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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES-Friday, July 23, 1993 
The House met at 10 a.m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James David 

Ford, D.D., offered the following 
prayer: 

0 gracious God, as You have blessed 
Your people with the potential for dis
cernment in all things, we pray that we 
will dedicate ourselves to use our 
words in ways that promote justice and 
encourage mercy and compassion, so 
our words unite us in understanding. 
You have called us, O God, to be faith
ful in all things and we pray that we 
will translate that faithfulness into the 
words we use so they do not become 
weapons of discord, but vehicles of rec
onciliation and sensitivity and toler
ance. We pray for the ability to listen 
and to speak with grace, to heed Your 
still, small voice of peace and so be the 
people You would have us be. In Your 
name, we pray. Amen. 

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. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, pursu
ant 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. SOLOMON. 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. Evidently, a quorum 
is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab
sent Members. 

The vote was taken by electronic de
vice, and there were-yeas 232, nays 
156, not voting 46, as fallows: 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Andrews (ME) 
Andrews (NJ) 
Andrews (TX) 
Applegate 
Archer 
Ba.cchus (FL) 
Ba.esler 
Ba.rca 
Ba.rcia 
Ba.rlow 
Ba.rrett (WI) 
Ba.teman 

[Roll No. 359] 
YEAS-232 

Becerra 
Beilenson 
Berman 
Bil bray 
Bishop 
Blackwell 
Borski 
Boucher 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Browder 
Brown (CA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown(OH) 

Bryant 
Byrne 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carr 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Coleman 
Collins (Ml) 
Combest 
Condit 
Coppersmith 
Costello 

Coyne 
Cramer 
Danner 
Darden 
de la Gan.a 
Deal 
DeLauro 
Dellums 
Derrick 
Deutsch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Durbin 
Edwards (TX) 
Engel 
English (AZ) 
English (OK) 
Eshoo 
Evans 
Farr 
Fazio 
Filner 
Fingerhut 
Fish 
Flake 
Foglietta 
Ford (TN) 
Frank(MA) 
Furse 
Gejdenson 
Gephardt 
Geren 
Gibbons 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Glickman 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green 
Gunderson 
GutieITez 
Hall (OH) 
Hall (TX) 
Hamburg 
Hamilton 
Harman 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Hefner 
Hilliard 
Hoagland 
Hochbrueckner 
Holden 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hughes 
Hutto 
Inglis 
Inslee 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnston 
Ka.njorski 

Allard 
Armey 
Bachus (AL) 
Ba.ker (CA) 
Ba.llenger 
Ba.rrett (NE) 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Bilirakis 
Bliley 
Blute 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bunning 
Burton 

Kasi ch 
Kennedy 
Kennelly 
Kildee 
Kleczka 
Klein 
Klink 
Kopetski 
Kreidler 
LaFalce 
Lambert 
Lancaster 
Lantos 
LaRocco 
Laughlin 
Lehman 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lloyd 
Long 
Lowey 
Maloney 
Mann 
Manton 
Margolies-

Mezvinsky 
Martinez 
Matsui 
Mazzoli 
Mccloskey 
McCurdy 
McHale 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Miller (CA) 
Mineta 
Minge 
Mink 
Montgomery 
Moran 
Murtha 
Myers 
Natcher 
Neal(MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Orton 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Payne (NJ) 
Payne (VA) 
Pelosi 
Penny 
Peterson (FL) 
Peterson (MN) 
Pickett 
Pickle 

NAYS-156 

Buyer 
Callahan 
Calvert 
Camp 
Canady 
Castle 
Clay 
Clinger 
Coble 
Collins (GA) 
Cox 
Crane 

· Crapo 
Cunningham 
De Lay 
Diaz-Balart 
Dickey 
Doolittle 

Pomeroy 
Porter 
Po shard 
Price (NC) 
Ra.ball 
Reed 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Roemer 
Rose 
Rostenkowski 
Rowland 
Roybal-Allard 
Sabo 
Sangmeister 
Sa.rpa.lius 
Sawyer 
Schenk 
Schumer 
Scott 
SeITano 
Sharp 
Shepherd 
Sisisky 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (IA) 
Smith (NJ) 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Studds 
Stupak 
Swett 
Swift 
Synar 
Tanner 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Tejeda 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Thurman 
Torres 
Torricelli 
Towns 
Traficant 
Unsoeld 
Valentine 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wheat 
Williams 
Wise 
Woolsey 
Wyden 
Wynn 
Yates 

Dornan 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emerson 
Everett 
Ewing 
Fawell 
Fowler 
Franks (CT) 
Franks (NJ) 
Gallo 
Gekas 
Gilchrest 
Gingrich 
Goodlatte 
Goodling 
Goss 

Grams 
Grandy 
Greenwood 
Hancock 
Hansen 
Hastert 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hoke 
Horn 
Huffington 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Inbofe 
ls took 
Jacobs 
Johnson (CT) 
Kim 
King 
Kingston 
Klug 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kyl 
Lazio 
Leach 
Levy 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (FL) 
Lightfoot 
Linder 

Ba.ker (LA) 
Bevill 
Boni or 
Chapman 
Collins (IL) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
De Fazio 
Dixon 
Dooley 
Edwards (CA) 
Fields (LA) 
Fields (TX) 
Ford (Ml) 
Frost 
Gallegly 

Livingston 
Machtley 
Manzullo 
McColl um 
McCrery 
Mc Dade 
McHugh 
Mcinnis 
McKeon 
McMillan 
Meyers 
Mica 
Michel 
Miller (FL) 
Molinari 
Moorhead 
Morella 
Murphy 
Nussle 
Oxley 
Paxon 
Petri 
Pombo 
Portman 
Pryce (OH) 
Quillen 
Quinn 
Ramstad 
Ravenel 
Regula 
Ridge 
Roberts 
Rogers 
Rohrabacher 

Ros-Lehtinen 
Roth 
Roukema 
Royce 
Saxton 
Schaefer 
Schiff 
Sensenbrenner 
Shaw 
Shays 
Shuster 
Skeen 
Smith(TX) 
Smith(MI) 
Smith(OR) 
Snowe 
Solomon 
Spence 
Stearns 
Stump 
Sundquist 
Talent 
Ta.ylor(NC) 
Thomas(WY) 
Thomas (CA) 
Torkildsen 
Upton 
Vucanovich 
Walker 
Weldon 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 
Zeliff 
Zimmer 

NOT VOTING-46 
Henry 
Hinchey 
Jefferson 
Johnson, Sam 
Kaptur 
Markey 
McCandless 
McDermott 
McKinney 
Moakley 
Mollohan 
Nadler 
Neal (NC) 
Packard 
Parker 
Rangel 
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Rush 
Sanders 
Santorum 
Schroeder 
Skaggs 
Slattery 
Stokes 
Tucker 
Vento 
Walsh 
Washington 
Whitten 
Wilson 
Young (AK) 

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi changed 
his vote from "nay" to "yea." 

So the Journal was approved. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 

from New York [Mr. KING] please come 
forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. KING led the Pledge of Alle
giance as follows: 

I 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. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Mr. 

Hallen, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 

0 This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 0 1407 is 2:07 p.m. 
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amendment a bill of the House of the the budget. The people in the region 
following title: who are affected deserve the comfort of 

H.R. 847. An act to provide for planning knowing that relief is on the way. 
and design of a National Air and Space Mu-
seum extension at Washington Dulles Inter
national Airport. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter

tain 15 1-minute requests from each 
side. 

DISASTER RELIEF FOR THE VIC
TIMS OF THE FLOOD IN THE 
MIDWEST 
(Mr. GEPHARDT asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. GEPHARDT. Mr. Speaker, yes
terday, in an unfortunate turn of 
events, this House failed on a vote to 
consider disaster relief for the victims 
of the floods in the Midwest. People in 
my district, south of St. Louis, have 
tirelessly worked to protect their 
homes from the onslaught of the raging 
Mississippi, Missouri, and other rivers. 

Members who voted "no" on bringing 
up the bill to provide these people as
sistance have strong feelings about 
their votes. But the feelings of those 
Members who represent flood victims 
are just as strong. We have been told 
by our colleagues on the other side 
that we must consider the plight of the 
people in the Midwest by a different 
standard than that of the victims of 
Hurricanes Andrew and Hugo, the vic
tims of the Loma Prieta Earthquake, 
and of the eruption of Mount St. Hel
ens. 

When President Bush and the Con
gress enacted new budget rules in 1990, 
it was established that the tough new 
rules would be enforced in every case, 
except in the case of emergencies such 
as natural disasters or a threat to na
tional security, or a recessionary econ
omy. It was agreed, by all parties, that 
we could not budget for such unpredict
able or unforeseen events and that, 
under those conditions where the 
President and Congress agreed, an 
emergency would . be declared so that 
we could expedite funding without 
wreaking an economic calamity on 
ourselves. It was understood that there 
were such dire circumstances that war
ranted immediate action to relieve the 
suffering of citizens touched by tragedy 
or whose security is threatened by for
eign interests. 

Mr. Speaker, as we move forward to 
attempt to bring this very necessary 
relief bill to the floor next week, we do 
so with all deliberate speed. Fortu
nately, there will be no lapse in fund
ing for the ongoing relief efforts, but 
we cannot afford to fail in this effort 
again. I hope that we can pass legisla
tion next week without offsets for the 
budget under the emergency powers of 

REPUBLICANS ARE 
TO PASSING AID 
VICTIMS 

COMMITTED 
FOR FLOOD 

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

Mr. GINGRICH. Mr. Speaker, let me 
say to my colleagues, first of all, that 
on the Republican side of the aisle we 
are committed to passing emergency 
aid to the victims of flooding in the 
Midwest. We are committed to passing 
it today. We are prepared to stay here 
today to pass it, if that is appropriate. 
We want to bring it up. 

But let me also say to all of my col
leagues that we should look very care
fully at the rule that was brought in 
yesterday. They should ask why there 
are millions of dollars for one particu
lar program in Los Angeles that has 
nothing to do with the flood. They 
should ask why we are redefining 
"teenager" to be 30 years of age. They 
should ask why we are going to give 
$100 a week to a number of people in 
Los Angeles who may or may not be 
part of a political machine, but who 
have nothing to do, nothing, with the 
flood in the Midwest, but everything to 
do with the Democratic leadership's ef
forts to pass the tax bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I would simply say that 
I hope, I pray, that the Democrat lead
ership does not come back on this floor 
with the same rule, muscle a handful of 
Members into changing their votes and 
pass money for Los Angeles on the 
backs of the flood victims in the Mid
west. 
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DISASTER RELIEF FOR MIDWEST 
FLOOD VICTIMS 

(Mr. DURBIN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute, and to revise and extend his 
remarks and include therein extra
neous material.) 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. Speaker, yesterday 
was a sad day in the history of this 
House of Representatives. We consid
ered disaster relief for tens of thou
sands of flood victims across America, 
and because of a vote that was heavily 
loaded by Republicans opposed to it, we 
were unable to bring a rule to the floor 
for disaster victims. There was not one 
single Republican vote. Not one single 
Republican Congressman would vote 
for a rule to bring to this floor flood 
disaster assistance. 

But let me tell those within the 
sound of my voice that only 2 years ago 
this House considered in exactly the 
same parliamentary manner an emer
gency supplemental relief appropria-

tion for Kurdish refugees, and 105 Re
publicans who voted against American 
flood disaster victims yesterday voted 
"yes" for Kurdish refugee disaster vic
tims. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say this: It is 
unconscionable that Members would 
support foreign disaster victims and 
refuse help for victims of an American 
disaster. 

Mr. WALKER. Regular order, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. GUNDERSON. Regular order, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. DURBIN. I ask for order in the 
House, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MURTHA). The Members will please de
sist. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. Speaker, I include 
here a list of Republican House Mem
bers who voted against consideration of 
flood assistance, yet voted on May 9, 
1991, to use the emergency provision of 
the Budget Act to provide $236 million 
in assistance to Kurdish refugees. The 
list is as follows: 

Wayne Allard, Bill Archer, Richard Armey, 
Richard Baker, Cass Ballenger, Bill Barrett, 
Herbert Bateman, Helen Bentley; Doug Be
reuter, Thomas Bliley, Sherwood Boehlert, 
John Boehner, Jim Bunning, Dan Burton, 
Sonny Callahan. 

David Camp, William F. Clinger, Howard 
Coble, Chris Cox, Randy D. Cunningham, 
Tom DeLay, John Doolittle, David Drier, 
Bill Emerson, Harris W. Fawell, Jack Fields, 
Hamilton Fish, Gary Franks, Elton Gallegly, 
Dean A. Gallo. 

George W. Gekas, Way Gilchrest, Paul 
Gillmor, Benjamin A. Gilman, Newt Ging
rich, William F. Goodling, Porter Goss, Fred 
Grandy, Steve Gunderson, James V. Hansen, 
Dennis J. Hastert, Joel Hefley, Wally Herger, 
David Hobson, Stephen Horn. 

Amo Houghton, Duncan Hunter, Henry J. 
Hyde, James Inhofe, Nancy Johnson, John R. 
Kasich, Scott Klug, Jim Kolbe, Jon L. Kyl, 
Jim Leach, Jerry Lewis, Tom Lewis, Jim 
Lightfoot, Bob Livingston, Ronald K. 
Machtley. 

Alfred A. McCandless, Bill McCollum, 
James McCrey, Joseph M. McDade, J. Alex 
McMillan, Jan Meyers, Susan Molinari, Car
los J. Moorhead, John T. Myers, Michel G. 
Oxley, Bill Paxon, Thomas E. Petri, John E. 
Porter, James H. Quillen, Jim Ramstad. 

Arthur Ravenel, Jr., Ralph Regula, Thom
as J. Ridge, Pat Roberts, Harold Rogers, 
Lleana Ros-Lehtinen, Toby Roth, Marge 
Roukema, Rick Santorum, Jim Saxton, Dan 
Schaefer, Steven Schiff, E. Clay Shaw, Jr .• 
Christopher Shays, Bud Shuster. 

Joe Skeen, Christopher Smith, Lamar S. 
Smith, Olympia Snowe, Gerald B. Solomon, 
Floyd Spence, Don Sundquist, Charles Tay
lor, Frederick Upton, James Walsh, Curt 
Weldon, Frank R. Wolf, C.W. Bill Young, Don 
Young, Dick Zimmer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DURBIN] has expired. 

REAFFIRMING DESIRE TO PRO
VIDE DISASTER FLOOD RELIEF 
(Mr. NUSSLE asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute, and · to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 
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Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today to reaffirm my support for disas
ter assistance for the Midwest. I rise to 
reaffirm my desire to reconstruct a co
alition to make sure that disaster as
sistance arrives and is passed today. 

I am also reaffirming my desire to do 
it in as fast a way and as quick a fash
ion as possible, but I am tired of the 
partisan politics played by this side on 
disaster relief, holding up millions and 
billions of dollars because they cannot 
get their act together. They were so 
preoccupied yesterday with playing 
post office that they cannot get their 
leadership to figure out a rule to bring 
disaster assistance to the floor. It is 
not Republicans; 45 Democrats voted 
for responsibility, voted for a fair rule, 
voted for fair debate, voted for an open 
process, and voted to get this aid there 
as quickly as possible, and we want to 
stay here today to get that job done. 

CALLING FOR COOPERATION OF 
REPUBLICANS TO PRODUCE DIS
ASTER RELIEF 
(Mr. OBEY asked and was given per

mission to address the House for 1 
minute, and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, yesterday 82 
percent of the Democrats in this House 
and O percent of the Republicans in this 
House voted for the rule to bring up 
disaster aid. That rule was the leader
ship's best judgment of what could pass 
this House the fastest to provide disas
ter relief to people who need it. 

For the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
NUSSLE] or any other Member on the 
minority side to vote "no" yesterday 
and then attack the majority party 
today that produced 82 percent of the 
votes is like the teen-ager who shot his 
parents and threw himself on the 
mercy of the court because he was an 
orphan. 

The fact is that what you have going 
on, that side this morning, is the great 
smoke machine. We will produce the 
bill just as soon as you tell us that you 
will give us enough votes to turn yes
terday's vote around. 

My constituents need that help, your 
constituents need that help. We need 
fewer speeches from you and more 
votes. 

RESTATEMENT OF DESIRE TO AID 
MIDWEST FLOOD VICTIMS 

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
proud to stand here as a Representa
tive of Los Angeles, CA, but I am ex
traordinarily embarrassed at the rule 
that was reported out yesterday which 
obviously does not provide us with the 
opportunity to do what we really want 
to do, and that is provide assistance to 

victims of the flood in the Midwest 
without spending for Los Angeles and 
an appropriate funding mechanism. 

Those of us on the Rules Committee 
stated that last night we were prepared 
to move immediately so that we can 
address that other very pressing prob
lem that the victims of the Midwest 
flood and the people in the rest of this 
country face, and that is the $4 tril
lion-plus national debt. 

Mr. Speaker, we want to turn the 
corner on it. We want to bring a rules 
package forward immediately, and we 
want to help those victims of the flood. 

MEMBERS URGED TO SUPPORT 
CLINTON'S ECONOMIC PLAN 

(Mr. JOHNSTON of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. · JOHNSTON of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in strong support 
of the President's economic plan. It is 
the largest deficit reduction package in 
our Nation's history and it is credible, 
balanced, and fair in its approach. 

Credible because it calls for $500 bil
lion in deficit reduction over the next 5 
years. 

Balanced because it calls for 50 per
cent of the deficit reduction to come 
from spending cuts and 50 percent from 
revenue. 

Fair because it restores fairness to 
our Tax Code by requiring those who 
have benefited from the policies of the 
1980's to pay a greater share of the tax 
burden. 

The President's plan is the only re
sponsible game in town. Its adoption 
means low interest rates, 8 million new 
jobs over 4 years, and a higher standard 
of living for all Americans. I urge my 
colleagues to support it. Our future de
pends on it. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES 
Mr. GUNDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I 

have a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

MURTHA). The gentleman will state his 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. GUNDERSON. Mr. Speaker, my 
parliamentary inquiry is this: Is it pos
sible to ask unanimous consent to 
bring H.R. 2667 for its immediate con
sideration? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
leadership on both sides of the aisle has 
to agree to allow that unanimous-con
sent request. 

Mr. GUNDERSON. I have a further 
parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

Is it possible to bring an appropria
tion bill to the floor for consideration 
without a rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, if it 
is privileged and it has been reported 
and available for 3 days and is called up 
by the committee. 

Mr. GUNDERSON. Can the 3-day rule 
be waived? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By 
unanimous consent, yes. 

Mr. GUNDERSON. Mr. Speaker, is it 
possible to move that H.R. 2667 be 
brought up for immediate consider
ation? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Only the 
committee can make that motion. 

