipients. States par-
ticipating in the project have included Con-
necticut, lowa, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Michigan, New York, Pennsylvania, Texas,
Vermont, and Washington. Michigan dropped
the program in 1991 after it became difficuit
for the State to provide the required State
funds—30 percent of the cost.

This legislation makes possible the continu-
ation of the programs in States where they
currently exist and also provides for an expan-
sion of the program in other States. The pro-
gram is authorized through 1994.

The program authorized in this legislation is
associated with the WIC Program which has
long been lauded as one of the most popular
and cost-effective programs in Congress
today. The WIC Program was created in 1972
for the purpose of linking health and food as-
sistance. Since the inception of the WIC Pro-
gram, study after study has shown the effec-
tiveness of the program in terms of preventive
intervention. Moreover, it has also been shown
that for every $1 invested in the WIC Program,
$3 is saved in later medical costs

The most recent WIC national evaluation
documents even more successes than anyone
ever imagined. For an example, children ages
4 and 5 who began WIC benefits in utero had
significantly better vocabulary scores, and
those whose benefits were first received after
the first birthday had significantly better digit
memory than control children. In 1990, the
U.S. Department of Agriculture conducted a
study of Medicaid and WIC in five States. The
study showed that prenatal participation in
WIC resulted in substantial savings in Medic-
aid costs for newborns and mothers during the
first 60 days after birth. This study found that
each dollar spent on WIC in the States under
review saved Medicaid costs ranging from a
$1.77 to $3.13 for newborns and mothers, and
from $2.84 to $3.90 for newborns alone.

Moreover, many highly respected national
organizations have called for full funding of the
WIC Program. The Congressional Budget Of-
fice [CBO) estimated that a total of 8.5 million
persons would be eligible for WIC in 1991,
and further estimated that only approximately
55 percent of all those eligible could be served
by the WIC Program at the fiscal year 1991
appropriations level.

In view of the many valuable benefits and
successes demonstrated as a result of the
benefits of the WIC Program and the sound
investment of Federal funds that saves billions
of dollars in health expenditures by preventive
intervention, | urge my colleagues to support

this measure.
Mr. DE LA GARZA. Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to support passage of H.R. 3711, the

WIC Farmers’ Market Nutrition Act of 1992, a
bill that was reported by both the Agriculture
and the Education and Labor Committees.
H.R. 3711 authorizes the WIC Farmers’
Market Nutrition Program to provide vouchers
to women, infants, and children who are nutri-
tionally at risk to be exchanged at farmers’
markets for fresh, unprepared foods such as
fruits and vegetables and to enhance the
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awareness and use of farmers’ markets. This
program is intended to continue and expand
State programs established under the farmers’
market coupons demonstration project author-
ized in the Hunger Prevention Act of 1988.

As the Committee on Agriculture learned
from the testimony of witnesses at a public
hearing held by the Subcommittee on Domes-
tic Marketing, Consumer Relations, and Nutri-
tion, the demonstration project has served two
very significant purposes in improving both
human nutrition and the marketing of fresh
fruits and vegetables.

For participating women, infants, and chil-
dren, the pilot project has provided a new
source of agricultural commodities for an im-
proved diet with an emphasis on fresh fruits
and vegetables. In terms of better nutrition,
consumption of fruits and vegetables is higher
among WIC women who receive farmers' mar-
ket coupons and this trend continues even
after participation ceases.

For farmers, the project has meant new op-
portunities for marketing their products. The
project has helped expand sales at farmers’
markets, in some cases dramatically. In addi-
tion, the project has fostered the opening of
new farmers’ markets. A recent Department of
Agriculture study found that 90 percent of par-
ticipating farmers favor continuation of the

The purposes of this demonstration project
have been well met, and a WIC farmers' mar-
ket nutrition program should be authorized and
established.

Mr. LEWIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | rise in

support of H.R. 3711, a bill that authorizes
grants fo States so that benefits, in the form
of fresh fruits and vegetables, may be pro-
vided to needy families through farmers’ mar-
kets.
Last month the Domestic Marketing,
Consumer Relations, and Nutrition Sub-
committee held a hearing on the WIC Farm-
ers’ Market Program. The subcommittee re-
ceived testimony from Representatives from
Connecticut, lowa, and Massachuseits about
the success of the WIC Farmers’ Market Pro-
gram in those States. According to a report is-
sued by USDA in April 1991 all projects were
operating successfully and meeting Federal
grant requirements; participants consumed
more fruits and vegetables; and farmers, al-
though the projects had a small impact on
their income, were generally supportive of
these projects.
H.R. 3711 builds on several demonstration
projects that were authorized in the 1988 Hun-
ger Prevention Act. Through this bill, States
can receive grants to administer farmers’ mar-
ket nutrition programs and must provide 30
percent of the cost of the program from State,
local, or private funds. Participants will receive
from $10 to $20 per year to purchase fresh
fruits and vegetables at farmers’ markets.

The bill authorizes $3 million for 1892, the
amount currently appropriated, and increases
the authorization up to $8 million for 1994.

This bill represents a partnership between
the Federal Government and States to provide
nutritious food to needy families. | note that
USDA has been encouraging States to inform
food stamp participants that they may pur-
chase food at farmers’ markets. Almost 7,000
produce stands and routes are authorized to
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redeem food stamps and as of January 1992
over $13 milion in food stamps has been
used at these facilities.

| urge my colleagues to support the WIC
Farmers’ Market Nutrition Act of 1992.

Mrs. MINK. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of H.R. 3711, the Women, Infants and
Children Farmers' Market Nutrition Act of 1992
which was passed by the House yesterday.
This bill builds upon the successful Women,
Infants and Children Program [WIC], which
provides valuable nufrition supplements to at-
risk pregnant women and children under the
age of 5.

The WIC Farmers' Market Nutrition Act will
allow WIC participants to purchase fresh fruits
and vegetables at farmers markets in addition
to the packaged goods obtained with WIC
coupons at supermarkets and grocery stores.

Currently operating as demonstration pro-
grams in 10 States, the WIC Farmers' Market
Nutrition Program has served over 270,000
nutritionally at-risk women and children nation-
wide while providing additional income to
small fruit and vegetable growers.

H.R. 3711 will help exgpand this successful
program into all States who wish to provide
this beneficial service to needy women and
help support local farmers.

In Hawaii, farmers markets are popular
shopping areas, especially for those women
living in rural areas that do not have access or
transportation to supermarkets and grocery
stores. For many women, shopping at a farm-
ers market also means a larger variety of eth-
nic fruits and vegetables that may not be
available in the large supermarket chains.

Mr. Speaker, needy women and small farm-

ers will benefit from the expansion of this pro-
gram. And | am confident that many States
will gladly participate and contribute a match-
ing share to the Federal dollars allocated for
this program.
The benefits of the WIC Program and its
emphasis on early childhood nutrition are well
documented. By providing nutritional supple-
ments to at-risk children and mothers, WIC
has helped to improve the cognitive and phys-
ical development of children, reduce the inci-
dents of anemia and low birthweight, and re-
duce infant mortality rates.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3711 will continue the
trend toward taking proper care of our children
and | urge all of my colleagues to vote in sup-
port of this legislation.
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Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MCNULTY). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. KILDEE] that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 3711, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
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may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on the
bill just passed.