Mr. GUNDERSON. Any member of 
the committee, Mr. Speaker, could 
make that motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
chairman or a member authorized by 
the committee. 

Mr. GUNDERSON. I appreciate the 
Chair's response. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
have a further parliamentary inquiry. 

Is it possible to waive the emergency 
provisions by unanimous consent? In 
other words, to invoke the emergency 
provisions of the Budget Control Act, 
we would have to have a rule to do 
that? Is that right? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is 
a hypothetical question, and the Chair 
cannot comment on a hypothetical 
point of order or waiver thereof. 

Mr. GUNDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
have one further parliamentary in
quiry. 

Is it possible to ask unanimous con
sent at any time during the day to 
bring up an appropriation bill for its 
immediate consideration? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
chairman or his designee could bring 
the bill up. 

Mr. GUNDERSON. And I have this 
further parliamentary inquiry: 

If, for example, I were to move or ask 
unanimous consent to do that and the 
Chair did not recognize me, would it be 
possible at that point to literally ap
peal the ruling of the Chair for another 
Member to bring it up? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous agreement between the lead
erships of the Democrat and Repub
lican side, only the chairman of the 
committee would be recognized to 
bring up the bill after agreement of 
both leaderships by a unanimous-con
sent request. Another Member would 
not be recognized for that reason, and 
the denial of recognition to make a 
unanimous-consent request is not ap
plicable. 

Mr. GUNDERSON. I have one final 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee can bring up H.R. 2667 for 
immediate consideration at any time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Prior to 
the 3-day availability, he could bring it 
up by unanimous consent, but as the 
gentleman knows, these things are tra
ditionally handled with the concur
rence of both leaderships and very 
carefully orchestrated before unani
mous consent is requested in order to 
be sure that it is adhered to. 

Mr. GUNDERSON. I apprecfate the 
response, Mr. Speaker. 
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ALIEN SMUGGLING PROSECUTION 
ACT 

(Mr. KING asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, when the 
Chinese freighter-the Goldern Ven
ture-ran aground off the coast of New 
York last month, it alerted the Nation 
to the evil reality of human smuggling 
and slave trade. 

Last week's hearing of the congres
sional human rights caucus chaired by 
Congressman KENNEDY detailed the 
network of Chinese gangs in New York 
who amass great fortunes by traffick
ing in human flesh. 

Despite the best efforts of Federal 
and city law enforcement officials, we 
are not winning the war against these 
gangs because, very simply, our laws 
are not tough enough. 

Mr. Speaker, today I am introducing 
the Alien Smuggling Prosecution Act, 
which is being cosponsored by Con
gressman KENNEDY, to extend the RICO 
statute to human smuggling and give 
the Government the weapons to break 
the backs of these slave trade gangs. If 
RICO applies to the smuggling of to
bacco, it should certainly apply to the 
smuggling of human beings. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congressman 
KENNEDY for his assistance and co
operation and I am proud to cosponsor 
the comprehensive package of immi
gration legislation which he will also 
be introducing today. 

DISASTERS OTHER THAN FLOODS 
EXIST 

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

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, there 
are disasters around this country other 
than floods, and for some of my col
leagues on the Republican side of the 
aisle, to sit there and sanctimoniously 
ask for assistance for their disasters 
and ignore the plight of urban youth 
and young people trying to make it 
through the hot summer seems to me 
to be coming to the Nation and saying 
"Only help us." 

This is a national body, and we ought 
to help flood victims. But if it means 
we have an opportunity to help young 
people in our cities get through a hot 
summer at the same time, it is worth 
it. 

Eighty-two percent of the Democrats 
voted for that rule. If you can give us 
10 votes on the Republican side, we can 
take up the disaster relief bill that 
would help the center of this country 
and help young people, and we could 
pass it. But we need 10 votes from the 
flood victims on the Republican side of 
the aisle to the able to do that. 

We have got 82 percent of the Demo
crats ready to act today, tomorrow, or 
any day that we can find 10 Repub
licans to join us. 

BRING UP DISASTER RELIEF BILL 
NOW 

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

Mr. GUNDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
take this time to point out that what 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
GEJDENSON] just said is just plain 
wrong. We do not even need a rule. The 
colloquy between myself and the 
Speaker has articulated that we can 
bring up any appropriations bill with
out a rule, that the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations can 
bring it up at any time. The leadership 
on our side has said they are ready to 
take that bill up under a cleaner or fair 
rule, or without any rule, right now. So 
all the Democratic leadership has to do 
is go to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. NATCHER], the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and tell 
him to come out on the floor and ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 
2667 for its immediate consideration, 
and it will be done. We do not need a 
rule that does irrelevant things on this 
particular issue. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GUNDERSON. I yield to the gen
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman's side not object to 
waiving the emergency provisions that 
are in that? That is what the whole ar
gument was about. 

Mr. GUNDERSON. Mr. Speaker, re
claiming my time, no, the argument is 
not about waiving the rule on emer
gency provisions. The argument is 
about a provision by the gentlewoman 
from Los Angeles not relevant to disas
ter assistance at all. Bring it up and we 
will find out. 

SUPPORT THE CLINTON ECONOMIC 
PLAN 

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

Mr. KREIDLER. Mr. Speaker, those 
of us elected last year know that we 
were sent here to clean up our coun
try's fiscal mess. 

That mess began with a policy devel
oped 12 years ago called Reaganomics. 

In a recent article, former OMB Di
rector David Stockman says the White 
House .knew-even before their plan 
went through Congress-that it would · 
raise the deficit and the national debt 
sky high. 

"It would have been far better had it 
not happened," says the author of Rea
gan's borrow-and-spend strategy. 

Our budget mess today is the direct 
result of a coldblooded, calculated at
tempt by the Reagan White House to 
score political points at the expense of 
the entire American economy. 

And now, the Republicans stand up 
here and attack the Clinton plan-the 
only fiscally sane budget plan we have 
had in 12 years. 

I agree with Mr. Stockman. The Re
publicans are being totally irrespon
sible. 

Nobody said it better, back in 1981, 
than White House Chief of Staff James 
Baker. "You mean it really is voodoo 
economics, after all?" he asked. 

You bet it was. 

LET'S MOVE ON FLOOD RELIEF 
(Mr. GOSS asked and was given per

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I am a mem
ber of the Rules Committee. The record 
shows we were asked for timely, and 
clean consideration of the emergency 
flood relief bill. We can and should pass 
the flood relief bill today-we have two 
bipartisan amending options on how to 
pay for it and the Republicans are 
ready to move now. The irony is the 
Democrat-controlled Rules Committee 
had a chance to make pay-as-you-go 
amendments in order to allow this bill 
to pass yesterday. But no-the Demo
crats polluted the rule with an unre
lated provision designating 30-year
olds as youths-apparently some sort 
of deal to secure votes for their tax 
plan. If there are victims in the Mid
west held hostage this morning, it is 
because of Democrat manipulation, not 
efforts by fiscally responsible Members 
on both sides to pay for what we do. 

DO NOT PUT POLITICS ABOVE 
LEADERSHIP 

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I, 
too, recommend to my colleagues the 
article about David Stockman in the 
July 19 New Yorker. David Stockman, 
a former Member of this body and the 
architect of Reaganomics is at it again. 
He is telling the truth about the 
Reagan program in 1981 that has caused 
so much misery in America. He talks 
about how the Reagan economic team 
projected a balanced budget in 1984 and 
a budget surplus 2 years later. But, 
guess what? They never believed it 
themselves. 

Sure, they knew it would be politi
cally popular, but they never, ever be
lieved Reaganomics would actually 
work. They never believed it was the 
best thing for our country. 

Mr. Speaker, let m·e quote from the 
David Stockman of 1993, who does not 
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have to lie to the American people any
more: 

I would give Clinton credit for labeling the 
deficit as problem number one. He is address
ing it in an honest way, putting tough meas
ures on the table. It's a phony debate that 
the Republicans and some of the Democrats 
have put up. It's a cowardly display-not 
only cowardly, but intellectually ragged. 
Rather than look at what is needed, the re
sponse is how do we posture. 

The Republicans, said fell ow Repub
lican David Stockman, are "totally re
sponsible." 

Mr. Speaker, we must not let that 
kind of mistake happen again. 

CUT SPENDING DO NOT RAISE 
. TAXES 

(Mr. EWING asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 1 min
utes and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, it was re
ported in the news this morning that 
the Democratic conferees on the tax 
bill may be considering a compromise 
to pass a combination of both the en
ergy tax and a higher gas tax. 

I guess we should have known it 
would come to this. The majority party 
cannot settle their fight over which tax 
to raise, so maybe they will just raise 
them both. That may be a compromise 
that the Democrat-controlled Congress 
can live with, but it is not one that 
middle-class Americans can live with. 

Mr. Speaker, I have a radical idea for 
the conference committee: Cut spend
ing; period. Instead of fighting over 
how much to raise taxes or which ones 
to raise, the majority party should 
eliminate all of the new spending in 
the tax bill and reduce current spend
ing across the board. That would be a 
deal that all Americans can live with. 

MEMBERS ATTACKED BY SO
CALLED CHRISTIAN COALITION 
FOR SUPPORT OF CLINTON PLAN 
(Mr. STRICKLAND asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, the 
so-called Christian coalition is at it 
again. This time they are running neg
ative radio spots against me and other 
Members for supporting the President's 
deficit reduction package. 

Since when is there a correlation be
tween Christian belief and protecting 
tax breaks for the wealthy. As someone 
who has studied the Holy Scriptures, I 
am absolutely appalled-this action is 
an abomination. The so-called Chris
tian coalition is an example of modern 
day money changers using Christianity 
as a guise to promote self-serving po
litical goals. 

To imply that Jesus Christ is exclu
sively on their side of the economic 
question is disgraceful. It is an abuse of 

the word "Christian" and misrepre
sents the meaning of true religious 
faith. Mr. Speaker, any individual or 
group has the right to criticize my per
formance as a Member of Congress, but 
to equate a vote on an economic issue 
as an un-Christian act is blasphemous. 

Mr. Speaker, what we are hearing 
from the Christian coalition is not a 
message of faith and hope; it is the 
death rattle of Reaganomics. It is the 
death rattle from those that have given 
us a $4 trillion national debt. It is the 
death rattle of extreme rightwing 
groups that have banded together to 
form a coalition against change. 

D 1050 

THE HOUSE POST OFFICE 
(Mr. COLLINS of Georgia asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak
er, as a freshman Member of this Con
gress, I am red-faced over the proceed
ings which occurred in this House yes
terday. 

I am having a difficult time accept
ing the idea that some Members of this 
House would even think about embez
zling money through postage stamps 
purchased from the House post office 
with taxpayer dollars much less actu
ally do such. 

If some poor welfare recipient were 
to embezzle money using food stamps 
in such a manner, Members of this 
House would be demanding their pros
ecution. 

Mr. Speaker, any Member of this 
body, Democrat or Republican, who has 
performed such unethical and unscru
pulous acts should admit such to the 
people of this Nation. 

And any such Member who is consid
ered to be a leader in this body, Demo
crat or Republican, who has committed 
such unethical and unscrupulous acts 
should resign their leadership posi~ion. 

IN SUPPORT OF DR. JOYCELYN 
ELDERS 

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

Ms. LAMBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of Dr. Joycelyn Elders, the 
nominee for U.S. Surgeon General. 

As a pediatrician, public health offi
cial, and researcher in our home State 
of Arkansas, Dr. Elders has led a tire
less campaign for preventive health 
care. 

A true believer in educating folks 
about the health of their bodies and 
their minds, Dr. Elders took her cam
paign to the people through the media 
and our schools. 

And she captured my deepest admira
tion by looking for resources at hand 
and utilizing them rather than creat-

ing new programs and more bureauc
racy. 

Within 3 years, Dr. Elders increased 
Arkansas' immunization rate for 2-
year-olds from 34 to 60 percent. 

In 4 years, Dr. Elders increased the 
number of early childhood screenings 
from 4,000 to over 45,000. 

To fulfill her goal of educating our 
young people about health, Dr. Elders 
instituted school-based clinics. Some 
groups have criticized these clinics for 
promoting sexuality. But the success 
stories from the 12 clinics in eastern 
Arkansas tell a different story. 

In Forrest City High School alone, 
nurses see 50 students a day with con
cerns ranging from headaches to 
thoughts of suicide . 

Nurses at one of the eastern Arkan
sas clinics-in a town that has no other 
health care facility-discovered a heart 
murmur when giving a child a pre
sports physical. They noticed a red
streaked cut on a child's arm that re
vealed blood poisoning. And when a 
teacher reported that a student with 
cerebral palsy was acting abnormally 
in class and had not walked in months, 
the nurse recognized signs of a brain 
hemorrhage. The student was treated 
and is now walking again. 

By promoting these school-based 
clinics, Dr. Elders brought health care 
into towns that had no other options. 
And by bringing clinics to the schools, 
she helped to educate students and 
their parents. 

In Arkansas, we have seen the health 
benefits of preventive care. And we 
know there are financial benefits as 
well. 

We know that for every dollar spent 
on preventive health care, $10 is saved 
down the line. Dr. Elders has been a 
pioneer in proving the benefits of pre
ventive health care. 

I join my colleagues in expressing a 
heartfelt pledge of support for Dr. El
ders' nomination as Surgeon General. 

I encourage the distinguished Mem
bers of the Senate to speedily confirm 
Dr. Elders and let her begin sharing the 
expertise she developed in Arkansas 
with the rest of the Nation. 

WORSE THINGS THAN LOSING 
(Ms. PRYCE of Ohio asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
yesterday was a sad day in the House of 
Representatives and in America. This 
House post office scandal and the 
House Democratic leadership's coverup 
of a year-old investigation brings to 
mind something I heard from our col
league, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. HYDE]. 

He told an incoming freshman class 
that there are worse things than losing 
an election, things like compromising 
your principles, falling out of touch 
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and neglecting your obligation to 
America. 

Well, let me add one more thing that 
is worse than losing an election, and 
that is allowing injustice to prevail to 
benefit a select, privilege few. 

It is unjust, for the House to con
tinue to cover up wrongdoing. 

In the case of this post office scandal, 
especially because Members of this 
House are implicated, America's trust 
in this institution depends on swift, 
fair carriage of justice. Every other 
American is subject to the laws of this 
land. There is no exemption for the 
powerful. 

We must release those records and 
end this coverup, allow justice to run 
its course. 

Americans have had enough. 

THE REAL OLD BOYS 
(Mr. KLECZKA asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. KLECZKA. Mr. Speaker, in yes
terday's debate on whether or not to 
release material which U.S. attorney 
Johnson warned us not to do, since re
lease would have significant adverse ef
fect on his ongoing criminal investiga
tion, the Republican leader, the gen
tleman from Illinois [Mr. MICHEL], pro
claimed, and I quote, he sensed a 
"Democratic coverup, secrets known to 
a select few, winks and nods among the 
old boys," and "Let's see what the in
siders know." 

Mr. Speaker, over the evening hours 
and after exhaustive research, I have 
discovered who the old boys are in
volved in this coverup. I have un
earthed the insiders. 

They are the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. ROSE], the gentleman 
from California [Mr. THOMAS], the gen
tleman from Washington, [Mr. SWIFT], 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ROB
ERTS], Mr BARRETT and myself, all 
members of the House task force which 
investigated the post office. 

So if any Republican, including the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MICHEL], 
wants in on the inside, wants to un
cover the coverup, just interrogate the 
three Republican Members of Congress 
who by your accusations are part of the 
coverup. 

Come on, old boys, stop rummaging 
through the garbage cans around here 
and share the facts with your Repub
lican colleagues. 

A MATTER OF TRUST 
(Mr. BALLENGER asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, by 
now there should be no doubt why the 
AmeriCan people hold Congress in such 
low regard. It is because the Democrat 
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leadership of this body cannot come 
clean, or give a straight answer, to 
even the most elementary question. 

On the House bank. The Democrat 
leadership said cover up the abuses. 
Only an American outcry forced the re
lease of the records. Now we have the 
House post office. A year ago, a House 
committee completed an investigation. 
It was not released. As many as eight 
people pled guilty to fraud, drug traf
ficking, and other crimes. Still nothing 
from the Democrat leadership. The 
former Postmaster himself pleads 
guilty, and implicates two Members in 
wrongdoing. The Democrat leadership 
remains quieter than church mice. 

Coverups, crimes, and embarrass
ments. That is why Americans do not 
trust Congress. And if the Democrat 
leadership cannot come clean on a lit
tle post office, Americans wonder. Are 
the Democrats telling the truth about 
the Clinton tax bill? 

YESTERDAY'S DEBATE 
(Mrs. KENNELLY asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. KENNELLY. Mr. Speaker, we 
are not a court of law. We are a legisla
tive body that makes the laws of the 
United States of America. 

The debate yesterday was very sim
ple. There was a move on this floor to 
let the records of the investigation be 
released. A letter was received from 
the U.S. attorney of the District of Co
lumbia telling the Congress not to re
lease these records. 

A Member on the Republican side 
stood up and had all sorts of pieces of 
paper that have been leaked from var
ious sources. 

We understand that happens-it 
shouldn't, but it does. However, in the 
House that makes the laws, we should 
obey the laws. 

The U.S. prosecutor said, "Don't offi
cially release the records." That is 
what we voted not to do. 

A court case will eventually come 
about. Justice will be served. But we 
could not release documents yesterday, 
because we are the ones that are sup
posed to care about the law. We are the 
ones who should carry out the explicit 
request of the U.S. attorney. That is 
what happened yesterday. 

IN SUPPORT OF DEFICIT 
REDUCTION LEGISLATION 

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

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
this mornfag to urge my colleagues on 
the Budget Reconciliation Conference 
Committee to please keep the burden 
of deficit reduction off the backs of 
children and families who are at or 

below the poverty line. I am particu
larly concerned about the working 
poor. 

Of the children in this country, 14.3 
million, or 21.8 percent are in poverty; 
1 out of 4 African-Americans are poor; 
a substantial percent of American fam
ilies are poor. 

Over 26 percent of my constituents 
live in poverty. I urge that the deficit 
reduction legislation be sensitive by 
ensuring that childless workers receive 
the earned income tax credit and by 
adopting the House-passed Mickey Le
land hunger provision. 

I would like my colleagues to be 
aware that when taxes are raised on 
Social Security, gasoline, alcohol, and 
tobacco, it is the childless worker 
below the poverty line who shoulders 
the most significant burden of the tax. 
Other segments of our population have 
offsets to these tax increases and are 
not a severely impacted as are the 
childless workers. 

To offset the proposed tax burdens, 
we need to provide both the EITC for 
childless workers and the Micky Le
land hunger program increases. 

I ask my colleagues to consider that 
only 28 percent of all poor nonelderly 
households would receive an offset 
from the regressive taxes if childless 
workers are not covered by the EITC. 
Further, only half of these households 
would receive an offset with the full 
House-passed EITC expansion. How
ever, if the full EITC and Leland meas
ures are included, 80 percent of non
elderly poor households would receive 
some relief from the energy tax. 

Most of us will be asked to sacrifice 
to help the Federal Government get 
the deficit under control. I sincerely 
hope we do not ask more from those 
who have so little to give. 

D 1100 

AID FOR VICTIMS OF WIND
RELATED DISASTERS 

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

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to try to communicate 
calmly with members of the Commit
tee on Rules, members of the Demo
cratic leadership, and anybody who is 
listening in the White House. 

The region I come from was hit by 
something weather experts had never 
seen before, by extraordinary wind that 
cut a 50-mile swath from Goodland, KS, 
to Denison, IA. That thunderstorm-re
lated wind, called a Derecho, that I had 
never heard of before, did more damage 
to my State and more damage to my 
district than all of the flooding, which 
is very severe. 

Various provisions of the emergency 
supplemental bill are available only to 
flood victims, not to wind-related vic
tims. The forces of this wind exceeded 
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125 miles an hour, according to re
corded elements. That is as bad as any
thing that hit the hurricane victims. 
The Midwest people, people in my 
State, Iowa, and Kansas, deserve the 
same fair treatment received by Hurri
cane Andrew, Hurricane Hugo, Ty
phoon Iniki citizens, nothing else. I 
hope this change can be made. 

REVOLT AGAINST THE RULES 
COMMITTEE 

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

Mr. BAKER of California. Mr. Speak
er, yesterday, the House worked its 
will and decided to defeat the rule on 
the disaster supplemental spending. 

This rule was defeated because tne 
House realized that we must find a way 
to pay for all the money we spend, no 
matter how worthy, no matter how 
necessary. 

Republicans supported the Nussle 
amendment which would have paid for 
the money in the disaster supple
mental. Unfortunately, the Democrat
dominated Rules Committee declined 

. to allow us this opportunity to pay for 
the money we spend. Instead they 
voted to place $3 billion more on the $4 
trillion National Debt. 

The Rules Committee decided that 
business as usual is good enough. It de
cided that even a discussion and a vote 
on the Nussle amendment was so revo
lutionary, so dangerous, that it could 
not be allowed. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the Committee 
on Rules to come back today with a 
rule that includes an amendment to 
pay for disaster relief without adding 
to the national debt. · 

We must stop deficit spending now. 

URGING WITHDRAWAL OF AMER
ICAN FORCES FROM SCENE OF 
SLAUGHTER IN BOSNIA 
(Mr. TORRICELLI asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. TORRICELLI. Mr. Speaker, the 
battle for Bosnia is about to become 
the slaughter of Sarajevo. Serbian 
forces have set the stage for this last 
great act, this unfolding tragedy. 
President Clinton recognized some 
time ago the arms embargo against 
Bosnian forces proportionately was 
putting them at a disadvantage, but 
tragically, our European allies refused 
to lift the embargo. As a consequence, 
Bosnia soon will be overrun by Serbian 
tanks. 

Today in a letter that I will offer to 
the President, along with members of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, we 
will ask that 1f we reject the policy,- at 
least we should not be enforcing it, and 
ask the President to withdraw the U.S. 
NaVY from the Adriatic. If the Euro-

peans refuse to allow others around the 
world to help Moslem forces, let them 
enforce it. 

Let the United States come home, 
and let history at least record that we 
were not a part of this senseless 
slaughter. 

IRAN'S CONTINUED REPRESSION 
OF THE BAHAI COMMUNITY 

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

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, we have 
received recent distressing reports 
from Iran on the continued repression 
of the Bahai community, that the 
Tehran authorities are now destroying 
gravesites in the principal Bahai ceme
tery in Tehran. Bodies are being re
moved to unknown destinations, and 
the municipal authorities reportedly 
intend to build a cultural center on the 
cemetery site. 

The acts are consistent with the se
cret Iranian Government plan which 
calls for suppression of the Bahai com
munity in Iran and the destruction of 
its cultural roots. 

The desecration of the Bahai ceme
tery in Tehran is not only a despicable 
attempt by the Iranian Government to 
add to the misery of the living by deny
ing to their loved ones interred at this 
site the respect that all civilized peo
ples accord to the dead, but an attempt 
to obliterate the heritage of the Bahai 
and all traces of their culture which 
originated in Iran. 

Our Nation has spoken out consist
ently on Iran's continued brutal repres
sion of the Bahai. I urge the State De
partment to continue to speak out 
against these outrages in human rights 
forums, and to press those govern
ments that conduct relations with Iran 
to use their influence to oppose this op
pression. I invite my colleagues to join 
in supporting House Concurrent Reso
lution 124, which protests the contin
ued repression of the Bahais by Iran. 

A BALANCED TRADE PROGRAM, 
NOT MORE TAXES, WILL KEEP 
AMERICA FREE 
(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, for 
the last 25 years Congress has sat back 
and watched American steel companies 
go bankrupt. On the other hand, Con
gress has watched chambers of com
merce around America give awards for 
excellence to European and Japanese 
steelmakers. 

Check this out. Documents now re
veal that Japan and Europe conspired 
to develop illegal cartels, illegal trade, 
and price-fixing to take over the Amer
ican steel industry. Unbelievable. The 

Constitution says that Congress shall 
regulate commerce with foreign na
tions, not regulate bankruptcy and un
employment for American workers. 

It is about illegal trade, Congress, 
not more taxes. Let us straighten out 
this unbalanced, unfair trade program 
that is killing American freedoms. 

UNFAIR RULES VOTED DOWN 
(Mr. CUNNINGHAM asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, 
President Clinton said, "It is the econ
omy, stupid," we need to reduce the 

. deficit. The majority leader said we 
were trying to look at a different 
standard than Hurricane Hugo. This is 
correct. In that vote, when Mr. Panetta 
was a Member, he stuck a nongermane 
language school in an emergency sup
plemental bill. A road between two 
military bases was stuck in that we 
had eliminated on this House floor. 

In this particular rule, there was a 
project in there for the gentlewoman 
from Los Angeles, a nongermane 
project that changed the term of "teen
ager" from the age of 13 to 30 years old. 
A 30-year-old teenager. Why? So they 
could get a $100 stipend for good 
grooming. 

The Democrats noted that they do 
not need a single Republican vote to 
pass a rule. They outnumber us. Forty
five Democrats voted against that rule. 
By the way, the majority leader said it 
was so important. Why did he skip that 
vote that was important to his dis
trict? 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. HEFNER. I have a parliamentary 

inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. (Mr. 

MURTHA). The gentleman will state his 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HEFNER. Mr. Speaker, I would 
ask, what is the extent of the 1-minute 
speeches? It was the understanding of a 
lot of us that there would be 15 on each 
side. Could we have some idea when 
this is going to end? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Through 
mutual agreement, there are two more 
on each side, so we will have two more 
on this side and two more on the Re
publican side. 

THE HIGH COST OF DRUGS FOR 
AIDS AND CANCER 

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

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. Speaker, yesterday 
brought some alarming news to the 
millions of Americans who cannot af
ford the high cost of medicines and 
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drug therapies. The Burroughs 
Wellcome drug company won a big 
round in the fight for the rights to the 
AIDS drug AZT. This decision means 
that many suffering patients will con
tinue to pay the exorbitant price of 
$2,500 a year for AZT. 

AZT and a growing number of block
buster cancer and AIDS drugs were de
veloped in partnership with Govern
ment scientists. Unfortunately, the 
Government has not taken steps to 
protect its interests in these codevel
oped drugs, and as a result, it will be 
tough, if not impossible to license 
these drugs to generic companies so 
that our consumers can get lower 
prices and our citizens full value for 
their tax dollar. 

0 1110 
I have introduced legislation to re

quire the Government to protect the 
interest of consumers and taxpayers in 
the codevelopment of pharmaceuticals. 
When we pass it, it will be in the inter
est of all Americans. 

HOUSE ETHICS COMMITTEE NOT 
IN POSSESSION OF ALL FILES 
ON HOUSE POST OFFICE SCAN
DAL 
(Mr. GRANDY asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. GRANDY. Mr. Speaker, I take 
the well at this time to clear up a mis
conception that I think occurred yes
terday during the debate over the 

. House post office investigation. It was 
alleged on separate occasions by the 
Speaker, by the majority leader, and 
by others that the House Ethics Com
mittee has the file on the House post 
office scandal. 

That is not completely accurate. We 
do not have a complete file. 

Let me read from a letter from the 
Justice Department to the chairman of 
the House Administration Committee, 
Mr. CHARLIE ROSE, which is dated July 
20 of this week. It says this: 

We have concluded that many House Post 
Office files are unaccounted for, that there 
are broad categories of files such as Mr. 
Rota's correspondence files from later years 
that were not included in either the task 
force materials or in the existing House post 
office files. 

I say this now because I do not want 
the membership to believe there is an 
ongoing investigation in the Ethics 
Committee when indeed there is not, 
and I ask only for Members to be aware 
that the House Ethics Committee does 
not have a complete file, and appar
ently nobody else does either. 

THE REPUBLICANS HA VE BECOME 
ROSS PEROT'S CRAZY OLD AUNT 
IN THE BASEMENT 

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

Mr. GENE ._GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, the Republicans have become 
the crazy old aunt in the basement 
that Ross Perot talked about during 
the campaign last year. They suffer 
from delusions of imaginary spending 
cuts that never materialize. They 
spend their days having conversations 
with the long-gone ghosts of the 
Reagan-Bush years. Last week, we saw 
how serious the Republicans were 
about budget cutting. We coined a new 
word-"Republicans." 

Last year, Americans told the Repub
licans to turn out the lights because 
the party is over. Well, the lights are 
still out and the Republicans are fum
bling around in the darkness with a 
plan that will not work. 

The Republicans are now asking us if 
we have ever heard of a country that 
taxed itself into prosperity. While I do 
not know of any country that has, I 
can show you one country and two Re
publican Presidential administrations 
that have borrowed themselves into a 
near economic disaster. 

The Democrats have always been the 
party of the people, the party of inclu
sion, and the party that offers hope to 
Americans on their way up. The Presi
dent's economic plan will mean growth 
in the economy and a reduction in the 
budget deficit. Let's get on with the 
budget process and leave those who 
would do nothing but whine and com
plain behind us. 

SAME OLD SAME OLD 
(Mr. SOLOMON asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I just 
heard the gentleman use that term 
"whine and complain" again, because 
Republicans want to cut, cut, cut, cut, 
cut; Democrats want to spend, spend, 
spend, spend, spend. 

Let me give an example. The Demo
crat leadership has just informed me 
that the Rules Committee is going to 
meet again. That is where I am headed, 
to put out the same old rule that pre
vents this House from working its will 
and paying for the supplemental appro
priation bill, and it will be back on this 
floor, the same old bill. 

Let us see how many people are going 
to switch their vote. 

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

Mr. SOLOMON. If I had the time I 
would. I would ask the gentleman to 
come up to the Rules Cammi ttee. 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION AU
THORIZATION ACT, FISCAL 
YEARS 1994 AND 1995 

(Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas asked The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
and was given permission to address MURTHA). Pursuant to House Resolu-

tion 193 and rule XXIII, the Chair de
clares the House in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the 
Union for the further consideration of 
the bill, H.R. 2200. 
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Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the fur
ther consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2200) to authorize appropriations to the 
National Aeronautics and Space Ad
ministration for research and develop
ment, space flight, control, and data 
communications, construction of fa
cilities, research and program manage
ment, and inspector general, and for 
other purposes, with Mrs. UNSOELD in 
the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAffiMAN. When the Commit

tee of the Whole rose on Wednesday, 
June 23, 1993, the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
ROEMER] had been disposed of and title 
I was open for amendment at any 
point. 

Are there further amendments to 
title I? 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

Madam Chairman, I am pleased that 
we have finally gotten this bill back to 
the floor. It has been kind of a long 
siege off the floor, given the open rule 
that we have. 

I must say, however, that I am hope
ful that the Democratic leadership will 
maybe pull us off the floor again in the 
near future, and by unanimous consent 
bring the supplemental appropriation 
to the floor. 

As was established earlier today by 
parliamentary inquiry, it is entirely 
possible to take up the emergency sup
plemental flood relief program by 
unanimous consent here on the floor 
yet today, so that we could leave for 
the weekend having completed our 
work on the supplemental appropria
tion. It does not require a rule. It re
quires only the chairman of the House 
Appropriations Committee to come to 

. the floor and ask unanimous consent to 
bring his bill to the floor. 

I would hope that at that point that 
we would be as a committee prepared 
to rise to take up that particular mat
ter, because while the subject matters 
that we will be discussing here today 
are in fact important to the House of 
Representatives, the matter of getting 
relief to the flood victims in the Mid
west is certainly something that ought 
to be addressed by the House before we 
leave for our weekend recess. 

So while, as I say, I am pleased that 
we will move forward now on NASA, 
hopefully before this day is over we 
will rise, the chairman of the Appro
priations Committee will ask unani
mous consent to bring the supple
mental appropriation to the floor, and 
the supplemental appropriation will be 
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taken up before the House adjourns 
this afternoon. 

Madam Chairman, I yield the balance 
of my time. 
AMENDMENTS OFFERED BY MR. SENSENBRENNER 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Chairman, I offer two amendments, and 
I ask unanimous consent that they be 
considered en bloc. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re
port the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendments offered by Mr. SENSEN

BRENNER: 
Page 11, lines 1 and 2, strike "and 

$35,000,000 for fiscal year 1995". 
Page 11, lines 4 through 8, strike "and 

transferring the production" and all that fol
lows through "Yellow Creek, Mississippi". 

Page 11, line 25, insert "No Federal funds 
may be obligated for the continuation of the 
Advanced Solid Rocket Motor program, ex
cept as necessary to terminate such pro
gram." after "on the Space Shuttle.". 

Page 14, lines 22 and 23, strike paragraph 
(24). 

Page 14, line 24, through page 16, line 9, re
designate paragraphs (25) through (39) as 
paragraphs (24) through (38), respectively. 

Page 16, line 11, strike "(39)" and insert in 
lieu thereof "(38)". 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER (during the 
reading). Madam Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the amend
ments be considered as read and print
ed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to consider the amendments 
en bloc? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 

Chairman, my amendment is very sim
ple, and I urge my colleagues to sup
port it. 

First, this amendment is not about 
the advanced solid rocket motor. It is 
about whether a Federal facility should 
become an entitlement program and 
whether or not Congress means what it 
says when it cancels an unneeded pro
gram. 

The Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology terminated the ASRM. 

But it did not terminate funding for 
the ASRM facility. 

And worse, it decided to throw 1,000 
citizens in one State out of work, and 
transfer their jobs to Mississippi. 

Observe that I voted for the ASRM 
when it had a mission to perform for 
the space program, in general, and 
space station in particular. 

But the facts presented to Congress 
by NASA this year draw another con
clusion: 

The ASRM is a program in search of 
a mission. And the ASRM complex is a 
facility in search of a program. 

If the ASRM has no mission, it begs 
the question, Why does the ASRM fa
cility have a mission? 

The leadership of the House Science 
Committee, Chairman BROWN and Mr. 

WALKER, oppose my amendment on the 
grounds that we must use the facility 
now that it's 90-percent built. 

I agree with them: 
If and when a good idea comes along 

and we can use that facility for some
thing else, I say let it come before the 
Congress and compete with everything 
else for funding. 

But I don't believe we in Congress 
should be wheeling and dealing, invent
ing uses for abandoned facilities, espe
cially when it puts 1,000 people out of 
work. 

H.R. 2200 as reported does something 
worse than continuing the ASRM pro
gram. It sets up a make-work jobs pro
gram that, if allowed to stand, throws 
1,000 people out of work in one part of 
the country and moves those jobs to 
Mississippi. 

Just think about it. The Science 
Committee has decided to, in effect, 
authorize using a $488 million facility 
that has no program for a different 
purpose than the one it is being built 
for. 

I decided to bring this matter to the 
attention of the House because it raises 
serious questions about how we use 
taxpayer money. 

The ASRM facility that my amend
ment shuts down was once intended to 
be a large nuclear power plant-that 
was also canceled. 

I suspect this facility can wait again 
until a better use for it comes along. 

The ASRM is not the only program 
Congress will cancel this year. So my 
amendment speaks to a broad range of 
taxpayer concern. For example: 

From which State or States will we 
transfer jobs to Texas, if the 
supercollider is canceled? 

Afterall, there's a facility that's 
nearly complete, too. According to the 
logic in H.R. 2200, we'd have to scrape 
up a bunch of jobs all over America and 
ship them to Texas. 

My amendment asks, "why?" 
Why should workers who are not in

volved with the ASRM be made to lose 
their jobs because the ASRM was can
celed? 

My amendment asks why is the facil
ity of a canceled program in Mis
sissippi more important than the 
rights of workers in 49 other States? 

The people in Utah, who will lose 
their jobs now, have to be asking what 
they did to deserve this. 

If you are not from Mississippi, you 
should be asking what have the people 
of your State done to deserve this, too, 
because they will be next. 

This pork-swap is exactly the kind of 
inside baseball the American people 
are sick and tired of. 

If every time the Congress tries to 
cut wasteful programs it must not only 
fund a pork-barrel replacement pro
gram, but should throw 1,000 people out 
of work doing it. 

Better we should provide the savings 
from my amendment to the flood vie-

tims, and not reward the pork-barrel 
spending that has gone on since I have 
been in the House. 

NATIONAL TAXPAYERS UNION, 
June 16, 1993. 

Hon. F. JAMES SENSENBRENNER, Jr., 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology, 
2332 Rayburn House Office Building, Washing-

ton, DC. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE SENSENBRENNER: On 

behalf of the National Taxpayers Union, I am 
pleased to convey NTU's support for the Sen
senbrenner Amendment to R.R. 2200 as re
ported. 

Your amendment to close down the ASRM 
facilities finishes the job begun by the Com
mittee when it zeroed funding for the Ad
vanced Solid Rocket Motor program. NTU 
has urged termination of this unnecessary 
pork program for some time. 

While we agree with the Committee on 
Science, Space and Technology's decision to 
cut the ASRM program, we were dismayed 
the door was left open for almost any pork 
project to be located at the ASRM facilities. 
In fact, H.R. 2200, as reported, specifically 
causes the immediate transfer of work being 
performed in the state of Utah. 

We do not support the creation of make
work jobs programs every time a useless pro
gram is eliminated. Your amendment re
solves our remaining concern, and we urge 
its adoption by the House next week. 

Sincerely. 
JILL LANCELOT, 

Director of Congressional Affairs. 

0 1120 
Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 

Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SENSENBRENNER]. 

May I say first that the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SENSENBRENNER], 
is a very knowledgeable and important 
member of the Subcommittee on Space 
of the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology, and I respect his judg
ment a great deal with regard to every 
issue that comes before the committee, 
particularly those involving the space 
program. 