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

There was no objection.

AUTHORIZING TRANSFER OF CER-
TAIN NAVAL  VESSELS TO
GREECE AND TAIWAN

Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5412) to authorize the transfer of
certain naval vessels to Greece and
Taiwan, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 5412

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. AUTHORITY TO LEASE CERTAIN VES-
SELS TO GREECE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the
Navy is authorized to lease the “KNOX"
class frigates VREELAND (FF-1068),
TRIPPE (FF-1075), and CONNOLE (FF-1056)
to the Government of Greece. A lease under
this section may be renewed.

(b) APPLICABLE LAW.—Any such lease shall
be in accordance with chapter 6 of the Arms
Export Control Act (22 U.8.C. 2796 and fol-
lowing), except that section 62 of that Act (22
U.S.C. 279%a; relating to reports to the Con-
g'mse) shall apply only to renewals of the
ease.

(c) CONSIDERATION FOR LEASE.—Notwith-
standing section 321 of the Act of June 30,
1932 (40 U.8.C. 303b), the lease of a ship pursu-
ant to this section may provide, as part of
the consideration for the lease, for the main-
tenance, protection, repair, or restoration of
the ship by the Government of Greece.

(d) CosTs OF TRANSFERS.—Any expense of
the United States in connection with a lease
authorized by this section, including any li-
abilities of the United States based on its
ownership of a vessel arising during the pe-
riod of the lease, shall be charged to the Gov-
ernment of Greece.

(e) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—The author-
ity granted by this section to lease a ship de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall expire at the
end of the 2-year period beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act unless the
lease is entered into during that period.

SEC. 2. AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER EXCESS VES-
SEL TO GREECE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the
Navy is authorized to transfer the excess
“CHARLES F, ADAMS" class guided missile
destroyer BERKELEY (DDG-15) to the Gov-
ernment of Greece.

(b) APPLICABLE LAW.—Such transfer shall
be in accordance with section 516 of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.8.C. 2321j;
relating to transfers to excess defense arti-
cles), except that subsection (¢) of that sec-
tion (relating to notifications to the Con-
gress) and any similar provision shall not
apply.

I?:‘.JYCOSTB OF TRANSFERS.—Any expense of
the United States in connection with the
transfer authorized by this section shall be
charged to the Government of Greece.

(d) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au-
thority granted by this section shall expire
at the end of the 2-year period beginning on
the date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 3. AUTHORITY TO LEASE CERTAIN VESSELS
TO TAIWAN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The BSecretary of the

Navy is authorized to lease the “KNOX"
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class frigates BREWTON (FF-1086), ROBERT
E. PEARY (FF-1073), and KIRK (FF-1087) to
the Coordination Council for North Amer-
ican Affairs (which is the Taiwan instrumen-
tality designated pursuant to section 1(a) of
the Taiwan Relations Act). A lease under
this section may be renewed.

(b) APPLICABLE LAW.—Any such lease shall
be in accordance with chapter 6 of the Arms
Export Control Act (22 U.8.C. 2796 and fol-
lowing), except that section 62 of that Act (22
U.8.C. 279%a,; relating to reports to the Con-
gress) shall apply only to remewals of the
lease.

(c) CONSIDERATION FOR LEASE.—Notwith-
standing section 321 of the Act of June 30,
1932 (40 U.8.C. 303b), the lease of a ship pursu-
ant to this section may provide, as part of
the consideration for the lease, for the main-
tenance, protection, repair, or restoration of
the ship by the Coordination Council for
North American Affairs.

(d) CosTs OF TRANSFERS.—Any expense of
the United States in connection with a lease
authorized by this section, including any li-
abilities of the United States based on its
ownership of a vessel arising during the pe-
riod of the lease, shall be charged to the Co-
%dinat.ion Council for North American Af-

rs.

(e) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORITY.—The author-
ity granted by this section to lease a ship de-
scribed in subsection (a) shall expire at the
end of the 2-year period beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act unless the
lease is entered into during that period.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. FAsSCELL] will be recog-
nized for 20 minutes and the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. BROOMFIELD] will
be recognized for 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. FASCELL].

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
5412, as amended, authorizing the
transfer of certain navel vessels to
Greece and to Taiwan. This legislation
was requested by the executive branch
and enjoys broad bipartisan support.

I would like to clarify some jurisdic-
tional issues involved with this legisla-
tion. The underlying statute of title 10
of the United States Code falls within
the jurisdiction of the Committee on
Armed Services. In that regard, I would
acknowledge that we have worked
closely with the Armed Services Com-
mittee to expedite this legislation be-
cause of its time-sensitive nature. In
fact, the distinguished chairman of the
Subcommittee on Seapower, my good
friend from Florida, Mr. BENNETT, fully
supports the substance of this H.R.
5412, as amended. I am sure that the
Committee on Foreign Affairs and the
Committee on Armed Services will
continue to work closely on transfers
of this nature.

Mr. Speaker, separate legislation au-
thorizing the transfer of ships is re-
quired under title 10 of the United
States Code if the ships are in excess of
3,000 tons. The ships covered by this
legislation fall into that category. In
addition, the ships in question are
scheduled to be decommissioned on
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June 30 after 22 years of service. These
ships will be transferred to the Govern-
ments of Greece and Taiwan pursuant
to the leasing authority contained in
the Arms Export Control Act.

While two of these ships are not es-
sential to the defense of the United
States and not needed for public use
during the period of the lease, those
ships are fit for further service. There-
fore, during the period of the lease
those ships will be retained on the
Naval Vessel Register while under the
operational control of the Hellenic
Navy and the Coordination Council for
North American Affairs. Should those
ships be needed in a future national
emergency they can be recalled at any
time.

One ship will be transferred to the
Government of Greece under the south-
ern region amendment relating to
transfer of excess defense articles. The
guided missile destroyer Berkeley was
found unfit for further service to the
United States and will be stricken from
the Naval Vessel Register and declared
excess. All costs associated with the
transfer of the Berkeley will be covered
by the Government of Greece. The acti-
vation costs and a training package are
estimated to cost approximately $16
million. At this time, I would like to
insert into the RECORD a list of ship
transfers under section 516 to the Gov-
ernment of Greece and the Government

of Turkey.

SHIPS TRANSFERRED UNDER SECTION 516, FAA
(SRA)
GREECE

Following ships were leased to the Govern-
ment of Greece, declared excess, and subse-
quently transferred under SRA:

Ship SRA transfer date: 18 April 88.

MSL 33—minesweep.

MSL 35.

MSL 39.

MSL 40.

TUREEY

Following ships were leased to the Govern-
ment of Turkey, declared excess, and subse-
quently transferred under SRA:

Ship SRA transfer date: 17 August 87.

DD 886—destroyer.

DD 827.

DD 825.

DD 842.

DD 822.

SS8AG 56T7—aux. submarine.

88 563—submarine.

LST 1167—landing ship tank.

LST 1170.

AD 17—repair ship.

ARS 25—salvage ship.

ARD 12—drydock.

APL 47—living barge.