In this situation I think that we have 
a little difficulty, perhaps a philosophi
cal disagreement, more than anything 
else. We have invested very close to 
$500 million in a new, modern plant for 
the manufacturing of rocket motors in 
Mississippi. Mr. SENSENBRENNER wants 
to scrap that plant as well as the ad
vanced solid rocket motor program, 
and he argues that, in a sense, what we 
are doing is a make-work program 
which we should not be trying to do. 

I disagree very strongly with the gen
tleman with regard to that. We have a 
new and modern facility which can and 
should be used. The contractor would 
build solid rocket motors. The Thiokol 
Co. is operating an old, obsolescent or 
nearly obsolescent plant in Utah, as 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER indicates, with 
about a thousand employees. The com
pany itself wishes to move into this 
new and modern plant. I am addressing 
this specifically because I think this 
was the key part of Mr. SENSEN
BRENNER'S argument. They are so anx
ious to move to this new plant, which 
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would improve the quality of their pro
duction and reduce its costs, that they 
are willing to invest SlOO million of 
their own money in doing that. Now, I 
think we should encourage them to do 
that and that we should be pleased at 
the opportunity to get the maximum 
return from essentially a $500 million 
investment that the U.S. Government 
and the taxpayers have already made, 
and at the same time to improve the 
productivity and the efficiency of a 
major part of the space program. 

We are going to continue to need 
solid rocket motors. They will not be 
advanced solid rocket motors, which 
we are scrapping, but we will continue 
to need the motors which we are now 
using which have been redesigned. 
They are a very good motor, and we 
ought to be working on ways to 
produce them with maximum effi
ciency and the lowest possible cost. 
And that is what the provisions that 
we have in this bill which the gen
tleman proposes to strike would do. 

I very strongly urge opposition to 
this amendment on the grounds that 
this is the best possible way to serve 
the needs of the people of this country. 
We are not creating jobs in some ab
stract way. This is the normal way in 
which we upgrade the industrial capa
bility of this country. There will be 
some workers who may need to move 
or may be displaced as a result of it, 
but as Mr. SENSENBRENNER himself ad
mits, this is normal, and he would of 
course prefer that we do not spend too 
much time worrying about the dis
placement of those workers that we al
ready have in Mississippi, but he is 
deeply concerned about those in Utah, 
apparently. 

I think he is mistaken on this. 
Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, I 

rise in opposition to the amendment. 
Madam Chairman, the issue here is 

really one of whether or not we are 
going to need solid rocket motors or 
whether or not we do not need solid 
rocket motors, and whether or not you 
want them built in the most efficient 
way possible, in the safest way possible 
or whether you do not. 

The fact is we as a committee have 
decided to get rid of the ASRM. The 
ASRM is no longer a question here; the 
gentleman from Wisconsin was very ac
curate in what he said about that par
ticular program. We have decided 
whatever the merits of that program 
may have been, it is not one that we 
should continue on. And so we are 
going to save several hundred millions 
of dollars by not building the ASRM. 

Now, you get down to the question of 
whether or not you need solid rocket 
motors at all, and the answer to that 
question is you are going to continue 
to fly the rocket motors and you are 
going to continue to do certain mili
tary missions and you do indeed need 
to have solid rocket motors. The solid 
rocket motors that we are particularly 

addressing here are the ones that go on 
the shuttle. 

Now, I believe that there are some 
people, not the gentleman from Wis
consin, but there are some people 
whose intention is to shut down the 
manned space program. So, they will 
be for this particular amendment be
cause their intention is to stop us from 
producing solid rocket motors, period, 
with the hope that ultimately that 
shuts down the entire manned space 
program. 

I think that that is a part of some 
people's agendas around here; certainly 
not the gentleman from Wisconsin. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin simply ar
gues that we are better off continuing 
to build the solid rocket motors at the 
NASA facility in Utah or at the 
Thiokol facility in Utah rather than 
the new facility in Yellow Creek. 

Now, I think that that needs to be ex
amined in light of the argument the 
gentleman makes about expense. NASA 
is already having to put substantial 
sums of money into the Utah facility 
because it is old, it is growing obsolete, 
and it is incapable of maintaining the 
efficiency and safety standards nec
essary to produce solid rocket motors 
into the future. 

We are going to be flying the shuttle 
perhaps for the next 25 years. That 
means that this facility is going to 
have to maintain that production ca
pacity for 25 more years. Already 
NASA is beginning to expend resources 
in order to make that facility capable 
of handling this particular problem. 
That does not save money for NASA to 
continue to have to spend money to 
redo that which is in place at the 
present time. 

In the case of the facility in Mis
sissippi, we have a facility which is 90 
percent complete, which does represent 
the most modern facility in the world 
for producing solid rocket motors. 
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The question is whether· or not you 

are going to utilize that facility for 
some worthwhile national purpose or 
not. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin has 
made a determination that instead of 
utilizing that facility, we ought to 
abandon it, and that instead of taking 
the world's most modern facility for 
solid rocket motors and utilizing it in 
our national interests, that it ought to 
be left vacant. That is certainly a judg
ment that this House can make. 

I think it would be a bad judgment, 
because I think the long-term cost of 
doing this will be detrimental to the 
shuttle program and will be detrimen
tal to our ability to maintain a good 
space effort. 

As to the jobs, that is obviously a se
rious question. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin makes a very strong argu
ment about the fact that jobs would be 
transferred on this. There is no doubt 
about that. 

The company itself that wants to in
vest $100 million of their own money in 
this new facility has stated that that 
job transfer would take place. It is not 
a loss of jobs in one place that is going 
to another. The fact is that most of the 
jobs are going to be transferred out of 
Utah to Mississippi. I mean, these are 
highly trained technicians that the 
company probably is not going to want 
to move, so it is certainly going to 
offer them the opportunity to move; 
but there is no doubt that affects the 
economy of one State versus another 
State. 

The real judgment for this House is 
whether or not you want to continue to 
pour money into an old obsolete facil
ity that is going to drain us more and 
more over the years, or whether or not 
you want to use a state-of-the-art facil
ity that is 90 percent done now, that 
one paid for is likely to be able to pro
vide all the solid rocket motors that 
we need without substantial new in
vestment through the life cycle of the 
space shuttle. 

I do not know how the House will de
termine this. The gentleman says that 
people like the National Taxpayers 
Union and so on will score his amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex
pired. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. WALKER 
was allowed to proceed for 2 additional 
minutes.) 

Mr. WALKER. The National Tax
payers Union then will come along and 
they will not want the money spent, ei
ther, for upgrading the facility in 
Utah. That is a judgment that we will 
have to make in future years. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALKER. I yield to the gen
tleman from California. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, I want to thank the gen
tleman for his very cogent statement. 
He has correctly described the situa
tion and I think he has come to the 
correct decision with regard to whether 
to support or oppose the Sensenbrenner 
amendment. 

Obviously, this is a case where a 
manufacturer wants to change from an 
old obsolete plant to another new up
graded plant built at taxpayers' ex
pense which will improve the efficiency 
and reduce the cost of the product. 

Now, I happen to have in my own dis
trict in southern California a lot of ex
perience with contractors moving their 
plants to other places. 

The Hughes Co., for example, is mov'
ing their missile plant from Pomona, 
which joins my district, to another 
State. it does not happen to be Utah. I 
think it is Arizona. 

A number of other companies are 
making these same kinds of moves and 
they are doing it invariably for the 
purpose of consolidating operations, 
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generally in facilities which are more 
efficient and where they can produce a 
better product at a lower cost. This is 
exactly what Thiokol is doing. We 
should be encouraging this, not trying 
to dip into this. 

Mr. WALKER. My understanding is 
that Thiokol has already argued that 
they are going to be able to thereby re
tain jobs in Utah by operating this 
more efficient facility in Mississippi. 
So in terms of the people in Utah, it is 
a win situation. Otherwise, they may 
lose the entire production. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALKER. Yes, I yield to the gen
tleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Chairman, since the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania made reference to the 
National Taxpayers Union position, let 
me read most of the letter that they 
sent to me in support of my amend
ment into the RECORD, which rebuts 
what the gentleman has said. 

Mr. WALKER. Well, I only have a 
limited amount of time here. 

(At the request of Mr. SENSEN
BRENNER, and by unanimous consent, 
Mr. WALKER was allowed to proceed for 
2 additional minutes.) 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, I 
think the gentleman can get his own 
time to read the letter. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Well, if the 
gentleman will yield, I have used my 
own time. I gave an argument in favor 
of my amendment. But if the gen
tleman refuses to yield, that is fine. 

Mr. WALKER. Well, I yield to the 
gentleman, and I understand the point 
that he made with regard to the Na
tional Taxpayers Union. I said that 
they oppose this amendment. 

The only point that I am making is 
th~t I rank as well as the gentleman 
does, or very close to what the gen
tleman does, with the National Tax
payers Union in most instances. He is 
usually the highest in the House, but I 
usually rank pretty well with the gen
tleman, too; but I do know what they 
do is they oppose any new spending 
items. That is a worthwhile position. 
That is good of them to do. 

But my point is that in the future 
when we come along and want money 
to upgrade the facility in Utah, we can 
be assured that they will probably also 
be opposed to doing that. I am just sug
gesting that at some point along the 
way you will probably face the same 
situation. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Chairman, if the gentleman will yield, 
if I may be permitted to read what 
they said, perhaps the committee will 
be able to work its will. 

In the last paragraph of the letter, it 
says: 

We do not support the creation of make
work jobs every time a useless program is 
eliminated. Your amendment solves our re
maining concern. We urge its adoption by 
the House. 

Mr. WALKER. Well, Madam Chair
man, the gentleman does not answer 
the point that I made. The gentleman 
has now made another good political 
statement about make-work jobs. 

I am suggesting, however, that in the 
future that there are going to have to 
be substantial NASA investments in 
the facility in Utah. 

Now, I do not know whether those 
are going to be make-work jobs as well, 
but I do know they are going to be ex
pensive for us in our committee. We 
are going to have to find resources to 
do that, and it does not sound to me 
that the National Taxpayers Union 
even spoke to that issue. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Chairman, if the gentleman will yield 
further, he may recall that he and I 
both opposed the National Taxpayer 
Union last year and voted to continue 
funding the ASRM when it came up. I 
did so because the ASRM was needed to 
send the space station up. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
again expired. 

(At the request of Mr. SENSEN
BRENNER, and by unanimous consent, 
Mr. WALKER was allowed to proceed for 
1 additional minute.) 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Chairman, if the gentleman will con
tinue to yield, according to Mr. 
Goldin 's own testimony, the ASRM 
will not be completed until 3 years 
after the space station is completed. 

Mr. WALKER. I joined the gentleman 
in support of money for the ASRM. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. So that is 
why the committee killed the ASRM. 

The question here is whether we will 
continue pouring money into a facility 
for a program that has already been 
killed and no new program has been au
thorized. 

Mr. WALKER. The gentleman knows 
that that is not the question before the 
House. The question before the House 
is whether or not we are going to use 
this state-of-the-art world-class facil
ity to build solid rocket motors in the 
safest and most efficient manner nec
essary, and the gentleman says he does 
not want to do that. 

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALKER. I am happy to yield to 
the gentleman from Utah. 

Mr. HANSEN. Madam Chairman, I 
really think there has been a mis
conception on what has been said, and 
I say that very respectfully to the 
chairman and also to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

The $100 million going the Mississippi 
plant is to bring it up to the same 
place the Utah plant is right now. For 
anyone to believe that that is a dilapi
dated nonstate-of-the-art facility has 
not seen the facility. They are con
stantly pouring money into the that 
facility. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WALKER] has expired. 

Mr. RAMSTAD. Madam Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Madam Chairman, I rise today in 
strong support of the amendment of
fered by Mr. SENSENBRENNER, the rank
ing Republican on the Space Sub
committee. 

At the beginning of this year, I intro
duced H.R. 999, which would require the 
Administrator of NASA to take all ac
tion necessary to terminate production 
of the advanced solid rocket motor. 

The ASRM is unnecessary to our 
space program, harmful to the environ
ment and could cost at least $3. 7 billion 
according to NASA. My bill has 52 co
sponsors from both sides of the aisle 
and the support of groups ranging from 
the National Taxpayers Union to the 
Friends of the Earth. 

By now, the story of the ASRM is a 
familiar one. Last year, it had vir
tually no support in NASA or in Con
gress. It was not included in the Presi
dent's budget request. It was success
fully defeated on the House floor. It 
was not even included in the Senate 
bill. But funding for the ASRM was re
stored by the conference committee. 
This year, as you know, the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology ap
proved an amendment which termi
nates the ASRM. There is no funding 
for continued construction of the 
ASRM in the NASA authorization bill. 
I applaud the committee on this wise 
and fiscally responsible action. 

But the committee may have un
knowingly set a dangerous and expen
sive precedent in the process. The 
ASRM may be terminated, but the 
pork-barrel nature of the project is 
alive and well. 
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The successful and efficient project is 

to be transferred from Utah into the 
ASRM facility in Mississippi, and that 
is hardly a way to run a railroad. The 
cost of the transfer that is being con
templated, that is being proposed, in
cluding upgrading the Mississippi facil
ity, is projected to be $35 million, not 
to mention the job loss, very unfortu
nate job loss, that would occur in Utah. 

Madam Chairman, I think Citizens 
Against Government Waste said it best 
when they said, and I am quoting, "the 
waste is not just the ASRM program, 
but in the pork barreling of the facili
ties and the transferring of meaningful 
work to an otherwise useless facility." 

I urge the 52 cosponsors of the legis
lation I introduced, H.R. 999, and all of 
my colleagues to support the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SENSENBRENNER] to end 
this $3. 7 billion pork barrel project 
once and for all. Let us show the Amer
ican people we can close down a waste
ful project without creating another 
one in its place. Let us finally show 
some true fiscal responsibility. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair
man, I move to strike the requisite 
number of words. 
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Madam Chairman, I rise in strong op

position to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER]. It does not please me 
to because the gentleman and I worked 
on the subcommittee very well to
gether and agreed usually 80 or 90 per
cent of the time. I respectfully disagree 
with the gentleman on this amend
ment, and at the same time I want to 
commend the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. ROEMER] for actually structuring 
a very fair approach, I think, for deal
ing with this pro bl em. 

Several weeks ago I am aware of the 
fact that the House voted overwhelm
ingly to terminate the ASRM program. 
Today I think we have to make a deci
sion on whether or not to salvage that 
that we have already invested in, and I 
think a few things need to be said. 

Madam Chairman, we have spent $488 
million building a very modern, highly 
efficient rocket motor production facil
ity in Yellow Creek, MS, and within 2 
months, I am told that will be almost 
90 percent complete. There are other 
activities for which these new facilities 
at Yellow Creek could be beneficially 
used, so it seems to me it would be a 
mistake to walk away from a new, effi
cient, 90-percent complete production 
facility that can be productively used 
to support a major national program 
which will continue for decades. 

Accordingly, Madam Chairman, I 
urge all Members to vote against the 
amendment. 

Mr. CRAMER. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HALL of Texas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. CRAMER. Madam Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
HALL], and I would like to point out as 
well that this facility will be 90-percent 
complete by the end of this year. We 
are in a state of negotiations now with 
the Russians with regard to other tech
nology that we could use and develop 
together in the space program, and I 
think it would be a mistake for us to 
turn our backs on a project that we 
have invested this level of money in. I, 
too, reluctantly oppose this amend
ment, and not too often do I say to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ROEMER] 
that I support his alternative. Here I 
think it is a very reasonable one and 
one, under the circumstances, that I 
think the membership should look at. 

Mr. ROEMER. Madam Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Madam Chairman, I rise in opposi
tion to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SEN
SENBRENNER] too. I would just like to 
clarify a couple of things that we have 
been talking about. 

First of all, Madam Chairman, this 
amendment is not about continuing 
ASRM. My amendment in the commit
tee cancelled ASRM, terminated 
ASRM. We will not continue to fund 

ASRM. That is the intention of the 
committee, that is the intention of this 
House. We spoke on that in the appro
priations bill, and we will continue to 
abide by the funding that we put in the 
committee report on page 62 where we 
terminate the advanced solid rocket 
motor program. 

Let me make that very, very clear to 
my colleagues. We are not voting on 
continuing that program at this point. 
That program is over budget. It was 
slipped in schedule by 42 months. That 
made it impossible to help deliver 
heavy lift capabilities or deliver space 
station loads if the space station con
tinues to be funded in the future, which 
I hope it will not be, but if it does, 
ASRM could not have helped put those 
payloads in space. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROEMER. I yield to the gen
tleman from California. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, I just wanted to thank the 
gentleman for making the points that 
he is making here. He has played a 
very important role in drafting this 
amendment reflecting both his philoso
phy with regard to getting the most for 
our investment in this area, and of 
course, as he points out, he is opposed 
to the space station, and therefore he 
is not biased by following the leader
ship of the chairman on important is
sues like this. But just to clarify the 
history: 

After the Challenger accident, which 
involved a failure on the part of one of 
the solid rocket motors, the whole 
process was reexamined, and the mo
tors were redesigned. It is these rede
signed motors that are now being man
ufactured in Utah. The advanced mo
tors was an additional change which 
would have given another approxi
mately 10,000-pound lift to the shuttle, 
as I recall, and we will not need that 
because that additional lift was nec
essary, as the gentleman from Indiana 
has pointed out, to help build the space 
station with fewer shuttle flights. 

That is not going to be done at the 
present time. We will instead proceed 
with the redesigned motors, and we 
will use it for the next 25 years, and, if 
we assume that we will have 10 flights 
a year, that is 20 times 25 or 500 of 
these motors that we will need. 

Now we rescue these casings that fall 
back into the ocean, we refurbish 
them, we add a new thingamajig, the 
thing at the end of it, and that is a sci
entific term, "thingamajig," so we are 
going to have a continuing operation 
to produce, we will say, 500 of these. 
For that we need the kind of advanced 
modern facility we have in this site, 
and I think the gentleman correctly 
analyzed this problem in structuring 
his amendment. 

Mr. ROEMER. In continuing my 
statement, Madam Chairman, I thank 
the distinguished chairman, the gen-

tleman from California [Mr. BROWN], 
for his support here. As somebody who 
is a proponent of this space station, 
somebody who is strongly opposed to 
this space station, we both agree that 
the advanced solid rocket motor should 
not continue to be funded. 

The second point that I think we 
need to make here is that we are talk
ing about NASA conversion. We have 
talked about defense conversion being 
a good thing, productive policy, invest
ing in our workers and our workplaces. 
That is what this amendment is doing. 
It is trying to make the most out of 
our facilities and our skilled workers. 
These skilled workers in this facility 
happen to be in Mississippi. This is not 
something in Indiana, for this gen
tleman from Indiana, but I think in 
terms of good public policy and invest
ing in people that have been doing 
some good work down there where we 
have spent $488 million, where a facil
ity is 90-percent complete, we should be 
investing and using this state-of-the
art facility to continue to keep people 
working and continue to make good 
work products. 

Second, I think that we also know in 
terms of this argument that we have 
seen the commercial on TV where the 
mechanic is working on the car, and he 
says, "Well, you didn't change your oil, 
and now you've busted your engine. 
You either pay me now or you pay me 
later." We can either pay now in good 
investments in public policy or pay 
lots of money later on down the road. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ROEMER] 
has expired. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. ROEMER 
was allowed to proceed for 1 additional 
minute.) 

Mr. ROEMER. Madam Chairman, 
lastly I would just make the argument, 
too, that some people have said that 
this is wheeling and dealing. This is 
not wheeling and dealing. This is a bi
partisan agreement. This is the distin
guished Republican ranking member, 
the chairman, my amendment, coming 
together to try to plan ahead an in
vestment in the future. 

Second, it is not make-work. We are 
producing solid rocket nozzels. We 
should produce them in the state-of
the-art facility in Yellow Creek. We 
are refurbishing solid rocket motor 
cases. That will continue to take place. 
This is not make-work. Let us do it in 
a great facility. 

Last, it is not a mandate for Con
gress. We are not saying we are man
dating that they have to do this in the 
private sector. The private sector 
wants to do this. They want to spend 
money to do this. They want to work 
in a partnership with the Government 
and NASA to make good products here 
and to have good workers work on 
those good products. 

This is a bipartisan investment in 
NASA, in workers, in a state-of-the-art 
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manufacturing facility, and I urge my 
colleagues to defeat this amendment. 

D 1150 
Mr. HANSEN. Madam Chairman, I 

move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Madam Chairman, today I rise in 
strong support of the Sensenbrenner 
amendments to cut an additional $35 
million in construction funds for the 
advanced solid rocket motor program. 

Madam Chairman, I commend the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SEN
SENBRENNER] for his leadership and 
willingness to take on this wasteful 
and unnecessary program. 

The committee's action in voting to 
terminate the ASRM program was 
commendable and a recognition that 
ASRM was at best a low-priority pro
gram which funneled massive amounts 
of funding away from much higher pri
ority NASA scientific programs. 

I just stand amazed as I have been 
listening to this state-of-the-art bit 
around here. There is nothing that is 
state of the art about that, anymore 
than it is state of the art in Utah. And 
I notice that everybody who said that 
has not been in Utah. The most state
of-the-art nozzle program today is in 
the State of Utah and does not have to 
be built. 

I would like to go along on the idea 
of the redesigned rocket motor. The re
designed rocket motor was redesigned 
after the space shuttle program that 
we had, and the president of that par
ticular company we have been referring 
to, said that without any additional 
cost to the U.S. Government, without 
one more dime to NASA, "I will give 
you the exact same thrust out of the 
redesigned rocket motor that is pres
ently going to go into the ASRM pro
gram, which is a pay-per-missile." It 
has not been built, and it is an inferior 
company we are looking at. 

So I really stand amazed when I hear 
that. 

With over 27 successful shuttle 
flights since the Challenger incident, 
the redesigned solid rocket motors 
have performed flawlessly. The obvious 
question had to be asked-why? Why do 
the American taxpayers need to spend 
an additional $4 billion on a redundant 
and wasteful program just to provide 
jobs for a certain region of the country 
when the existing motors work just 
fine and will continue to meet NASA's 
shuttle needs and requirements? 

As pleased as I was with the commit
tee's action, however, it did not go far 
enough. 

The committee left in the bill lan
guage which authorizes $35 million for 
additional construction in ASRM fa
cilities; and up to $150 million to be 
used for the tra,nsf er of existing RSRM 
nozzle work and rocket-motor-case re
furbishment to the ASRM Yellow 
Creek facility which is still under con- · 
struction. 

This is a little pork barrel that we all 
have to look at. The effect of this lan
guage is to move over 1,000 jobs from 
northern Utah to northern Mississippi. 
And for no justifiable reason. Do we 
just have millions to burn around here 
to provide make-work projects and to 
play Robin Hood with jobs in every
body else's district? 

I think the taxpayers have had 
enough. I ask the Members to please 
help me explain this sorry example of 
how not to legislate to my constituents 
back home. 

I ask them to come out to Brigham 
City, UT, and look these thousands of 
workers and their families in the eye 
and say, "Yes, you do a great job, you 
have done it for years, you have been 
the very best, and you are the best in 
the world. You work hard, you pay 
taxes, and you raise your families, but 
your jobs are going to Mississippi." 

There is no scientific or financial 
reason to make this move. I think this 
is just unacceptable. 

The proponents of this ARSM nozzle 
transfer say, "Well, we have invested 
nearly $1 billion in this Yellow Creek 
facility. We should complete it and get 
some good use out of it." 

This is like throwing good money 
after bad. That facility should never 
have been built in the first place. 

Just to give the Members an exam
ple, out in my own district the Depart
ment of Defense has just recommended 
the closure of part of the Tooele Army 
Depot. It is brand new and was dedi
cated last Halloween. The Secretary of 
the Army and I stood there and cut the 
ribbon on the brand new facility. It is 
state-of-the-art, there is none better. It 
refurbished trucks, and generators bet
ter than any other place in the entire 
world. 

We are closing it. It is the most mod
ern state-of-the-art industrial plant, 
but everyone says we can save two
thirds on it. Are we going to cry about 
it and drag our feet? Heavens, no, we 
are going to move ahead and turn that 
lemon into lemonade. We will find 
something better for it to do. It is just 
like what can be done in Mississippi 
and all those countless places where we 
have just built a state-of-the-art facil
ity. 

We have been told by the Department 
of Defense, "Well, don't worry. You 
will find a reuse for that new facility, 
and you will be better off than ever be
fore." 

We are buying the language because 
we have to. The DOD is telling dozens 
of communities across this country af
fected by base closures the same thing. 

Why is the rocket plant in Mis
sissippi any different than the consoli
dated maintenance facility in Tooele, 
UT, or any other place? It is exactly 
the same. What is so special about it 
that it should be given special consid
eration? Is it not just like base clo
sures? I ask that because I can testify 

that the 1993 base closure recommenda
tions will result in the closure of the 
newest, most modern depot facility in 
the entire Department of Defense. And 
I am only uttering the words of John 
Shannon, the Acting Secretary. 

Again I can tell the Members that 
my constituents back home, in Utah, 
are not going to buy that argument 
that we need to pump millions more 
into this unnecessary facility just so 
we can find a use for it. 

Let the good folks down their in Mis
sissippi have the same opportunity 
they are having all over the country. 
Let them worry over it and find a le
gitimate use for this facility and not 
take more money from the taxpayers. I 
am sure the people of that area can do 
a good job. They can probably make 
lemonade out of it. They can turn that 
into a fine facility to do a thousand dif
ferent things. Why should the Amer
ican taxpayers do it when we are try
ing to push this over into the free mar
ketplace? 

I have the greatest respect for the 
gentleman from Mississippi. I think he 
has been a admirable Member, and I 
know it is a little uncomfortable to go 
against someone of that stature, but I 
make this plea in the interest of the 
taxpayers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Utah [Mr. HANSEN] has 
expired. 

Mr. SHEPHERD. Madam Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Madam Chairman, I rise today in 
support of the amendments offered by 
my esteemed colleague, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SENSENBRENNER], 
to terminate the advanced solid rocket 
motor program once and for all. I have 
stood here and testified before that · 
ASRM is unnecessary, that it is mas
sively over budget and behind schedule, 
and that it threatens the local and 
global environment. Just last month 
the House voted 379 to 43 to terminate 
all funds for ASRM. Now it is time to 
complete the unfinished business and 
to completely deauthorize ASRM as 

·well. 
I would like to applaud the decision 

by the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology to phase out the 
ASRM program. Unfortunately, the 
committee did not go far enough. In
stead of eliminating the bill outright, 
which was the logical commonsense 
thing to do, the bill provides for the 
completion of the facility built to con
struct it and requires that part of the 
production of the current solid rocket 
motor, which is being manufactured 
perfectly well in Utah, be moved there. 

It is argued that this is a state-of
the-art facility, and if it is a state-of
the-art facility, it is a state-of-the-art 
facility that is utterly broken. It is wet 
and leaking, and you cannot make ad
vanced solid rocket motors in a damp 
climate. They are being currently man
ufactured in a dry climate where we do 
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not have any of those construction 
problems, and that is where it should 
stay. 

Not only would 32 million taxpayer 
dollars be required to complete this fa
cility, but there would be enormous 
costs of retooling the facility for cur
rent production, and these costs would 
have to be passed onto the taxpayer as 
well. 

There is a principle at stake here. 
This is a piece of pork that just will 
not go away. ASRM is an object lesson 
of how a program, regardless of its 
merits, is almost impossible to elimi
nate once it has been started. These 
amendments would send a clear mes
sage to the Senate, to the conference 
committee, to the White House, and to 
the American people that we will no 
longer tolerate this kind of blatant 
misuse of public funds. 

In my business I learned how foolish 
it is, as the gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
HANSEN] just said very eloquently, to 
throw good money after bad. 

Madam Chairman, the sensible thing 
is to stop and to go forward in the most 
economical way. Unless we adopt these 
amendments, ASRM will rise again. 

Madam Chairman, I say to the Mem"
bers of the House that it is time to ex
tinguish this program once and for all. 
I urge the Members to support the Sen
senbrenner amendments. 

Mr. ORTON. Madam Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Madam Chairman, I say to my col
leagues that we did vote a few weeks 
ago almost unanimously, 379 to 43, to 
cut the 1994 appropriations from the 
ASRM project. 

D 1200 
We made a slight error though. We 

should also have rescinded the continu
ing appropriation in 1993, because they 
continue to dump millions of dollars 
into that facility as we speak, building 
as fast as they can throw mortar and 
bricks together, to continue a facility 
which has no purpose. 

I commend my colleague, the gen
tleman from Utah [Mr. HANSEN], and 
the gentlewoman from Utah [Ms. SHEP
HERD] for their fine cogent statements. 
In fact, the gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
HANSEN] led us through step-by-step 
what has taken place. 

At the time of the disastrous explo
sion of the shuttle, this body chose to 
provide for an advanced solid rocket 
motor to take the place of the motor 
which at that point was functioning. 
Thiokol redesigned it and has been 
building that motor ever since in that 
facility. That motor is functioning. 
That motor is providing everything 
necessary to NASA at this point in 
time. 

We have decided there is no need for 
an advanced solid rocket motor to take 
the place of the redesigned solid rocket 
motor, and so how many bad decisions 

do we have to make? We made a bad de
cision years ago to create the ASRM. 
We made a bad decision to build a facil
ity in Yellow Creek, MS. We made sev
eral bad decisions over the last few 
years to continue building that facil
ity, to continue that project of the 
ASRM. 

Finally, we made the right, good de
cision in this House last year and voted 
to kill it. The Senate, the other body, 
voted to keep it in. Again we came 
back this year and voted to kill it. How 
many times do we have to kill it before 
it is dead? 

The argument has been made we need 
to use this state-of-the-art facility. 
What do you do with the state-of-the
art facility you are moving out of then, 
is my question. 

Madam Chairman, Members should 
take up the gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
HANSEN] on his invitation. Come to 
Utah. Look at the facility. See those 
motors being built. We are not talking 
about doing anything different in Mis
sissippi than is being done right now in 
Utah. All this is is a make-work 
project, spending an additional $185 
million of taxpayer money to continue 
building this building so we can send 
1,000 jobs from Utah to Mississippi to 
do the exact same thing we are doing 
in Utah right now. Then what do you 
do with the facility in Utah that we are 
using right now to build those nozzles? 

It simply does not make sense. This 
project has to be killed dead, and killed 
now. I strongly support the Sensen
brenner amendment and urge my col
leagues to vote for the taxpayers of 
this Nation. Do not vote just to shift 
jobs, just to make work. 

My colleague from Utah made a very 
cogent point with regard to the many, 
many facilities that we are closing 
down in the Department of Defense, 
state-of-the-art facilities. If we go 
about in this body having to find 
make-work projects to put into every 
one of those facilities that we have now 
decided we cannot afford and do not 
need, we are not going to cut any budg
et. We are just going to continue ex
panding, ever and ever increasing our 
budget deficit. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ORTON. I will be happy to yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
for a question. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. My 
question for the gentleman is, the gen
tleman mentioned $185 million is the 
cost here. As I understand it, the gen
tleman is willing to spend $150 million 
of that $185 million and get nothing, is 
that correct? 

Mr. ORTON. Madam Chairman, re
claiming my time, I urge adoption of 
the Sensenbrenner amendment. 

Mr. CRAMER. Madam Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

Madam Chairman, I rise to speak spe
cifically in opposition to this amend-

ment. As I said earlier, I really do this 
reluctantly, because the gentleman of
fering this amendment has truly been a 
NASA supporter, has looked at NASA's 
programs very conscientiously, and has 
been down to the Marshall Space 
Flight Center, which happens to be in 
my district, a number of times. So, un
fortunately, in this case I will have to 
oppose his effort here today, and I want 
to sum up some of the arguments that 
need to be made in support of this fa
cility in Mississippi. 

Madam Chairman, I suspect that 
many of the Members arguing here 
today that tell us we have not been to 
the Utah facility have not visited this 
facility either. I want to remind the 
Members that this program was born 
out of an effort to construct a new 
motor for the future, for NASA's fu
ture, for the heavy lift for NASA's fu
ture. It was a safety issue as well. We 
wanted to look at a safer process that 
would produce a safer motor that 
would lift the rockets for the next gen
eration of NASA projects. 

This facility is 90 percent complete. 
This is a Government-owned project. 
This is not a contractor-directed 
project, even though the contractors 
are involved there. This is a Govern
ment-owned facility. 

We do not get the luxury ourselves, 
or we should not be permitted to decide 
that a house that we want to build for 
ourselves or an investment project that 
we want to build, when it is 90 percent 
complete, that we do not need it, and 
then we are ready to say let us walk 
away from that project. That is not 
what we should be about in this Con
gress. We should not now micromanage 
that project and say we want to walk 
away from it. 

I also want to point out that while it 
is 90 percent complete, we have in
vested $490 million in that facility. We 
are involved in future technology de
velopment with the Russians that 
would mean that the angle of future 
lifts would be uncertain, and we may 
very well find ourselves in the next few 
years needing a facility like this. 

Madam Chairman, so I think some of 
the arguments that have been made in 
support of this amendment have not 
been very responsible arguments at all. 
I urge the membership to remember 
that a few week ago when we voted to 
terminate funding for the ASRM 
project, we were not presented with 
this alternative. We did not finish our 
reauthorization bill. A vote to termi
nate the project and a vote against this 
amendment are not inconsistent. 

Madam Chairman, I urge Members to 
pay attention to what is going on here 
today. Do not be irresponsible. Do not 
support this amendment. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

Madam Chairman, I do not want to 
belabor this point. I just want to make 
a few statements. 
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First of all, let me confess that I 
have visited the Utah facility. It was 
several years ago. It is a good facility. 
It was doing a good job. That is not a 
point in issue. 

I want to also assure the Members 
from Utah who are vigorously defend
ing the maintenance of this plant and 
these existing jobs in Utah that I will 
be more happy to work with them in 
any way that I can to conserve and pro
tect the use of that facility for what
ever reasonable purposes it can be 
used. It can be used for a lot of missile 
construction, as it has been in the past, 
and I will be delighted to work with 
them for that purpose. 

Madam Chairman, Let me make a 
second point. There are a number of 
Members who have spoken who have 
indicated that they want to kill the 
ASRM Program for good. We are kill
ing it for good. The committee is kill
ing it for good. It cannot rise from the 
ashes. It is dead. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of California. I will be 
happy to yield to my friend. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam 
Chairman, is the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. BROWN] aware that the 
NASA Administrator was over in the 
other body on July 1 testifying in favor 
of the ASRM? I see something rising 
over on the other side of the Capitol. 
Perhaps if we want to kill the ASRM 
dead, we might as well do it here and 
now. There is a clause in my amend
ment that specifically says that. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, reclaiming my time, if the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SEN
SENBRENNER] is afraid of what the 
other side of the Capitol is going to do, 
then his amendment is not going to 
preserve it. They will not accept his 
amendment, as well as continuing the 
ASRM. I am asserting what I see the 
situation to be and what I will defend 
as vigorously as I can in my discus
sions with the other body. So I just 
want to make that clear, that from my 
standpoint there is no longer a jus
tification for continuing with the pro
gram. 

Madam Chairman, that does not 
mean that we do not try to capitalize 
on the investments we have made in 
manufacturing facilities. This is what 
is really at issue here, and I think that 
we should continue to do that. The 
amendment so carefully crafted by our 
colleague from Indiana does achieve 
that purpose. 

Madam Chairman, I hope Members 
will oppose the amendment. As I indi
cated earlier, I am perfectly amenable 
to discussing with our colleagues from 
Utah, who I know have the best inter
ests of the space program at heart, any 
way that we can capitalize on the in
vestments we have made in Utah. That 
is not really the problem here. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Madam Chairman, I rise in 
strong opposition to the amendment. 

Regardless of what Congress finally decides 
to do about the Advanced Solid Rocket Motor 
Program, there were very sound reasons for 
locating that plant at Yellow Creek, MS, and 
those reasons are still valid. 

First and foremost, there is the question of 
control. My colleagues will remember that fol
lowing the Challenger accident, which claimed 
the lives of seven Americans, an independent 
commission recommended a state-of-the-art, 
Government-owned manufacturing facility to 
give NASA more control over its launches. 
This is still a valid concern. 

And there were good reasons for selecting 
Yellow Creek for ASAM. 

Since it was the site of an abandoned TV A 
nuclear powerplant, it was already owned by 
the Government. 

It already had roads, power, water, and 
other utilities along with some buildings. 

It was adjacent to a waterway transportation 
system. 

Madam Chairman, it makes no sense to 
shut down an operation that is 70 percent 
completed and has already had an investment 
of $1.6 billion put into it. 

Yellow Creek will stand as a monument to 
Government waste if we allow it to stand idle. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Madam Chairman, I 
rise in strong opposition to the Sensenbrenner 
amendment. I would point out and reempha
size what some of my other colleagues have 
said that the work at Yellow Creek, MS, is al
most 90 percent complete. We have spent 
nearly $500 million to build it and what we 
have there is a very modern and efficient op
eration. 

It will prove to be cost effective in the manu
facture of solid rocket motor nozzles and the 
reworking of the motor cases. The existing 
rocket motor facilities, on the other hand, are 
much more expensive to operate and ·are dec
ades old. 