APL 53.

PG 97—patrol gunboat.

PG 95.

PORTUGAL

The AGS 25 had been transferred to the
Government of Portugal under an old grant
aid loan arrangement. The ship was declared
excess and transferred under SRA on 2 No-
vember 88.

GREECE

The PG 99 and PG 101 were transferred to

the Government of Greece under SRA from
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the Inactive Ship Facility, Yorktown, Va. in
1989. These ships did not meet the criteria
for special enabling legislation and were no-
tified under the SRA requirements.

On the budgetary side, I would note
for my colleagues that the lease of
these ships will result in no cost to the
United States. In fact the United
States will receive $10.9 million under
the terms of the lease for Greece and
for Taiwan the total rental will be $14.5
million. All repairs and maintenance
work on these ships will be done at dry
docks in the United States. In addition,
all training will be conducted by the
U.S. Navy in the United States.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this legislation.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to be a co-
sponsor with Chairman FASCELL of
H.R. 5412, which authorizes the transfer
of four naval vessels to Greece and
three naval vessels to Taiwan.

The administration has assured me
that these six Knoz-class frigates,
Vreeland, Trippe, Connole, Brewton,
Kirk, and Robert E. Peary, and one
Charles F. Adams-class guided-missile
destroyer Berkeley are no longer needed
in the U.S. active inventory.

Further, the U.S. Navy strongly sup-
ports the transfer of these vessels to
advance the valuable, cooperative rela-
tionship that we have developed with
both the Hellenic Navy and the Taiwan
Navy.

Over the period of the initial 5-year
leases, the United States Government
will receive in rent $10.9 million from
Greece and $14.5 million from Taiwan.
In addition, all costs associated with
the leases, including maintenance, re-
pairs and training are to be borne by
the Governments of Greece and Tai-
wan, respectively.

The U.S. Navy estimates that by pro-
ceeding with these leases, the United
States will accrue nearly $80 million in
training, supplies, support and repair
costs over the period of the leases.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. GILMAN], a member of
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
support this legislation, authorizing
the transfer of four ships to Greece and
three ships to Taiwan.

As our distinguished chairman, the
gentleman from Florida [Mr. FASCELL]
and the ranking Republican of our For-
eign Affairs Committee, the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. BROOMFIELD] indi-
cated, these seven vessels are no longer
needed in the U.S. active inventory.

As Mr. BROOMFIELD indicated, this
transfer is strongly supported by the
Department of the Navy, and will cer-
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tainly serve to enhance the already
strong military cooperation we have
with the Greek and Taiwanese Navies.

Moreover, I have been informed that
the U.S. Treasury will receive over $25
million from this transaction. In addi-
tion, each and every single cost associ-
ated with the lease will be borne by the
Governments of Greece and Taiwan.

Mr. Speaker, this lease represents
nothing short of an excellent arrange-
ment for the United States. Accord-
ingly, I strongly urge the unanimous
adoption of this measure.

Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. SOLARZ], chairman of the
Subcommittee on Asian and Pacific Af-
fairs.

Mr. SOLARZ. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. FAS-
CELL], my very good friend and the ex-
traordinarily distinguished chairman
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
for yielding time to me.

Over the years I have had differences
of opinion from time to time with my
friends on the other side of the aisle,
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
BROOMFIELD] and the gentleman from
New York [Mr. GILMAN] concerning
American foreign policy in the eastern
Mediterranean. But we stand shoulder
to shoulder in support of this impor-
tant legislation, not only because we
all believe that Greece can benefit
from this transfer of American naval
vessels but also, and most importantly,
because we both believe that Greece is
a valued ally of the United States and
a country whose security is very much
in the American national interest.

Indeed, Greece is the country which
gave birth to the very concept of de-
mocracy upon which our own great Re-
public was founded over two centuries
ago. And over the course of time, in
many differing circumstances, we have
been able to rely on the friendship and
support of Greece, which is one of the
most important members of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization.

Particularly at a moment when there
is considerable trouble and tension in
the Balkans and in the eastern Medi-
terranean, I believe that the transfer of
these vessels to Greece will serve a
very significant, symbolic purpose by
making it clear to all other countries
in the region that Greece continues to
enjoy the friendship and the support of
the United States.

In addition, I think it is worth not-
ing, Mr. Speaker, that we now have a
government in Greece which is clearly
very friendly to the United States. We
have a significant interest in strength-
ening the Mitsotakis administration,
and it is my hope that the expeditious
enactment of this legislation will be
seen by the people of Greece as a time-
ly reaffirmation of the eternal friend-
ship, not only between our two peoples
but between our two countries.
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As a consequence, I strongly support
this legislation, as I have other legisla-
tion, which makes it clear that the
United States considers Greece to be a
good friend, a strong ally, and a politi-
cal and strategic partner in a very im-
portant part of the world.

I would also like to take this oppor-
tunity to state my strong belief that in
addition to providing these vessels, the
United States should redouble its ef-
forts to facilitate a resolution of the
problems on Cyprus, a peaceful, nego-
tiated resolution of that longstanding
conflict would be in the interests not
only of the United States but of all the
parties to the conflict.

Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New York for his
most cogent and articulate presen-
tation on a very important issue of for-
eign policy, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. BENNETT. | rise in support of the bill
H.R. 5412, permitting the lease and transfer of
seven U.S. naval ships to Greece and Tiawan,
including six Knox class frigates and a guided
missile destroyer. | am pleased to work with
my colleague, Mr. FASCELL, to act promptly on
this bill in order to allow the transfer of the
vessels to inati fashion.

This Iegim necessatymy because, under
section 7307 of title 10, United States Code,
the sale, lease, or transfer of a naval vessel
that displaces more than 3,000 tons or is less
than 20 years old, can only be accomplished
by legislation. Each of the vessels that are
proposed for lease or transfer displace more
than 3,000 tons or are less that 20 years old.

Section 7307 was enacted to ensure that
the transfer of large and/or modern naval ves-
sels from the U.S. Navy could only be done
after consideration of all relevant matters by
the Congress before such a transfer is made.
In the present case, the six frigates are still fit
for service, are not excess to Navy require-
ments, and may be needed in a future na-
tional emergency. The proposed transfer will
provide that the ships may be reclaimed by
the United States if necessary. The recipients
would be required to maintain the vessels at
no cost to the United States.

Under the present plans of the Navy the
ships to be transferred would not be main-
tained in the active fleet because of reductions
in the fleet and budget limitations. By transfer
of the ships to Greece and Taiwan, the ships
will be maintained and see active service in
those navies, rather than being moth-balled
and an expense to maintain to the U.S. Navy.

Ship transfers have historically provided a
basis for fostering alliances with friendly na-
tions, and the present transfer offers the op-
portunity to continue that tradition. | strongly
support the legislation and urge its adoption.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
McNuULTY). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. FASCELL] that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 5412, as amended.
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The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks on the
legislation just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MCNULTY). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

AUTHORIZING APPOINTMENT OF
GEN. THOMAS C. RICHARDS TO
THE OFFICE OF FAA ADMINIS-
TRATOR

Mr. ROE. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and pass the Senate bill
(S. 2703) to authorize the President to
appoint Gen. Thomas C. Richards to
the office of Administrator of the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration.