We need this modern facility to carry these 
kinds of support services well into the 21st 
century. We are going to be using these rock
et motors for at least the next 20 years. This 
facility was specifically designed for solid rock
et motor production and will serve that mission 
well. It makes no sense to abandon this plant 
that is nearly finished, and then have to come 
back a couple of years down the road and 
spend more taxpayer dollars to renovate 
other, less modern facilities to do this job. We 
have a state-of-the-art operation very nearly 
complete at Yellow Creek. We ought to be 
using it. 

I urge a "no" vote on the Sensenbrenner 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendments offered by the gen
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SENSEN
BRENNER]. 

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

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

A rec:>rded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de

vice; and there were-ayes 276, noes 139, 
not voting 24, as follows: 

Abercrombie 
Allard 
Andrews (NJ) 
Andrews (TX) 
Applegate 
Archer 
Armey 
Baesler 
Baker (CA) 
Ballenger 
Barca 
Barcia 
Barrett (NE) 
Barrett (WI) 
Bartlett 
Bateman 
Beilenson 
Bereuter 
Bil bray 
Bliley 
Blute 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Bryant 
Bunning 
Burton 
Buyer 
Camp 
Canady 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Castle 
Chapman 
Clinger 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (MI) 
Combest 
Condit 
Costello 
Cox 
Coyne 
Crane 
Crapo 
Cunningham 
Danner 
de la Garza 
Deal 
De Lauro 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dickey 
Doolittle 
Dornan 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Durbin 
Edwards (TX) 
English (AZ) 
Evans 
Ewing 
Faleomavaega 

(AS) 
Fawell 
Fields (TX) 
Fingerhut 
Fish 
Foglietta 
Ford (MI) 
Fowler 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (CT) 
Franks (NJ) 
Gallo 
Gejdenson 
Gekas 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Glickman 
Good.latte 
Goodling 
Gordon 
Goss -
Grams 
Grandy 
Greenwood 
Gunderson 
Gutierrez 

July 23, 1993 
[Roll No. 360) 
AYES-276 

Hall(OH) 
Hamilton 
Hancock 
Hansen 
Harman 
Hastert 
Hastings 
Hefley 
Hefner 
Herger 
Hinchey 
Hoagland 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hoke 
Holden 
Horn 
Huffington 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Inglis 
Inhofe 
Ins lee 
Is took 
Jacobs 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson, Sam 
Johnston 
Kanjorski 
Kasi ch 
Kennelly 
Ki!<!ee 
Kim 
King 
Kingston 
Kleczka 
Klink 
Klug 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kreidler 
Kyl 
LaFalce 
Lancaster 
LaRocco 
Lazio 
Leach 
Lehman 
Levin 
Levy 
Lightfoot 
Linder 
Lipinski 
Lowey 
Machtley 
Maloney 
Mann 
Manzullo 
Margolies-

Mezvinsky 
Markey 
Martinez 
Mazzoli 
McColl um 
McCrery 
McCurdy 
McDade 
McHale 
McHugh 
Mcinnis 
McKeon 
McMillan 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meyers 
Mfume 
Michel 
M1ller(CA) 
Miller (FL) 
Minge 
Mink 
Molinari 
Moorhead 
Murphy 
Myers 
Neal (MA) 
Neal (NC) 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 

Orton 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Paxon 
Payne (VA) 
Pelosi 
Penny 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Po shard 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Quinn 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Ravenel 
Reed 
Regula 
Richardson 
Ridge 
Roberts 
Rogers 
Rohrabacher 
Romero-Barcelo 

(PR) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roukema 
Rowland 
Royce 
Sabo 
Sanders 
Sangmeister 
Sawyer 
Saxton 
Schaefer 
Schenk 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Sensenbrenner 
Sharp 
Shaw 
Shays 
Shepherd 
Shuster 
Sisisky 
Skeen 
Skelton 
Slattery 
Slaughter 
Smith(MI) 
Smith(NJ) 
Smith(OR) 
Smith(TX) 
Sn owe 
Solomon 
Spence 
Spratt 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Studds 
Stump 
Stupak 
Swett 
Synar 
Talent 
Taylor(NC) 
Tejeda 
Thomas (CA) 
Thomas(WY) 
Torkildsen 
Traficant 
Tucker 
Unsoeld 
Upton 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Walsh 
Weldon 
Williams 
Wise 
Wolf 
Wyden 
Yates 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Zeliff 
Zimmer 
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Ackerman 
Andrews (ME) 
Bacchus (FL) 
Bachus (AL) 
Barlow 
Barton 
Becerra 
Bentley 
Benna.n 
Bilira.kis 
Bishop 
Blackwell 
Boni or 
Borski 
Boucher 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Browder 
Brown (CA) 
Byrne 
Callahan 
Calvert 
Ca.IT 
Clay 
Clement 
Coleman 
Coppersmith 
Cramer 
Darden 
de Lugo (VI) 
De Lay 
Dellums 
Derrick 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dixon 
Edwards (CA) 
Emerson 
Engel 
English (OK) 
Eshoo 
Everett 
Fa.IT 
Fazio 
Fi Iner 
Flake 
Ford(TN) 

Baker (LA) 
Bevill 
Clayton 
Collins (IL) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
De Fazio 
Dooley 

Furse 
Gephardt 
Geren 
Gibbons 
Gilman 
Gingrich 
Gonzalez 
Green 
Hall (TX) 
Hamburg 
Hayes 
Hilliard 
Hochbrueckner 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hughes 
Hutto 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Klein 
Lambert 
Lantos 
Laughlin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis <FL) 
Lewis (GA) 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Long 
Manton 
Matsui 
Mccloskey 
Meek 
Menendez 
Mica 
Min eta 
Mollohan 
Montgomery 
Moran 
Morella 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Natcher 
Norton (DC) 

Ortiz 
Parker 
Payne (NJ) 
Peterson (FL) 
Pickett 
Pickle 
Pomeroy 
Quillen 
Rangel 
Reynolds 
Roemer 
Rose 
Rostenkowski 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Sa.rpa.lius 
Scott 
Serrano 
Skaggs 
Smith (IA) 
Stark 
Stokes 
Sundquist 
Swift 
Tanner 
Tauzin 
Taylor(MS) 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Thurman 
Torres 
Torricelli 
Towns 
Valentine 
Volkmer 
Vucanovich 
Walker 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wheat 
Whitten 
Wilson 
Woolsey 
Wynn 

NOT VOTING-24 
Fields(LA) 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Henry 
Kopetski 
McCandless 
McDermott 
McKinney 
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Moakley 
Packard 
Roth 
Santorum 
Schroeder 
Underwood (GU) 
Vento 
Washington 

The Clerk announced the following 
pair: 

On this vote: 
Mr. Roth for, with Ms. McKinney against. 
Mr. EVERETT and Mr. BARTON of 

Texas changed their vote from "aye" 
to "no." 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. SISISKY, 
Ms. PELOSI, and Messrs. FRANKS of 
Connecticut, HASTINGS, BARCIA of 
Michigan, ABERCROMBIE, BAESLER, 
SANDERS, LAROCCO, and SA WYER 
changed their vote from "no" to "aye." 

So the amendments were agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HOKE 

Mr. HOKE. Madam Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. HOKE: Page 16, 

after line 17, insert the following new sub
section: 

(C) ADDITIONAL USES.-The administrator 
may use up to a total of $5,000,000 of the 
funds authorized under paragraphs (26) and 
(33) of subsection (a) for the establishment of 
a Visitor Center for the Lewis Research Cen
ter if-

(1) at least-
(A) an equal amount of funding; 
(B) in-kind resources of equivalent value; 

or 
(C) a combination thereof, 

are provided for such purposes from non-Fed
eral sources; and 

(2) the use of such funds for such purpose 
does not adversely affect the construction of 
the facilities described in such paragraphs 
(26) and (33). 

Mr. HOKE (during the reading). 
Madam Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOKE. Madam Chairman, I rise to offer 

an amendment coauthored by my distin
guished colleague from northeast Ohio, Mr. 
FINGERHUT. 

Very simply, our amendment would author
ize construction of a much-needed visitor cen
ter at NASA's Lewis Research Center in 
Cleveland. I should note, however, that our 
amendment authorizes no new funds for this 
purpose. Instead, the NASA Administrator is 
granted flexibility to redistribute funds currently 
authorized for two other construction accounts 
at Lewis, if and only if he determines that such 
expenditure would not adversely affect any of 
the ongoing work funded through those ac
counts. 

Although the amount authorized for a new 
visitor center is relatively small, the return on 
this modest investment will be substantial
both for NASA and for all those who visit the 
Lewis Center. This valuable educational facility 
will open to the general public a picture win
dow on the wonders of space-while dem
onstrating to people in our part of the country 
the important work being done at Lewis and 
elsewhere. 

Finally, Madam Chairman, my colleagues 
should know that not only does this amend
ment add not one penny of spending to the bill 
before us, but all funds authorized for the visi
tor center will be matched dollar for dollar in 
our community. Already, Brook Park and the 
city of Cleveland have committed to donate 
3112 acres of prime land on which the visitor 
center will be built. 

That's just one example of the strong com
mitment by State officials, local officials, pri
vate industry, and other community organiza
tions who have joined together to help NASA 
make this new visitor center a reality. This 
amendment is critical to the success of that ef
fort, and I urge my colleagues to support it. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOKE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, the 
minority leadership has reviewed the 
gentleman's amendment and we are 
prepared to accept the amendment, I 
would say to the gentleman. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOKE. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, we have examined the 

amendment and, of course, our staff 
has worked with the gentleman in 
drafting the amendment, and we are 
willing to accept the amendment. 

Mr. FINGERHUT. Madam Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOKE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. FINGERHUT. Madam Chairman, 
I would like to indicate my support for 
the amendment. 

Mr. HOKE. Madam Chairman, I .yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen
tleman from Ohio [Mr. HOKE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. WALKER 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. WALKER: Page 

7, beginning on line 23, strike all through 
page 8, line 17 and insert in lieu thereof: 

(A) $1,091,900,000 for fiscal year 1994, of 
which $5,000,000 are authorized for the devel
opment of instrumentation for and flight of 
remotely piloted aircraft, and $25,000,000 are 
authorized for the High Resolution Multi
spectral Stereo Imager for Landsat 7, if the 
Administrator determines and reports to 
Congress in writing that equivalent data will 
not be made available by private remote
sensing space systems at the time Landsat 7 
will be launched, or for the purchase of 
equivalent data to be provided in the future 
by private remote-sensing space systems, ex
cept that none of the funds appropriated pur
suant to this paragraph may be provided to 
the Consortium for International Earth 
Science Information Network; and 

Page 10, line 7, strike "$74,500,000" and in
sert in lieu thereof "$92,500,000". 

Mr. WALKER (during the reading). 
Madam Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 

Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
briefly? 

Mr. WALKER. I am happy to yield 
briefly to the gentleman from Califor
nia. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, does the gentleman feel 
there is a possibility we could limit the 
time on this debate to some reasonable 
amount? 

Mr. WALKER. If the gentleman will 
yield, Madam Chairman, I would say to 
the gentleman, sure. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Twenty 
minutes, 10 minutes on each side? 

Mr. WALKER. Ten minutes con
trolled by the gentleman from Penn
sylvania and 10 minutes controlled by . 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on this amendment and 
all amendments thereto cease in 20 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 
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There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER] will 
be recognized for 10 minutes, and the 
gentleman from California [Mr. BROWN] 
will be recognized for 10 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER]. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, I 
yield myself 5 minutes. 

Madam Chairman, this amendment 
relates to the program known as the 
Consortium for International Earth 
Science Information Network, better 
known as CIESIN. 

There is $18 million in this bill for 
this special project known as CIESIN. 
What my amendment would do is take 
that $18 million and transfer it to the 
academic program budget where you 
have peer review grants to universities 
and other academic institutions. 

Why should this money be trans
ferred there? Because CIESIN is one of 
those programs that is out of control 
and, in fact, borders on the scandalous. 
What I am attempting to do is to as
sure that CIESIN, if it is to get the 
money, would at least have to go to a 
peer review process and get the money 
through some system that assures that 
the money at CIESIN is being well 
spent. 

Why do I have these concerns about 
CIESIN? Over the last couple of weeks 
we have taken a look at CIESIN's tax 
returns, and I think the House should 
be disturbed about what is going on 
within this program. For example, the 
tax return indicated that in 1990 
CIESIN supposedly spent $27,619 for 
lobbying activities. However, the tax 
returns then turn around and indicate 
that they paid the chief lobbyist 
$113,363. 

Now why is that important? Because 
not one dime of Federal money is sup
posed to be spent for lobbying. It turns 
out that all of the money contributed 
by those people who supposedly are 
members of this organization adds up 
to exactly $27,619. Every dime contrib
uted by the member organization to 
CIESIN was spent on their professed 
amount of money for lobbying, and yet 
the chief lobbyist was paid more than 
three times that amount. In other 
words, $113,000, which means some
where along the line, some other kind 
of money had to be spent for lobbyist 
activities, and guess what that money 
was? It was Federal money in violation 
of Federal law. 

All of a sudden they caught up with 
the fact that what they had been doing 
previously was in fact wrong, and they 
had been spending Federal money in a 
misappropriated way. I would suggest 
that there is evidence here that this is 
just an absolutely bad organization out 
of control and that vast sums of money 
are being spent on lobbying activities 
and that those lobbying activities are 
being funded and have been funded in 
the past illegally. 

Beyond that this is a very interesting 
organization. If you take a look at this 
organization, you find out that the 
members of the organization are the 
ones who get the grants. That is right. 
Out of the 13 trustees affiliated with 
the CIESIN board, 11 of them have 
grants from the organization. Now, 
does that sound like a process where 
they are looking at who is providing 
the best science, or does that sound 
like a process where the old-boy net
work within CIESIN simply gets to
gether and divvies up the goodies 
amongst each other? Well, when 11 of 
the 13 board members each have a 
grant, I would suggest to you that the 
old-boy network is more at work than 
good science is at work. 

Now given that situation, all I am 
suggesting is that CIESIN should have 
to compete for money just like every 
other academic organization has to 
compete for money. 

I do not cut the money out of the 
bill. I simply take the $18 million that 
is presently in place for CIESIN, trans
fer it to the academic programs ac
count, and say to CIESIN, If you are 
going to justify your programs, justify 
them on the basis of good science. 
Compete for them, but do not expect a 
special allocation from this Congress. 

Given the record of scandal and mis
management and malfeasance at 
CIESIN, I think this is the responsible 
thing to do. 

I would urge the House to support the 
amendment. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, I yield myself 1 minute. 

Madam Chairman, this issue with re
gard to CIESIN has been before the 
Science Committee for some time, and 
it was before the Committee on Appro
priations. 

The original project initiated was 
initiated by an earmark on an appro
priation bill, and at that point the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALK
ER] and I both felt that this con-

0 1240 stituted a problem for us. 
Was it just 1 year? No. If you take a Now, the gentleman from Pennsylva-

look at the tax returns, what you find nia [Mr. WALKER] has indicated a num
is that in 1991 they spent $40,000, ac- ber of problems that he sees with the 
cording to their tax returns, for lobby- way CIESIN is operating. I very hon
ing, and that year they paid their chief estly have counseled with CIESIN now 
lobbyist $144,000, and in 1992 they spent for some period of time about the prob
$43,543 for lobbying activities, the same lems they have and urged that they be 
amount contributed by their member · corrected, and for the last 2 years the 
organizations. committee has authorized this pro-

How much do they show in 1992 as gram. 
having been spent for lobbying activi- So I no longer have any reason to ob-
ties? $43,544. ject to it on the procedural grounds 

that it is not an authorized program. I 
think it is a very important and nec
essary program if properly operated, 
and I see our role in the Congress as 
making sure it is properly operated. 

I object to the same kinds of issues 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WALKER] raises and will try and have 
those corrected. 

Madam Chairman, I yield 4 minutes 
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BARCIA]. 

Mr. BARCIA. Madam Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman very much for 
yielding me this time. 

Madam Chairman, I would just like 
to address some of the po in ts made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The gentleman attempts to make 
some points against CIESIN as if the 
funding for the Consortium for Inter
national Earth Science Information 
Network is illegitimate. CIESIN was 
created to address a longstanding prob
lem concerning data and information 
management. 

The fact is that the gentleman also 
raises questions relative to the com
position of the board. I am not sure if 
the gentleman knows what the defini
tion of consortium is, but it is an orga
nization consisting of universities of 
higher education who both make con
tributions as well as do work for the 
Consortium for the International Earth 
Science Information Network. 

The gentleman attempts to impugn 
the character of the members of the 
consortium's board. 

As he stated, people on the board are 
taking care of each other. Since the 
Member has refused the opportunity to 
meet with members of the consortium, 
I believe that he should refrain from 
passing judgment on their characters 
and ethics. 

The fact is that NASA has authorized 
a routine audit, and that audit dis
closed that everything was in impec
cable order. Every single contract that 
is in excess of $10,000 has been 
preapproved by NASA, and NASA 
stands behind this program. 

I would like to quote from a letter to 
Senator RIEGLE from NASA just re
cently in which they strongly support 
the $18-million appropriation for 
CIESIN. 

I would also like to point out that we 
have been through these same argu
ments just a few weeks ago, and I 
think it is wasteful for the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER] to get 
a revisiting of this issue with some of 
the same issues that we discussed and 
resolved on the House floor and in the 
committee just weeks ago. 

Some of the other issues that the 
gentleman has brought up, it was that 
he made one of the most persuasive 
points for the existence of the consor
tium. As he stated, this is NASA doing 
social science data in support of re
search and human dime·nsions of global 
change. What does that mean? It 
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means that an agency which is a hard
sciences agency has been put into 
something that they really do not have 
any expertise on at all. 

This consortium is tasked with 
bringing together social scientists with 
the experience and expertise to create 
a data network that will integrate and 
disseminate human-dimensions data. 
The gentleman is correct, NASA is not 
a social science agency. That is why 
CIESIN is vital to the long-range mis
sion of NASA. 

So I would ask the Members cer
tainly to oppose the Walker amend
ment, and I would address just a couple 
of more points since I have just a little 
bit of time left. 

He says there is a lack of focus. All of 
CIESIN's efforts are consistent with its 
mission of integrating and disseminat
ing data. 

The Socioeconomic Data and Appli
cations Center of the Earth Observing 
System Data and Information System 
will make available data beginning 
this September, and in just a few weeks 
there will be a conference held in At
lanta, GA, with the NASA community 
and scientific community from all over 
the country participating in that. 
CIESIN is a sponsor. That is just one 
example of what we are doing. 

Another concern has been raised 
about the facility, and CIESIN initially 
received an appropriation of $42 million 
that has been reprogrammed down to 
some $37 million. 