The Clerk read as follows:

S. 2703

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That notwithstanding the
provisions of section 106 of title 49, United
States Code, or any other provision of law,
the President, acting by and with the advice
and consent of the Senate, is authorized to
appoint General Thomas C. Richards, United
States Air Force, Retired, to the Office of
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration. General Richards’ appointment
to, acceptance of, and service in that Office
shall in no way affect the status, rank, and
grade which he shall hold as an officer on the
retired list of the United States Air Force, or
any emolument, perquisite, right, privilege,
or benefit incident to or arising out of any
such status, office, rank, or grade, except to
the extent that subchapter IV of chapter 55
of title 5, United States Code, affects the
amount of retired pay to which he is entitled
by law during his service as Administrator.
So long as he serves as Administrator, Gen-
eral Richards shall receive the compensation
of that Office at the rate which would be ap-
plicable if he were not an officer on the re-
tired list of the United States Air Force,
shall retain the status, rank, and grade
which he now holds as an officer on the re-
tired list of the United States Air Force,
shall retain all emoluments, perquisites,
rights, privileges, and benefits incident to or
arising out of such status, office, rank, or
grade, and shall in addition continue to re-
ceive the retired pay to which he is entitled
by law, subject to the provisions of sub-
chapter IV of chapter 55 of title 5, United
States Code.

SEC. 2. In the performance of his duties as
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, General Richards shall be sub-
ject to no supervision, control, restriction,
or prohibition (military or otherwise) other
than would be operative with respect to him
if he were not an officer on the retired list of
the United States Air Force.

Sec. 3. Nothing in this Act shall be con-
strued as approval by the Congress of any fu-
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ture appointments of military persons to the
Office of Administrator of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. ROE] will be recog-
nized for 20 minutes and the gentleman
from Arkansas [Mr. HAMMERSCHMIDT]
will be recognized for 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr. ROE].

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

Mr. Speaker, the legislation now be-
fore us would allow Maj. Gen. Thomas
C. Richards to serve as Administrator
of the Federal Aviation Administration
while remaining on the retired list of
the U.S. Air Force.

The legislation is necessary because
of a provision in the 1958 law establish-
ing the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion which requires that the FAA ad-
ministrator be a civilian and not on
the active or retired list of the armed
services. This law is important in the
interests of establishing civilian pri-
macy over the regulation of the Na-
tion's airspace.

While it is important to retain gen-
erally this provision regarding the Of-
fice of FAA Administrator, I believe
the requirement should be waived in
this instance so that General Richards
can be appointed and not lose any of
the military retirement benefits he has
earned. Without this bill, he would
have to resign his commission and be
removed from the retirement list of the
Army in order to be appointed adminis-
trator which would harm his pension
benefits.

The Aviation Subcommittee held
hearings on this legislation on June 2
and received testimony from General
Richards. General Richards is very
much aware of the need for civilian
control of the airspace, and I do not ex-
pect undue military influence to creep
into his management of the airspace
just because he is a retired officer.

The Congress has passed similar leg-
islation on a number of previous occa-
sions. It is important that we do so
again today so that General Richards
can take office and this important
agency can regain leadership it has
been without since last December.

Also, I would note that the Senate
bill we are considering is virtually
identical to a bill, H.R. 5292, which I in-
troduced 3 weeks ago along with JAMES
L. OBERSTAR, our Aviation Subcommit-
tee chairman, JOHN PAUL HAMMER-
SCHMIDT, our full committee ranking
Republican member, and BILL CLINGER,
our subcommittee ranking Republican
member.

Finally, last week our investigations
and Oversight Subcommittee Chairman
ROBERT BORSKI and I met with General
Richards to discuss a matter which has
been under the review of the commit-
tee—namely, the safe operations of
some foreign air carriers in U.S. air-
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space. It was reassuring to hear of Gen-
eral Richards’ commitment to make
this issue a top priority during his
leadership of the FAA.

In that meeting, General Richards
also addressed the recently strained re-
lationship between some offices at the
FAA and the General Accounting Of-
fice. He pledged to rectify this problem
upon his being sworn in as Adminis-
trator. It was evident that General
Richards realizes the important con-
tribution the GAO can make toward
aviation safety and I am confident that
this situation will be satisfactorily re-
solved.

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of the
bill.

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

Mr. HAMMERSCHMIDT. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to join the
distinguished chairman of the Commit-
tee on Public Works and Transpor-
tation, the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Aviation, the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. OBERSTAR], the
ranking member of the subcommittee,
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
CLINGER], and all the members of the
Committee on Public Works and Trans-
portation in support of this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, this bill would permit
Gen. Thomas Richards to serve as FAA
Administrator.

I had the pleasure of serving with
General Richards on the Aviation Se-
curity Commission. During the Com-
mission’s deliberations, General Rich-
ards was always very thoughtful, sen-
sitive, and reasonable. No doubt he will
bring the same traits to his new posi-
tion as Administrator of the Federal
Aviation Administration.

We look forward to having General
Richards at the FAA to fill a slot
which has been vacant far too long. At
the same time, we do appreciate the ex-
cellent job of Acting Administrator
Barry Harris has done during the in-
terim.

No doubt General Richards is leaving
an interesting life in Texas. We appre-
ciate his willingness to make this sac-
rifice in order to serve in Washington.

Technically, the purpose of this legis-
lation is to permit General Richards'
appointment to the FAA, notwith-
standing his retired military status. If
legislation is not enacted, the general
would be required to resign his com-
mission and lose his pension benefits.
Obviously, there is no reason why he
should have to pay such a high price in
order to serve as FAA Administrator.

Therefore, 1 support this legislation
and look forward to working with Gen-
eral Richards in his new capacity at
the FAA. May his tenure there be a
long one.

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

Mr. ROE. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the distin-
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guished gentleman from California, Mr.
NORMAN MINETA, chairman of the Sub-
committee on Surface Transportation
of the Committee on Public Works and
Transportation.

Mr. MINETA. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the chairman of our full Commit-
tee on Public Works and Transpor-
tation yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S.
2708, legislation which authorizes the
President to appoint Gen. Thomas C.
Richards to the Office of Federal Avia-
tion Administrator.

The Subcommittee on Aviation held
a hearing on this nomination which
provided us with the opportunity to
learn more about General Richards and
his plans and priorities as Adminis-
trator of the FAA.

Mr. Speaker, it is crucial that we
have a strong leader at the FAA. This
is especially important at this time
when Americans from coast to coast
and the entire Congress are finally fo-
cused on the future of our Nation’s
transportation infrastructure.

The next FAA Administrator will be
implementing policy that will affect is-
sues which promise to be some of the
most important transportation issues
of the decade.

Mr. Speaker, General Richards has
outstanding credentials. Both the
Aviation Subcommittee Chairman JIM
OBERSTAR and Congressman JOHN PAUL
HAMMERSCHMIDT worked with General
Richards as members of the President's
Commission on Aviation Security and
Terrorism; a monumental challenge for
which all three should be highly com-
mended.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the approval of S.
2703. I look forward to working with
General Richards as we continue to de-
velop and improve the national avia-
tion system that the United States
needs and deserves; a system which can
bring us safely and smoothly into the
21st century.