On the issue of conflict of interest, as 
with other organizations, when a mem
ber of the board has an interest in a de
cision that may benefit the members of 
the institution, they are required to 
recuse themselves from that decision. 

So I would like to offer that as my 
response. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. HEFLEY]. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Chairman, it is 
interesting to me how fearful support
ers of this program are, I say to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WALKER], with peer review. They must 
feel that if it is peer review, it will not 
stand the light of day. 

Madam Chairman, the program be
fore us seems to lead a charmed life. It 
appeared in NASA's budget in 1989 
without a request from the space agen
cy and without authorization from 
Congress, and despite this, CIESIN 
managed to spend $41 million in public 
funds from 1989 to 1992. 

Last year we again discussed this at 
great length. CIESIN was again unau
thorized. It was again unrequested. 
Nevertheless, it still ended up with 
more than $60 million for programs and 
construction. 

This year for the first time it is being 
authorized. This is what we are dealing 
with now. Maybe NASA and the gen
tleman from California [Mr. BROWN] 
just got sick of fighting the thing. 

But this year the space agency has 
asked for $10 million, and again OMB 
said no. At the very least, we ought to 
accept the Walker amendment and 
have peer review. Let it be determined 
if it is worthwhile or not. 

0 1250 
Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, I 

yield myself the balance of my time. 
Madam Chairman, I was fascinated 

by the arguments made by the gen
tleman from Michigan in whose dis
trict CIESIN exists. First of all, he said 
there was an audit to show that all the 
records of this agency are in impec
cable order. Maybe this House ought to 
look at the impeccable order of those 
audits because their tax returns also 
are very revealing. They reveal, for in
stance, that the members of the con
sortium, Saginaw Valley, for instance, 
contributed $9,200 in 1990 to the consor
tium. What did Saginaw Valley get in 
return for that $9,200 of contribution? 
They got $904,000 of grants. That is a 
pretty good payoff. 

Then you have the Environmental 
Research Institute of Michigan. They 
contributed $9,200, and in 1991 they got 
$2,373,000, another pretty good payoff. 

Then you have the University of 
Michigan that contributed $9,200, and 
what did they get? They got $1,347,000 
in return. That is a pretty good payoff. 

That is the impeccable order that the 
audit finds this in. 

Now, you also have that money that 
I just talked about being contributed; 
what was that money going for? Every 
penny of it that year went for lobbying 
activities. How do I know that? Be
cause I know that they each contrib
uted-that is, the total of them con
tributed-$27,619.38. And, guess what? 
The lobbying activities cost $27,619.38; 
to the penny, the contributions of the 
consortium members· went for lobbying 
activities. And did the lobbying pay 
off? It sure did. It paid off in millions. 

Has the pattern stopped since we 
went to authorizing it? No. 

In 1992 they spent $10,000 at Saginaw 
Valley, and in 1992 they got $675,000 in 
grants; pretty good payoff. 

How about the Environmental Re
search Institute of Michigan? In 1992 
they gave $10,000 in contributions, and 
they got back $1.8 million in grants. 
Pretty good payoff. The University of 
Michigan paid $10,000 in subsidies to 
the institution; they got $1,600,000. 
Michigan State University entered into 
it in 1992. They paid $10,000 and got 
$425,000 back; pretty good payoff. 

That is what is happening at this 
thing. These are all members of the 
group. They put in a little, they get 
back a lot. How do they get back a lot? 
By spending all of the money that the 
individual members put in on lobbying 
activities. That is pretty good lobby
ing, that is a pretty good old-boy net
work. This is something that we ought 
to stop. The way to stop it is with peer 

review. All I am suggesting is that 
they ought to go into a peer review 
process and have all of this looked at. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALKER. I yield to the gen
tleman from California [Mr. LEWIS]. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Madam Chairman, I am not sure 
whether I agree with the gentleman 
that we need peer review or not. But I 
am a little disconcerted by the dialog. 

I know the gentleman and I may 
have received a political actic,n com
mittee contribution from Lockheed, let 
us say. To suggest that is the reason I 
support space station is just not ac
ceptable. 

The innuendo here is very similar to 
that. It does not help the process to 
presume that we are in the process of 
buying votes by way of contributions. 

Please clarify for me. 
Mr. WALKER. Well, all I am suggest

ing is that these organizations are a 
part of this consortium and what they 
are doing is spending all of their money 
to lobby. Now, why would they spend 
all of their money to lobby? They 
spend all of their money to lobby be
cause they get something back. And 
they are the only people who are get
ting anything back in this. Of the 13 
trustees, 11 of them have grants. 

So, I mean this is a very internal 
kind of operation which goes to the 
whole situation of how you go about 
muscling Federal money. These people 
muscle it pretty well. All I am suggest
ing is that instead of muscle, we ought 
to have peer review. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, I yield myself the remainder 
of the time.· 

Madam Chairman, I am caught in a 
mixed situation here because, frankly; 
I agree with the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. WALKER] on his interest 
in eliminating earmarked projects and 
in the importance of peer review. I 
hope that we will be able to continue 
to work together to reduce that be
cause it does produce serious problems 
in the equitable allocation and over
sight of projects for academic facili
ties, academic research programs, and 
so on. 

Having said that and having already 
pointed out that this project originated 
as an unpeer-reviewed, earmarked pro
gram, which I objected to, as Mr. 
WALKER did, I have to say that most of 
the criticism that MR. WALKER is mak
ing today is of the situation that ex
isted in prior years. 

Today, CIESIN has the support of 
NASA, it has NASA review and over
sight of everything that it does; it has 
an annual audit by a noted auditing 
firm with regard to both the funding 
and whether it is in conformance with 
Federal guidelines; it meets all of these 
requirements. 

It is now recommended and supported 
by the administration through OMB. It 
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was thoroughly discussed in our com
mittee earlier this year. We went 
through this same debate in commit
tee, and although the amendment at 
that point was not the same as Mr. 
WALKER is offering-this is a much bet
ter amendment, I will say-that 
amendment was defeated in commit
tee. An amendment to strike CIESIN 
was offered in conjunction with the ap
propriation bill which was just taken 
up a short time ago, an amendment by 
Mr. HEFLEY to strike the funds for 
CIESIN was defeated by a rather over
whelming vote of 240 against, 176 for 
the amendment. It is not exactly over
whelming, but it is substantial, never
theless. 

What I am trying to get across to you 
is this project now is operating in the 
full light of day, with scrutiny from 
every involved agency. 

And let me tell you that there is 
really no disagreement that the pro
gram itself is meritorious. Let me tell 
you that in the 1970's, when we wrote 
and approved a national climate re
search program-and this is the prede
cessor of the global warming program
we wrote into that bill, and I was per
sonally responsible for it, a require
ment that they conduct the kind of re
search which CIESIN is conducting 
today. 

There is no question about it. They 
have changed their staff and their oper
ations. Today they have an eminent 
scientist who is in charge, Dr. Roberta 
Miller, who was formerly, before she 
took the presidency of CIESIN, was Di
rector of the Division of Social and Be
havioral Sciences at NSF. If anyone 
should know what the parameters are, 
what the proper criteria for developing 
a science · research program aimed at 
the potential problems created by glob
al warming, this eminently qualified 
scientist should be able to do it. 

Now, I want to keep the heat on 
them. I want Mr. WALKER and I to
gether to keep the heat on them. But I 
want them to have the chance to go 
ahead under the new conditions that 
have been established and to dem
onstrate their worth or their lack of 
worth. 

I am convinced they have the poten
tial to do a worthwhile program. I 
want to give them the chance to do 
that. I want NASA to check on them. I 
want our committee to check on them. 
But I do not at this point want to en
danger their future. 

Now, Mr. WALKER'S amendment does 
not preclude the continuation of 
CIESIN, it eliminates any reference to 
CIESIN in the legislation, but it does 
not reduce any money. It changes the 
money from the present category into 
another category where CIESIN would 
be· peer-revi~wed with all other pro
grams. 

I personally think that CIESIN could 
survive under that circumstance, but I 
do not see any reason to suddenly shift 

the terms of the debate that we haye. I 
would like to indicate my full support 
for CIESIN and my feeling that it may 
end up being one of the preeminent na
tional research programs in the entire 
global warming operation, and I ask 
my colleagues to vote "no" on the 
Walker amendment. 

0 1300 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALK
ER]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. WALKER) 
there were-ayes 15, noes 18. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de

vice, and there were-ayes 189, noes 226, 
not voting 24, as follows: 

[Roll No. 361) 
AYES-189 

Allard Goodling Molinari 
Andrews (TX) Gordon Montgomery 
Archer Goss Moorhead 
Armey Grams Murphy 
Bachus (AL) Grandy Myers 
Baker(CA) Greenwood Nussle 
Ballenger Gunderson Ortiz 
Barrett (NE) Hamilton Orton 
Bartlett Ha.ncock Oxley 
Barton Hansen Paxon 
Bateman Hastert Penny 
Bentley Hefley Peterson (MN) 
Bereuter Herger Petri 
Bilirakis Hobson Pickett 
Bliley Hoke Pombo 
Blute Horn Portman 
Boehlert Houghton Po shard 
Boehner Huffington Pryce (OH) 
Bon11la Hutchinson Quillen 
Bunning Hutto Quinn 
Burton Hyde Ramstad 
Buyer Inglis Ravenel 
Calla.hall Inhofe Regula 
Calvert Is took Ridge 
Canady Jacobs Roemer 
Castle Johnson (CT) Rogers 
Clinger Johnson (SD) Rohrabacher 
Coble Johnson, Sam Ros-Lehtinen 
Collins (GA) Johnston Roukema 
Combest Kasi ch Royce 
Condit Kim Saxton 
Costello King Schaefer 
Cox Kingston Schiff 
Crane Klug Sensenbrenner 
Crapo Kolbe Sharp 
Cunningham Kyl Shaw 
De Lay LaFalce Shuster 
Diaz-Balart Lazio Sisisky 
Dickey Leach Skeen 
Doolittle Levy Skelton 
Dornan Lewis (FL) Smith(NJ) 
Dreier Lightfoot Smith(OR) 
Duncan Linder Smith(TX) 
Dunn Livingston Sn owe 
Emerson Long Solomon 
Everett Machtley Spence 
Ewing Mann Stark 
Fawell Manzullo Stearns 
Fields (TX) Margolies- Stenholm 
Fish Mezvinsky Stump 
Fowler McColl um Sundquist 
Franks (CT) McCrery Synar 
Franks (NJ) McCurdy Talent 
Gallo McHugh Tauzin 
Gekas Mcinnis Taylor(NC) 
Gilchrest McKeon Thomas(CA) 
Gillmor McMillan Thomas(WY) 
Gilman Meyers Torkildsen 
Gingrich Mica Vucanovich 
Glickman Michel Walker 
Goodlatte Miller (FL) Walsh 

Weldon 
Wolf 
Wyden 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Andrews (ME) 
Andrews (NJ) 
Applegate 
Bacchus (FL) 
Baesler 
Barca 
Barcia 
Barlow 
Barrett (WI) 
Becerra 
Beilenson 
Berman 
Bil bray 
Bishop 
Blackwell 
Boni or 
Borski 
Boucher 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Browder 
Brown (CA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Bryant 
Byrne 
Camp 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carr 
Chapman 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Coleman 
Collins (MI) 
Coppersmith 
Coyne 
Cramer 
Danner 
Darden 
de la Garza 
de Lugo (VI) 
Deal 
De Fazio 
DeLauro 
Dellums 
Derrick 
Deutsch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dixon 
Durbin 
Edwards (CA) 
Edwards (TX) 
Engel 
English (AZ) 
English (OK) 
Eshoo 
Evans 
Faleomavaega 

(AS) 
Farr 
Fazio 
Filner 
Fingerhut 
Flake 
Foglietta 
Ford (MI) 
Ford(TN) 
Frank (MA) 
Furse 
Gejdenson 

Baker(LA) 
Bevill 
Collins (IL) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Dooley 
Fields (LA) 
Frost 

Young(AK) 
Young(FL) 
Zeliff 

NOES-226 
Gephardt 
Geren 
Gibbons 
Gonzalez 
Green 
Gutierrez 
Hall (OH) 
Hall (TX) 
Hamburg 
Harman 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Hefner 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hoagland 
Hochbrueckner 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hoyer 
Hughes 
Ins lee 
Jefferson 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kennelly 
Kil dee 
Kleczka 
Klein 
Klink 
Knollenberg 
Kopetski 
Kreidler 
Lambert 
Lancaster 
Lantos 
LaRocco 
Laughlin 
Lehman 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis(GA) 
Lipinski 
Lloyd 
Lowey 
Maloney 
Manton 
Markey 
Martinez 
Matsui 
Mazzo Ii 
Mccloskey 
Mc Dade 
McHale 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Miller(CA) 
Mineta 
Minge 
Mink 
Mollohan 
Morella 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Natcher 
Neal (MA) 
Neal (NC) 
Norton (DC) 
Oberstar 
Obey 

Zimmer 

Olver 
Owens 
Pallone 
Parker 
Pastor 
Payne (NJ) 
Payne (VA) 
Pelosi 
Peterson (FL) 
Pickle 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Romero-Barcelo 

(PR) 
Rose 
Rostenkowski 
Rowland 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Sabo 
Sanders 
Sangmeister 
Sarpa.lius 
Sawyer 
Schenk 
Schumer 
Scott 
Serrano 
Shays 
Shepherd 
Skaggs 
Slattery 
Slaughter 
Smith (IA) 
Smith(MI) 
Spratt 
Stokes 
Strickland 
Studds 
Stupak 
Swett 
Swift 
Tanner 
Taylor(MS) 
Tejeda 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Thurman 
Torres 
Torricelli 
Towns 
Traficant 
Tucker 
Unsoeld 
Upton 
Valentine 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wheat 
Whitten 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wise 
Woolsey 
Wynn 
Yates 

NOT VOTING-24 
Gallegly 
Henry 
Hunter 
McCandless 
McDermott 
McKinney 
Moakley 
Moran 

0 1322 

Packard 
Roberts 
Roth 
Santorum 
Schroeder 
Underwood (GU) 
Vento 
W a.shington 

The Clerk announced the following 
pair: 
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On this vote: 
Mr. Roberts for, with Ms. McKinney 

against. 
Messrs. HOAGLAND, EDWARDS of 

Texas, and MEEHAN changed their 
vote from "aye" to "no." 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. BYRNE 

Ms. BYRNE. Madam Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Ms. Byrne: 
Page 6, lines 1 and 2, strike "and will not 

result in increased annual funding require
ments or schedule delays" and insert in lieu 
thereof ", will not result in increased annual 
funding requirements or schedule delays, and 
will minimize job loss. Any such certifi
cation shall include a plan for the proposed 
transition which-

"(A) details the number and types of jobs 
that will be lost; 

"(B) provides for maximum retention in 
the program of employees with technical ex
pertise; 

"(C) if such retention is not possible, pro
vides retraining for other comparable em
ployment with the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration; and 

"(D) minimizes disruption in the lives of 
employees who lose their jobs, are required 
to move to a new location, or are otherwise 
affected by the transition". 

Ms. BYRNE (during the reading). 
Madam Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentlewoman 
from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. BYRNE. Madam Chairman, today 

I am introducing an amendment which 
reaffirms our commitment to the men 
and women of the space station pro
gram, and treats them with the respect 
and dignity they deserve. 

My amendment would require NASA 
to consider the range and scope of job 
loss as it restructures space station 
management. NASA would provide 
Congress with a transition plan detail
ing the numbers and types of jobs lost. 
In addition, this transition plan would 
show NASA's efforts to place these 
workers in similar positions within the 
space station program or retrain work
ers to assume comparable positions 
within NASA. 

As we deliberate the future of 
NASA's space station program, I would 
like to remind my colleagues that the 
single most impressive thing about this 
program is not its · size or the tech
nology it uses, but the men and women 
who make it work. Whether they are 
engineers at the Johnson Space Center, 
computer operators in Huntsville, AL, 
or technicians in Reston, VA, these are 
the people who each day bring us one 
step closer to a permanent and manned 
presence in space. 

Anyone who suggests that space sta
tion personnel are the problem do not 
know the people I have come to know. 

Without the expertise of these highly 
skilled professionals, not only will a 
manned space station be unobtainable, 
but the future of the entire space pro
gram would be in jeopardy. 

I cannot emphasize enough how im
portant it is to retain the professionals 
who have guided this program since the 
beginning. By dismissing these people, 
we risk erasing NASA's corporate 
memory and we risk repeating mis
takes like those that took seven lives 
in the Challenger disaster. The dedi
cated men and women of space station 
Freedom are a team, and I urge this 
body to show its support for this team 
by supporting my amendment. 

We must reorganize NASA, and we 
must downsize this program to meet 
the goals laid down by the President. 
But we must make the right changes. 

After the Apollo Program, NASA at
tempted a similar reorganization. That 
decision cost us hundreds of thousands 
of jobs. These were not victims of eco
nomic adjustments or technological 
advancements. These people were cas
ualties of administrative decisions 
which failed to take into account 
which jobs NASA would need to move 
space exploration into the next cen
tury. The results of this action nearly 
destroyed America's manned space pro
gram, leaving it to languish for more 
than a decade. We cannot let this hap
pen again. 

In this era of international competi
tion, when so many countries are de
veloping the technology to reach space, 
we cannot afford to fall behind. Our ad
vantage depends on trailblazing pro
grams like the space station, and the 
space station depends on the people 
who make it come alive. 

Unfortunately, Congress has turned 
this project into a political football, 
kicking it around, calling for wholesale 
alterations, sending it back for more 
additions and subtractions. In this 
meat-grinder process we are hurting 
decent, hard-working Americans all 
over this country. 

Like it or not, Congress is a partner 
in space station development. By sit
ting back and doing nothing to help 
the people who give their heart and 
soul to this project every day, we send 
a message that our commitment to 
space exploration and 21st century 
technology is paper-thin. 

I urge my colleagues not to walk 
away from the frontier of space by 
treating those who will make it happen 
in a cavalier way. This afternoon, we 
will most likely discuss the technology 
that has made the space station pos
sible. By supporting this amendment 
you will show that you haven't forgot
ten the people behind the hardware 
who put us back in space and kept us 
flying safely. 

I urge a "yes" vote on this amend
ment. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, will the gentlewoman yield? 

Ms. BYRNE. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, I want to compliment the 
gentlewoman for the amendment and 
the concern which it reflects for the 
improved management of the space 
station Freedom program. We have 
tried to deal with this issue in the bill, 
but, admittedly, we do it in a rather 
perfunctory way. 

Madam Chairman, I would like to tell 
the gentlewoman from Virginia [Ms. 
BYRNE] that we think her amendment 
is an improvement. We will try to work 
with the gentlewoman in perfecting it 
as the bill moves forward. I will sup
port the amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentlewoman yield? 