Mr. ROE. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. OBER-
STAR], chairman of the Subcommittee
on Aviation of the Committee on Pub-
lic Works and Transportation.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding to
me.

Mr. Speaker, it gives me great pleas-
ure to see the legislation concerning
General Richards reach the House
floor, and soon to be passed by this
body, as it was just last week by the
other body.

Mr. Speaker, General Richards is a
person who comes with great qualifica-
tions to serve as head of the Nation's
Federal Aviation Administration. The
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. HAM-
MERSCHMIDT], ranking member of the
full committee, and I came to know
General Richards during about a 10-
month period when we served with him
as members of the Presidential Com-
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mission on Aviation Security and Ter-
rorism, the so-called Pan Am 103/Com-
mission, inquiring into the terrible
tragedy at Lockerbie.

During that period of time we saw
General Richards as a man of great
compassion, great understanding of
aviation, a person of great insight into
the problems of security who under-
stood the magnitude of that tragedy,
its impact on people, and the con-
sequences for not only ours but the
world's aviation system.

In that period of time we watched
General Richards analyze facts, re-
spond thoughtfully, patiently, with
searching questions to the issues that
were brought before us, and bring to
bear his considered judgment, not hast-
ily but measured, in a measured fash-
ion.
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S0, in conclusion on that point, I
would just say his contribution to the
final product of the Commission, our
report and its 64 recommendations, was
a very considerable and very thorough
one. So when he was nominated for the
position of FAA administrator it gave
me great confidence, as I am sure it did
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr.
HAMMERSCHMIDT] that we would have
at the helm of the FAA a person who
would understand security and make
sure that the law we enacted, based
upon the Commission’s recommenda-
tions, would be fully and thoroughly
carried out, and that no gap would be
left standing.

General Richards came before our
subcommittee for the hearings on this
legislation and I asked him, ‘“What is
the central role or mission, in your
judgment, of the FAA?" Without hesi-
tation, his response was to maintain
safety at its highest level. I asked
about the progress that had been made
in recent years in bringing us a na-
tional focus and moving away from the
extraordinary decentralization and
harmful decentralization of the FAA.
He made it very clear that he wanted
to maintain the central focus of the
agency, that he wanted to be informed,
that he wanted to be sure that there
would be uniformity in all of the re-
gions of the FAA, and that he would
take full responsibility. .

When I asked him what are your top
priorities for safety in the FAA, I know
what mine are but I wanted to know
what his were, he said first maintain-
ing the highest level of technical com-
petence in the air traffic control sys-
tem and among our air traffic control-
lers, keeping the health of the indus-
try, and within the FAA on the inspec-
tor system in the matter of aging air-
craft, paying especial attention to the
rising issue of commuter airlines, and
to keep an ever higher level of vigi-
lance over maintenance throughout the
aviation network among our air car-
riers, commuter, regional and general
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aviation system. I think that speaks to
the kind of Administrator we need in
the FAA whose focus is on safety,
whose eye is on the central objective of
this agency to maintain safety at its
highest possible level, and who with
the firmness of purpose and with the
solidness of character will keep this
agency on ftrack toward its central
mission of maintaining safety, and
then keeping the rest of the respon-
sibilities of the FAA Administrator
high on his list. That is maintaining
our progress and expanding airport ca-
pacity and improving the technology of
aviation through the $25 billion mass
plan modernization program that will
carry us through the balance of this
century.

In short, I rise with great confidence
in General Richards as a person who
will carry out the responsibilities of
the Office of Administrator in the high-
est and the best traditions and with
real firmness of purpose and sincerity

of objectives.

Mr. HAMMERSCHMIDT. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentleman from California
[Mr. PACKARD], a member of the com-
mittee.

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, I wish
to extend my thanks for the leadership
of the committee that has followed
through with this appointment, and I
want to render my full support and
great confidence in General Richards’
appointment as the Administrator of
FAA,

Never before have I felt a great need
for leadership in our aviation industry,
and certainly with his experience and
with his leadership capabilities and his
interest in this field I think it is a very
crucial and a very timely appointment,
and I look forward to the opportunity
of working with him as we in the Con-
gress work through some very signifi-
cant airport and aviation issues for the
coming several years. And I want to ex-
tend my support for his appointment.

Mr. HAMMERSCHMIDT. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, let me extend my
thanks and compliments to the distin-
guished gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. OBERSTAR], the chairman of the
subcommittee and the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. CLINGER], the rank-
ing member for the hearings they held
on General Richards, and without
going into it any further, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. OBERSTAR]
has already expressed our fine working
relationship previously on the Commis-
sion with General Richards, and I know
that we are all looking forward to
working with him.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. ROE. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. OBER-
STAR].
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Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding for a
brief observation which I intended but
neglected to make earlier.

As I look at my committee folder on
FAA Administrator, it says ‘“Busey,
Curry, Richards.” This is the fifth ad-
ministrator of the FAA in the time
that I have been involved with aviation
in our committee, Mr. Speaker, and I
am taking this opportunity to serve
notice, as I did in the hearings, that
this constant turnover in the highest
position in aviation cannot be toler-
ated any longer. It must not be. We
have to have continuity in the position
of administrator of the FAA.

The chairman of the Aviation Sub-
committee in the other body has ex-
pressed the same concern. I think my
colleagues on the subcommittee ex-
pressed the same concern, and I am
just making it clear that it will con-
tinue to be my intention to press for
legislation at the appropriate time to
establish a fixed term for Adminis-
trator of the FAA so that we can in-
duce people of the highest caliber to
take that position and to remain in
that position, to give this agency the
stability and the long view that it
needs.

I thank the chairman for yielding for
that observation.

Mr. BORSKI. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of 8. 2703, legislation providing for the ap-
pointment of Gen. Thomas C. Richards to be
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration.

| am pleased to be able to join my col-
leagues from the Public Works and Transpor-
tation Committee in supporting this legislation.
| have confidence that General Richards will
be able to effectively deal with the challenges
confronting the FAA.

The Subcommittee on Investigations and
Oversight, which | chair, has been exploring
our Government's longstanding policy of solely
relying on the host government of a foreign
airline to ensure that operations are being
conducted safely in U.S. airspace. It is our
concern that some developing countries lack
adequate resources or experience to properly
surveil its aircraft.

Last week, | had the opportunity to meet
with General Richards and Chairman ROE to
discuss this matter. | was pleased that Gen-
eral Richards shares my concern and prom-
ised to make the safety of foreign airline oper-
ations a top priority under this administration.

Additionally, | also raised with General Rich-
ards my concemns over reports detailing a divi-
sive relationship that apparently exists be-
tween certain FAA offices and those respon-
sible for monitoring their activities, such as the
General Accounting Office and the Depart-
ment of Transportation's Office of Inspector
General.

General Richards strongly pledged that
under this leadership there would be better co-
operation between the FAA and these groups.
| am convinced that General Richards fully re-
alizes the important benefits the Agency can
derive from receiving input from the GAO or
the inspector general.
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It is with these assurances that | support
General Richards' nomination to become FAA
Administrator. | look forward to his leadership
in ensuring that the Congress, the relevant
oversight agencies and the FAA will work in
harmony to improve aviation safety and our
aviation infrastructure. In conclusion, | wish to
include in my statement the letter | received
from General Richards following our meeting
which relays his assurances.

FEDERAL AVIATION
ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, DC, June 18, 1992.
Hon. ROBERT A. BORSKI,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. BORSKI: It was a pleasure to
meet with you and Chairman Roe to discuss
your concerns over the certification of for-
eign airlines.

As I have stated, safety will be my first
priority as FAA Administrator. I will pursue
the issues you raised until I am satisfied
that there are no safety concerns.

You raised concerns about FAA's coopera-
tion on this issue with the General Account-
ing Office (GAO). I assure you that under my
leadership, FAA will cooperate fully with
GAO on this very important matter. I under-
stand the important work GAO performs on
behalf of the Congress. I have in fact taken
steps to meet with Ken Meade of GAO after
I am confirmed.

An identical letter has been sent to Chair-
man Roe.

Sincerely,
THOMAS C. RICHARDS,
Administrator Designate.

Mr. CLEMENT. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased
to join my chairman in supporting S. 2703,
which will permit retired Air Force Gen. Thom-
as Richards to be Administrator of the Federal
Aviation Administration while retaining his
rights to his military pension.

During the subcommittee’s hearing on this
measure, | was impressed with General Rich-
ard's response to questions raised by commit-
tee members. | was particularly impressed by
his willingness to review, with an open mind,
the Metropolitan Nashville Airport Authority’s
application to expand its part 150 noise com-
patibility program.

Mr. Speaker, there are many issues con-
fronting the FAA. They all will be challenges
for the Administrator and the agency. But
among the most serious of issues is the noise
airport neighbors suffer from airport and air-
craft operations. General Richards acknowl-
edged this fact during his testimony.

To solve this problem, we will need creative
solutions. Relying on the introduction of the
quieter stage 3 aircraft will not be enough. In
fact, it is unfair to tell individuals that they only
need to wait for quieter aircraft before they
can enjoy the solitude of their home and
yards. The question the FAA needs to answer
is what residents should do in the meantime.

In Nashville, the community and the airport
authority have worked together to devise a
hopeful, albeit imperfect, solution to the noise
problem. Using the experience gained during
implementation of its current part 150 noise
compatibility program, the neighbors and the
authority together have proposed some refine-
ments and expansions to the program. These
refinements and ex where formally
submitted to the FAA last Wednesday.

In a meeting with neighborhood and airport
representatives, Senators SASSER and GORE
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and myself, the FAA promised to thoroughly
and promptly review the proposal. | think this
is an important indication of the FAA's willing-
ness to entertain new solutions to this prob-
lem. It is an attitude also reflected by General
Richards to our subcommittee hearings.

Mr. Speaker, at our meeting last week with
the FAA, the neighborhood representatives
made concise but forceful arguments in sup-

port of the expanded part 150 program. | will
submit their statements inasmuch as they
demonstrate the level of concem of airport
neighbors everywhere.

And | urge my colleaguas to join in support-

ing passage of S. 2703.
PRESENTATION OF GAYLA COMBS

Thank you for allowing Audrey, Brian, and
me to speak on behalf of the Nashville Air-
port Community. This community is com-
prised of many diverse neighborhoods. They
share one important characteristic. They all
suffer from the illness known as airport ex-
pansion.

We are here in Washington, today, seeking
cures for this illness. Cures do exist within
the FAA medicine cabinet. There are specific
prescriptions for specific forms of this dis-
ease but they are difficult to diagnose as the
symptoms vary from neighborhood to neigh-
borhood. Our proposal identifies and de-
scribes the characteristics of each area that
is suffering in hopes that a cure or solution
may ultimately be found.

There is a chronic form of this disease
which persists for years. It is largely ignored
by healthier segments because of its gradual
onset, The symptoms are often perceived as
imaginary. This form begins long before Part
150 Programs or even the identification of
stage 3 aircraft. Neighborhoods located at
the ends of old runways suffer most from
this form. Their situations are worsened by
the spread of commercial zones. This infec-
tion weakens the heart of the neighborhood
leaving behind few owner-occupied prop-
erties,

A few neighborhoods have suffered so long
from the chronic form that there is serious
doubt if they will be able to survive the pro-
gression into an acute phase. This occurs
with the extension or addition of a runway.
Already infected and diseased, neighbor-
hoods are weak and fragile. A timely cure
must be urgently sought.

The acute form strikes suddenly. It is
precipitated by the addition of a hub and/or
the construction of a new runway. Healthy
areas suddenly experience interrupted sleep,
difficulty communicating, visual clouding,
and a general sense of anxiety. The areas are
often located some distance from the airport,
giving them a false sense of protection. The
protection is quickly stripped away as the
air born illness is transported into their
areas by carefully selected flight tracks. If
an area has been weakened by commercial
infection, survival is difficult.

Some areas suffer daily. Others suffer only
when the winds change. Some experience
mild symptoms, easily dismissed because the
pain-level is judged by others to be tolerable.
There are never pain-free days for these
areas which are often located between the
noise contours. The irritation of ground
noise, over-flights, and the presence of clear
and approach zones leave the areas inflamed
and hurting.

There is hope. There are cures available.
We seek aggressive treatment. The amputa-
tion of areas through acquisition may seem
severe. We hope it leaves behind a healthier,
stronger community. Band-aid solutions like
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sound insulation and sales assistance do not
cure acute forms of this disease. They are,
nonetheless, vitally important to the milder
forms and we seek their inclusion.

Just as in the real world of medicine, there
is not an answer for each person that is suf-
fering. There is not a cure or solution for
each neighborhood. There should be and we
continue to look for answers through re-
search and legislation. Please examine care-
fully the symptoms identified in our pro-
posal. As John Wesler says, relief is often
spelled M-O-N-E-Y. Please be liberal in your
prescription.

NASHVILLE HOMEOWNERS' PRESENTATION TO

THE FAA
(By T. Brian O'Neal)

My name is Brian O'Neal. I am a home-
owner and resident in one of the “‘afflicted”
areas Gayla Combs spoke of. Thank you for
hearing us today.

T.M. “Mac" Ackerman, who is the Noise &
Environment Officer for the Planning & De-
velopment Branch of the Airports' Division
of the FAA has said that he prefers airports
to submit their Part 150 plan, implement it,
then come back and request revisions as
needed. The original Part 150 for Nashville
has been implemented and has been found
wanting, so we are here today requesting its
revision to cover original oversights, needs
that have developed, and to consider prob-
lems arising with existing plans. We believe
we are justified in these requests, and that
careful consideration will prove the wisdom
of this proposal before you.

All of this was facilitated by the 1984 deci-
sion to build a beautiful new terminal in
Nashville with easy access to downtown, a
terminal capable of facilitating a major hub
operation. This was a bold venture which
was the first step in opening Nashville and
the entire middle Tennessee area to the
world. However, this decidedly ambitious
venture was built in the middle of a densely
populated area. The building of the new ter-
minal facility and subsequent American Air-
lines' hub directly impacted over 5000 homes.
Nashville was not typical in the decision to
build an international airport in a well-es-
tablished densely populated residential area.

The original Noise Compatibility Program
(the NCP) declares that non-compatible land
uses in Nasvhille would be reduced by acqui-
sition of homes in the extended approach
zones for each runway, and a sales assist-
ance/sound insulation program would be ap-
plied to the remaining noise impacted areas.
The lines for the land and clear zones and
noise contours were laid down on top of
neighborhoods and implementation of the
program simply “‘cut along the dotted lines".
Very little, if any, consideration was given
to geographic and topographic boundaries—
to consider neighborhoods as sole entities
not to be divided.

That was a huge mistake. The integrity of
neighborhoods has not been sufficiently em-
phasized. As a result, the acquisition pro-
gram is far too limited and sales assistance/
sound insulation has not been extended to
neighborhoods as a whole. The proposal we
place before you today recognizes the integ-
rity of individual neighborhoods. It addresses
the unigue circumstances of each neighbor-
hood area and proposes the appropriate re-
sponse to achieve the desired goal of compat-
ibility and to keep neighborhoods intact or
considered as a whole—equitably and uni-
formly.

Initially it was thought that 50 million
dollars would fund the entire program. Once
the program was implemented it became
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clear that twice this much was necessary.
Now the program is three years underway
and it is woefully apparent that a doubling
of the funds is necessary again. The lesson is:
An international airport cannot be placed in
the middle of a metropolitan area without
impacting a substantial number of people’s
homes and lives, and it cannot be done with-
out great expense to compensate those im-
pacted!

Everyone, and I mean everyone, agrees
mistakes were made and programs came up
short. Realizing this, the Nashville Metro
Council has initiated a commendable but in-
adequate attempt to insulate homes outside
of the program areas. The effort being put
forward by local government in financially
troubled times such as these testifies to the
fact that the current program is short-sight-
ed.

But what of the future? The Metropolitan
Nashville International Airport will con-
tinue to grow. One runway is currently being
extended to accommodate non-stop overseas
flights, while construction is just beginning
on the relocation of the General Aviation
runway. Another north/south runway has
been proposed for construction in the not-
too-distant future. In fact, MNAA has noth-
ing but plans for long term expansion vigor-
ously mapped out! All of these are exciting
prospects for Music City. But will our cur-
rent NCP provide the compatible land use to
expedite these projects? No—it doesn't even
provide current reliefl The proposal we
present to you today takes significant steps
in clearing the way for future expansion
plans by addressing the noncompatible land
use question head on! Recognition of pro-
gram shortcomings and the hindrance it cre-
ates for future expansion has resulted in a
united plea from the MNAA, the community,
and all levels of government (as is evidenced
today by the participation of Congressman
Clement, Senator Gore, and Senator Sasser).

It is undeniable that the airport’s impact
on several neighborhoods can only be rem-
edied by expanding the acquisition pro-
gram—these neighborhoods are so close and
so impacted the current programs don’t
work! It is eqgually undeniable that other
neighborhoods must receive sales assistance
and sound insulation to remain viable as
neighborhoods, rather than being treated as
leftovers.

Nashville, TN is not Everywhere, USA. Our
community is not typical. Decisions have
been made in Nashville and concerning Nash-
ville that have not been made anywhere else.
While some of these decisions have put Nash-
ville on the cutting edge of implementation
of these federal programs, some have con-
tributed to the undesirable situation ham-
pering compatibility in Nashville today. The
overwhelming outery of Nashville neighbor-
hoods requesting additional funding cannot
be denied. We are only asking that adequate
funds be appropriated at this time to provide
the forms of relief already called for by the
Federal Part 150 guidelines and the acquisi-
tion laws.

REMARKS OF AUDLEY JONES

Immediately, with the June '85 announce-
ment of airport expansion the life of our
neighborhoods, and the economic and phys-
ical life of our real property were shorted
twenty years. Twenty important years which
may otherwise have made the airport and
neighborhood relationship more compatible
at the later date.

Also immediately, substantial growth
began to occur along airport corridors and
commercial encroachment began to squeeze
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some of our neighborhood boundaries where
it hurt. Seems everyone wants to set up shop
near the airport, but residents are all over
the place * * * just sitting out there in ev-
eryone's way. While residents may be a pre-
dicament for the airport and the business
community, no one is more harmed, or bet-
ter understands the predicament of being in
the way of airport expansion than the resi-
dents themselves.

So, it is for that reason that we have
joined Nashville airport representatives here
today to request FAA consideration and ap-
proval of the revision to Nashville's part 150
as it has been presented to you.

On August 25, 1989, six years after San
Francisco’s program was first to receive ap-
proval, Nashville became approval No. 52. In
just 2 years following, another more than 50
airports received part 150 approvals. Such
momentum build-up would seem to indicate
a need to find viable solutions to probably
new and many on-going airport and airport
community concerns not only in Nashville
but across the nation. Quite frankly, we
would like to see Nashville in a position to
enhance its program and become a role
model for the rest of the county.

Nashville part 150 is a good program as far
as it goes, but until it offers an option to
every homeowner it falls short of being what
it should be. The proposal being presented
for FAA sanction goes a long way toward ac-
complishing that objective; with its rec-
ommended expanded acquisition and pro-
gram inclusion areas.

Some of the areas offered for consideration
represent: subdivision fragmentation; sepa-
ration of contiguous neighborhoods; narrow
non-program areas sandwiched in between
other program areas; Non-program Areas ex-
posed to arrival and departure noise events;
ground noise; overflights of jet and general
aviation aircraft; and close-in areas directly
under two flightpaths.

Latest expansion brought residents such
experiences as: Lengthening of operational
day by approximately 3% to 4 hours. Ex-
traordinary ground noise events which are
every bit as loud as and generally of much
longer duration than overhead flights. Im-
pact of constant neighborhood change. Strip-
ping away of residential appeal, neighbor-
hood stability. Neighborhoods that have
quadrupled in rentals in the past 7 years,
loss of neighbor recognition, neighborhoods
reduced to around 50% owner-occupied prop-
erties. Concerns for what will eventually be-
come of the unsold MNAA (Sales Assistance)
properties. An uncertainty that dimishes
pride in home ownership, A 256% increase in
average daily flights between 03/86 (244) and
03/92 (622). Greater noise, air and visual pol-
lution * * * increased health and safety
risks. Restricted use of property.

Within the densely populated airport area
neighborhoods, less than one percent (1%) of
the properties have been acquisitioned. Many
of the remaining contour homeowners are
existing under airport control; some without
other option. Many of the neighborhoods sur-
rounding the airport are 3040 years old * * *
built during the 50's when this area was the
second fastest growing area in the country
* * * go this population includes a goodly
number of mortgage-free homeowners on
fixed incomes. It is these residents who are
finding it difficult to participate in the sales
assistance program, if it is a lateral move
they are trying to make.

In the overall Nashville part 150 program,
Sound Insulation continues to run between 5
& 6 to 1 choosing sales assistance. The aver-
ages within the various neighborhoods very
from one area to another.
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The appraisal process has been the most
devastatingly vicious culprit the homeowner
has had to deal with; both in the Sales As-
sistance and Acquisition programs.

On behalf of Nashville’s airport area resi-
dents, we appeal for FAA approval of the
proposal submitted as a revision to the Nash-
ville part 150 Noise Compatibility Program
originally approved on August 25, 1989.

Mr. ROE. Mr. Speaker, I have no fur-
ther requests for time, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempo (Mr.
McNuLTY). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. RoOE] that the House
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill, S. 2703.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks on the
Senate bill just passed.

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

There was no objection.

ESEL D. BELL POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mr. McCLOSKEY. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 4771) to designate the facility
of the U.S. Postal Service being con-
structed at FM 1098 Loop in Prairie
View, TX, as the ‘‘Esel D. Bell Post Of-
fice Building,” as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 4771

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. DESIGNATION.

The facility under construction for use by
the United States Postal Service at FM 1098
Loop in Prairie View, Texas, is designated as
the “Esel D. Bell Post Office Building".

SEC. 2 LEGAL REFERENCES.

Any reference in any law, regulation, docu-
ment, record, map, or other paper of the
United States to the facility referred to in
section 1 is deemed to be a reference to the
“Esel D. Bell Post Office Building”'.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from In-
diana [Mr. McCLOSKEY] will be recog-
nized for 20 minutes and the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. MYERS] will be rec-
ognized for 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. MCCLOSKEY].

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
4771, to designate the facility of the
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Postal Service being constructed at FM
1098 Loop as the ‘““Esel D. Bell Post Of-
fice Building.”” The amendment
changes the words ‘‘under construc-
tion” to ‘‘being constructed’ as re-
quested by the postal service.

Esel D. Bell served the postal service
in Prairie View, TX, for mnearly 40
years. She rose through the ranks from
clerk of postmaster during that time
taking full advantage of all the post of-
fice has to offer. Besides her exemplary
experience with the Postal Service, Ms.
Bell is an outstanding member of the
community having held leadership po-
sitions in numerous organizations in
Prairie View. She also is an active
alumni of Prairie View University.
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Mr. Speaker, her name will be a great
asset to the FM 1098 Loop Post Office
in Prairie View.

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

Mr. MYERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
47171. 1t is certainly an appropriate way
to recognize people who have contrib-
uted to the service of their country
through the Postal Service or others,
as our chairman has said.

This lady has served a good many
years in every capacity, finally being
postmaster of her hometown, as I un-
derstand it is her hometown, and this
legislation was introduced by the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. LAUGHLIN].
This is most appropriate.

There are some reservations, and I
had some questions.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. GILMAN], the ranking
member of our committee.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 4771, to des-
ignate the postal facility, which is
under construction in Prairie View,
TX, as the “Esel D. Bell Post Office
Building’’.

I want to commend the chairman of
our Postal Operations Subcommittee,
Mr. McCLOSKEY, for so expeditiously
bringing this measure to the floor. I
should also compliment the gentleman
from Texas, [Mr. LAUGHLIN], the spon-
sor of H.R. 47T1.

My colleague for 38 years Esel Bell
served the U.S. Postal Service, her
community, and the Nation. She re-
tired as the postmaster for Prairie
View in January 1989, and resides there
today.

I urge my colleagues to join with me
in supporting H.R. 4771.

I would also like to note that both
the majority and minority in the com-
mittee had some concerns with regard
to the fact that this measure had not
come before our full committee for a
hearing and also noted that we have
been informed that Ms. Bell is still
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alive. However, because of the time
constraints, the committee, both ma-
jority and minority, have withdrawn
any objections.

Mr. MCcCLOSKEY. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
McCLOSKEY] with regard to the proce-
dural aspects of our concerns.

Mr. McCLOSKEY. Mr. Speaker, I un-
derstand the gentleman’s concern. I
might say, yes, there was somewhat of
a waiver granted, I say to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. GILMAN],
as there was a major community event
coming up very soon in Prairie View
with the A&M Alumni Association that
is going to substantially honor Ms.
Bell.

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. GILMAN. For further back-
ground, I am happy to yield to the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. LAUGHLIN],
chief sponsor of the measure.

Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I very
much appreciate the concern expressed
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
MYERS] and the gentleman from New
York [Mr. GILMAN].

We had this bill pending before the
committee. Realizing that this na-
tional alumni association convention
was taking place on campus this year,
and something happened within the
committee that caused the committee,
the full committee markup to be post-
poned; I got greatly concerned that be-
fore I could have a hearing on this bill,
our alumni association convention
would be completed, and we would lose
this opportunity for the students who
went to school with Ms. Bell to have
the opportunity to honor her during
the convention. That is the reason I
made the request for this extraor-
dinary procedure.

I very much appreciate your compas-
sion and understanding.

Mr. GILMAN. Reclaiming my time, I
thank the gentleman for his expla-
nation and I withdraw any reservation.

I support the measure. 3

Mr. MYERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I will not object, but I hope this pro-
cedure would be one that we will not
follow very often. It seems to me there
are two exceptions here to common
procedure: First, a living person, nam-
ing a post office after them, and, sec-
ond, a procedure by our committee. I
think it is both, and maybe the living
part we can waive more often, but the
procedure used by the committee to ex-
pedite is one I hope we will not exercise
too often or in the future we may have
to object. I have no objection.

I congratulate the lady who is going
to be honored by naming this post of-
fice facility in her town and the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. LAUGHLIN] for
offering this action.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I might also commend
the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
LAUGHLIN] for his community concern
in wanting to honor Ms. Bell. I appre-
ciate the concerns of the minority, but
at the same time, let us wish Ms. Bell
a full and normal life and go on with
this and work together in the future.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. LAUGHLIN].
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Mr. LAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, today 1
rise in strong support of H.R. 4771, leg-
islation I recently introduced to des-
ignated a new post office in Prairie
View, TX, as the Esel D. Bell Post Of-
fice Building.

It is certainly an honor to call your
attention to Esel D. Bell. It is always a
pleasure to have the opportunity to
recognize individuals for the hard work
and dedication to service they portray
in their jobs.

Ms. Esel D. Bell is extremely deserv-
ing of this dedication. She has worked
diligently to upgrade the policies, pro-
cedures, and standards within the post-
al system in Prairie View.

Ms. Bell's 40 years of service to the
Postal Service demonstrates her exem-
plary, relentless, and longstanding pur-
suit of excellence in her profession.
This pursuit of excellence Ms. Esel D.
Bell demonstrated is recognized in the
community where she resides, and
Prairie View A&M University, where
she received both her undergraduate
and graduate degrees.

Mr. Speaker, Ms. Bell is not only a
dedicated worker and a credit to her
job, but she is a credit to her commu-
nity. She has had various positions in
organizations and affiliations in both
the community and the job, including:
the National Association of Postal Su-
pervisors, the National Association of
Postmasters, and the U.S. Postal Serv-
ice.

She also is an active member in the
Negro Woman Council, the NAACP, the
Prairie View Alumni Association, and
a host of other organizations. Mr.
Speaker, Ms. Bell’s influence is deeply
rooted in the hearts and minds of the
citizens in Prairie View.

The new post office in P