Ms. BYRNE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, we 
too are prepared to accept the amend
ment. The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. WOLF] has talked to me about this 
amendment and about the need for this 
amendment to be included in the pack
age. That is something I think should 
be done. 

I will say to the gentlewoman from 
Virginia [Ms. BYRNE] that the new 
NASA Administrator has made it very 
clear that he intends, as part of the 
space station restructuring, to sub
stantially reduce the number of Fed
eral employees involved in the space 
station. That is one of the ways they 
are going to save money. 

The amendment talks specifically 
about minimizing job loss. We all want 
to minimize job loss. But, on the other 
hand, NASA I think is determined to 
cut substantially the Federal portion 
of the work force in favor of a prime 
contractor as a way of getting the 
funding necessary. 

So I just want to make clear that 
while we support the amendment of the 
gentlewoman from Virginia [Ms. 
BYRNE], there are some things in the 
works which are probably going to sub
stantially reduce the number of Fed
eral employees working on the space 
station project, not just on the Reston 
project but in total across the country. 

Ms. BYRNE. Madam Chairman, re
claiming my time, I thank both gentle
men for their comments and support, 
as well as the support of the commit
tee. I would also say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER] that I 
understand the reorganization is going 
to go forward. 

What we have got to make sure is 
that we do not lose the technical exper
tise, as we did after Apollo in that 
same reorganization, where those peo
ple were not treated with the dignity 
and respect that their expertise de
manded. And that is what this amend
ment does. 

Mr. HALL of Texas. Madam Chair
man, I move to strike the last word. 

Madam Chairman, although we agree 
with the intent of the amendment of 
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the gentlewoman from Virginia [Ms. 
BYRNE], I would say to those who have 
some concern or misgivings about it 
that actually it is meaningless. It 
takes effect after the major decisions 
have been made. While it may give the 
gentlewoman some political cover at 
home, actually already steps have been 
taken to protect these people. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
WOLF], the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. MORAN], and the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. BLILEY] all have talked 
to me, and I am sure the gentlewoman 
from Virginia [Ms. BYRNE] has talked 
to some of the .other Members. But we 
have already intervened on this and 
sent a letter to Mr. Golden asking him 
for a transition plan and for cost as
sessments and personnel impact. 

D 1330 
It was signed by the gentleman from 

California [Mr. BROWN], the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALKER], by 
myself, and by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SENSENBRENNER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
woman from Virginia [Ms. BYRNE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HEFLEY 

Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. HEFLEY: Page 8, 

line 10, strike "$18,000,000" and insert in lieu 
thereof "$10,000,000". 

Page 8, line 15, strike "$18,000,000" and in
sert in lieu thereof "$10,000,000". 

Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Chairman, 
while we are on the subject of the Con
sortium for International Earth 
Science Information Network, in Sagi
naw, MI, what we refer to as CIESIN, 
we ought to go ahead and deal with 
this and get it behind us, I think, for 
this year. 

What this amendment would do is re
duce the authorization from $18 million 
down to $10 million, which is the 
amount of the authorization, we would 
reduce the amount of the authorization 
from $18 million down to $10 million, 
which is the amount that NASA actu
ally requested. 

Now, our esteemed chairman has said 
that this now, for the first time, has 
the support of NASA. NASA has never 
really been very supportive of this. 
They did not request it initially. They 
have never been very supportive, but 
they do support it now, but they do not 
support it at the $18 million level. They 
support it at the $10 million level. That 
is what they requested, and that is 
what this amendment would do. 

As we have seen last year, we had a 
long and interesting discussion about 
this project, which like a lot of others, 
simply appeared in the NASA budget 4 
years ago, without their request. 

As I have already stated, at that 
time, I quoted the distinguished chair
man of the Committee on Science, 

Space, and Technology, the gentleman 
from California [Mr. BROWN] who said, 
in October 1991, that CIESIN had spent 
$41 million over 3 years and that NASA 
itself had no idea what the money was 
doing. 

Well, another year has gone by and 
we have spent at least $60 million more 
on CIESIN. 

Admittedly, CIESIN now is being in
cluded in the authorization process, 
but just now. 

Even the committee report noted 
that CIESIN needs to work on refocus
ing its mission from local economic de
velopment and university support to 
international data collection. To do 
this, NASA asked for $10 million. OMB 
deleted the $10 million. But, at the 
NASA authorization the $10 million 
was put back in. 

The committee then broke for lunch. 
By the time it returned, the White 
House decided that $18 million was 
needed to properly fund CIESIN. 

It is hard to believe that CIESIN's 
needs could have grown by $8 million 
over the course of an !1/2 hour lunch
time. 

We have spent almost $100 million on 
CIESIN over the past 4 years in this ac
count alone. As we saw earlier, an 
extra $2 million was tucked into the 
OSTP's account, inflating not one but 
two line items. 

I say it is time we end this nonsense. 
If we are going to spend any money on 
CIESIN at all, let us limit it to the $10 
million that was asked for by NASA, 
the agency that has to make some 
sense out of all this mess. 

I ask for Members' support for this 
amendment. 

Mr. BARCIA of Michigan. Madam 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

I would like to just respond, again, to 
the gentleman from Colorado and say 
that, as we all know, CIESIN is a con
sortium of universities and research in
stitutes who have established a high
speed computer network to link envi
ronmental data for the broadcast 
science and decisionmaking uses. I say 
that the gentleman is wrong, if he is 
implying that the Office of Manage
ment and Budget has not recommended 
$18 million, along with the administra
tion, and NASA itself has agreed to the 
$18 million figure and has indicated so 
in a letter to Senator DON RIEGLE. 

So I would say that this is just a con
tinuation. It seems that we have some 
sore losers here. We have had vote after 
vote after vote on this floor, both be
fore I arrived as well as since I have ar
rived. The gentleman has not been suc
cessful in convincing the House to cut 
what is, in my opinion, a very integral 
part of the long-term mission of NASA. 

CIESIN will save money by providing 
maximum use of science data obtained 
from billions of dollars that we have 
invested in scientific research. CIESIN 
is an example of the information high-

way at work, and CIESIN is supported 
by this administration. 

I would also like to point out that 
some of the gentlemen there who sup
ported the space station, as I did, sup
port billions of dollars being spent on 
that program but are balking at $18 
million. Yes, it sounds like a lot of 
money, $18 million, but we spent more 
attacking Baghdad in the recent strike 
on the community of Baghdad and the 
city of Baghdad than all of CIESIN's 
budget combined. 

I would just like to ask my col
leagues to, again, reject this amend
ment and say that we are very proud of 
the work that CIESIN does. It will, in 
the long term, I think, be very, very 
beneficial to NASA by disseminating 
the data that is collected by NASA on 
a global basis, to ensure that we are 
able to continue to monitor the impact 
of the human population on the Earth's 
natural resources and help us formu
late more intelligent public policy. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam 
Chairman, I move to strike the req
uisite number of words. 

By way of having a colloquy with, the 
gentleman from Colorado, I rise to get 
more information regarding his sources . 
of information that indicate the ad
ministration requested $10 million, not 
$18 million. 

It is my understanding they re
quested $18 million. That is why we 
provided for that amount in the appro
priations measure. 

I am just wondering where his 
sources are and if he could check them 
for me. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I yield to 
the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Chairman, it is 
a little foggy how we got $18 million. I 
am glad the gentleman asked the ques
tion, because NASA has never wanted 
this program at all. 

It is funny that the only people who 
really wanted this program are the 
people in the consortium and the peo
ple from Michigan and Mr. Traxler, 
who gave this nice present to his dis
trict before he left, and the gentleman 
who took his place who, of course, does 
not want to lose this nice present. 

I understand all that. That is per
fectly all right. But the NASA finally 
was coerced into requesting $10 million 
this year. 

OMB struck that $10 million out, said 
no, we are not going to go with that. 

Then the committee broke for lunch 
and sometime in that 1 ~ hour period of 
time, it went from not only did the 
White House come back and request $10 
million, they added an extra $8 million 
to it. 

I cannot tell the gentleman from 
California [Mr. LEWIS] what the reason
ing was. 
· Mr. LEWIS of California. Madam 
Chairman, if I could respond, I was not 
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at that particular luncheon, because I 
am not on the authorizing side. But at 
least when we looked at it in the ap
propriations bill, we were presuming 
that the request was $18 million, and 
that was the information that my pro
fessional staff gave to us. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEWIS of California. I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, I 
think perhaps we need some history 
here and clarification. The administra
tion originally requested $10 million 
for the program. 

I have a transcript here of the hear
ing where they appeared at the NASA 
authorization process. The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. HALL] asked them how 
much money they were recommending 
for CIES!N. This is NASA, when they 
were up. And the gentleman testifying 
from NASA at that point said, "We rec
ommend $10 million for CIESIN." That 
was for 1994. That was the amount of 
money that was put in our authoriza
tion bill. 

The committee, at least from my per
spective, somewhat reluctantly agreed 
to that $10 million. It was then that we 
broke for lunch. By the time we got 
back from lunch, there was a magical 
letter that had appeared from the 
White House saying, "No, we don't 
want $10 million; we want $18 million." 

And sure enough, the committee then 
proceeded to vote for $18 million for 
the project. Later on, from NASA, we 
then got a revision of their original re
quest that then asked for $18 million. 

0 1340 
The present request from the admin

istration is $18 million. That, I might 
say, came about as a result of some ne
gotiating that surrounded the need for 
passage of the reconciliation bill, but 
as that negotiation moved forward it 
was obvious the administration decided 
that instead of saving money for 
CIESIN by having $10 million, they 
were, in fact, going to increase money 
for CIESIN. 

Mr. LEWIS of California. If I could 
reclaim my time, I want the gentleman 
to understand that I am asking these 
questions because certainly we, on the 
Appropriations Committee, do not 
want to be in the authorizing business, 
and we are trying to be very careful 
about that which we are putting in our 
bills. There is an effort to reflect the 
administration's request. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Madam Chairman, we have just now 
gone through the history of how we got 
from $10 to $18 million on this project. 
It appeared as a magical letter from 
the White House to our committee. It 
was the first hint we had that the ad
ministration, that had previously testi
fied in favor of a $10 million appropria-

tion for this program as being an ade
quate amount of money, all of a sudden 
decided that $18 million was the right 
figure. That came about as a series of 
negotiations that took place in rec
onciliation. 

Many of us thought that reconcili
ation was designed to try to reduce the 
amount of Federal debt and deficit by 
lowering the amount of spending, but 
in this particular case the reconcili
ation negotiations produced an in
crease in the administration's request 
from $10 to $18 million. We do have the 
situation that right now the adminis
tration has requested $18 million, but 
that is different from their original re
quest of $10 million. 

The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
HEFLEY] is suggesting that maybe the 
original request before the reconcili
ation negotiations took place was more 
in line with what the real needs of the 
CIESIN Program were. I would suggest 
that the gentleman from Colorado may 
have a good point; that he has cer
tainly indicated in his remarks that 
this program can probably get along on 
the $10 million. 

Based upon some of the figures that I 
brought to the floor when we pre
viously debated this amendment, it 
seems to me that we can question 
whether or not an additional $8 million 
is really needed. The Members will re
member that I suggested that there are 
numerous members of the board of this 
consortium that are getting the 
money. This is an internal operation 
with 11 of the 13 board members get
ting the money that comes from the 
Federal Government. 

The question before the House with 
the amendment of the gentleman from 
Colorado is whether or not those board 
members can get along on $10 million 
rather than $18 million. My guess is 
that when they divvy it up, they can 
probably divvy it up and get along on 
$10 million rather than $18 million. 

If the House wants to save $8 million 
of money that is going into an ear
marked project that is spending money 
primarily to take care of the people 
who serve on their board, and is spend
ing enormous amounts of money lobby
ing the Federal Government to get 
that money, then I would suggest that 
what the Members want to do is vote 
with the gentleman from Colorado, 
vote to save the $8 million, and vote to 
get a Ii ttle bit back for the taxpayers. 

This is a good "yes" vote. It will get 
us back to where we originally were in 
the authorization process when we 
originally decided that we were going 
to have $10 million for the project. The 
magical letter from the White House 
notwithstanding, I think the gentle
man's amendment is absolutely in 
order and I certainly want to sup
port it. 

Mr. BARCIA of Michigan. Madam 
Chairman, I move to strike the req
uisite number of words. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BARCIA] is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARCIA of Michigan. Madam 

Chairman, I would like to respond to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WALKER]. 

First of all, I am not sure what dis
cussions the two Members, the gen
tleman from Colorado [Mr. HEFLEY] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WALKER] had on reconciliation 
relative to the $10 million figure that 
was recommended initially, or the as
sumption that whatever discussions 
they had regarding reconciliation re
sulted in a $10 million recommenda
tion. 

It was my assumption since I arrived 
in January and had spoken with both 
the Vice President as well as the Presi
dent, that all along their recommenda
tion would be some $18 million. I was 
astounded when we found out that, due 
to lack of communication, that the fig
ure included in the markup was $10 
million and not $18 million. Never at 
any point in the process did I agree to 
a figure of $10 million. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARCIA of Michigan. I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALKER. Madam Chairman, I 
assure the gentleman that the gen
tleman from Colorado [Mr. HEFLEY] 
and I had very little discussion about 
this subject matter, or any other sub
ject matter, with regard to reconcili
ation. We have been pretty much cut 
out of the process. The reference was to 
the fact that I think the gentleman 
along the way had some fairly intense 
discussions with the administration 
with regard to reconciliation, and the 
amount that would ultimately be in
cluded in the process. 

It was my understanding that the let
ter from the White House, as I referred 
to it, the magical letter, was in fact an 
attempt to bring to the committee the 
agreement that had been arrived at by 
the gentleman and the White Hose. I 
would ask the gentleman, is that not 
the case? 

Mr. BARCIA of Michigan. Yes; that is 
certainly not the case. At no point did 
I discuss reconciliation and an $18 mil
lion appropriation for CIESIN. As a 
matter of fact, the statement which I 
made prior to my vote on reconcili
ation, which occurred, in fact, before 
the committee's action on the markup 
of the NASA authorization bill, clearly 
stipulates if the Btu tax and the other 
energy taxes were included, that I 
would be a solid "no" vote on the final 
passage of that reconciliation issue and 
resolution. 

I am not sure who the gentleman has 
been talking to. I am sure it is politi
cally expedient for whoever the gen
tleman has spoken with to implicate 
that in some way there was a trade for 
my support. 
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Mr. WALKER. If the gentleman will 

yield, I am not trying to be politically 
expedient. I am confused, then, because 
that was my understanding of why we 
got the magical letter from the White 
House. I understand it was done on the 
gentleman's behalf. That is not the 
case? 

Mr. BARCIA of Michigan. That is not 
the case. 

Mr. WALKER. Does the gentleman 
have an explanation as to why all of a 
sudden the magical letter arrived from 
the White House as we were marking 
up the bill? How did that come about? 
Who was in tough with the White 
House that achieved the magical let
ter? 

Mr. BARCIA of Michigan. I had sev
eral meetings in my office with both 
NASA agency officials, as well as mem
bers of the administration, as well as 
others concerned with the future of 
CIESIN, and it was agreed upon that 
our figure would be $18 million. I was, 
as I mentioned, astounded when the 
markup discussions and work resulted 
in a $10 million appropriation. I imme
diately then called for clarification. 

We were trying to reach OMB, and we 
were unsuccessful in getting a response 
quickly enough to the committee so we 
could correct the $10 million figure and 
make it reflect $18 million, which is 
what CIESIN had agreed to was the 
lowest amount of funding that they 
could accept. 

Mr. WALKER. If the gentleman will 
continue to yield, so the gentleman 
was the one that was in touch with the 
White House that got the magical let
ter from the White House that arrived 
in our committee after lunch the day 
of the markup? 

Mr. BARCIA of Michigan. I do not 
think it was any particular magical 
letter. I think it was a reaffirmation of 
what the administration's position 
was, and was since January, before the 
issue of reconciliation even came up. 

Mr. STEARNS. Madam Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEARNS. I yield to the gen
tleman from Colorado. 

Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Chairman, I do 
not want to prolong this, but let me 
just say in closing that why the magi
cal letter appeared when it did I guess 
we are really not going to get to the 
bottom of. I would love to know, too, 
why it got there. I think the real issue 
is, though, when NASA was left alone 
on its own to make a decision, after 
they had been convinced they were 
going to have to authorize this at some 
level, the level was $10 million, not $18 
million. That is all I am asking that we 
do today, is take it back to the $10 mil
lion level, not the inflated level that 
came out of the White House by a mag
ical letter after an hour and a half 
lunch break. 

I do not know how that happened. I 
do not really care how that happened, 
but let us go back to what NASA 
agreed on after evaluating what they 
thought they could spend logically on 
this program. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen
tleman from Colorado [Mr. HEFLEY]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. HEFLEY) there 
were-ayes 23; noes 26. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. HEFLEY. Madam Chairman, I 
demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de

vice, and there were-ayes 188, noes 220, 
not voting 31, as follows: 

Allard 
Andrews (TX) 
Archer 
Armey 
Bachus(AL) 
Baker (CA) 
Barrett (NE) 
Barrett (WI) 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bateman 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Bliley 
Blute 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bunning 
Burton 
Buyer 
Callahan 
Calvert 
Canady 
Castle 
Clinger 
Coble 
Collins (GA) 
Combest 
Condit 
Costello 
Cox 
Crane 
Crapo 
Cunningham 
DeLay 
Dia.z-Balart 
Dickey 
Doolittle 
Dornan 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emerson 
English (OK) 
Everett 
Ewing 
Fawell 
Fields (TX) 
Fish 
Fowler 
Franks (CT) 
Franks (NJ) 
Gallo 
Gekas 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Gingrich 
Goodlatte 
Goodling 
Gordon 
Goss 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 

[Roll No. 362) 
AYES-188 

Grams 
Grandy 
Greenwood 
Gunderson 
Hamilton 
Hancock 
Hansen 
Hastert 
Hefley 
Harger 
Hobson 
Hoke 
Horn 
Houghton 
Huffington 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hutto 
Hyde 
Inglis 
Inhofe 
Is took 
Jacobs 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson, Sam 
Kasi ch 
Kennedy 
Kim 
King 
Kingston 
Klug 
Kolbe 
Kyl 
Lazio 
Leach 
Levy 
Lewis (FL) 
Lightfoot 
Linder 
Livingston 
Long 
Manzullo 
Margolies-

Mezvinsky 
McColl um 
McCrery 
McCurdy 
Mc Dade 
McHugh 
Mcinnis 
McKeon 
McMillan 
Meehan 
Meyers 
Mica 
Michel 
Miller (FL) 
Minge 
Molinari 
Montgomery 
Moorhead 
Murphy 

NOES-220 
Andrews (ME) 
Andrews (NJ) 

Neal (MA) 
Nussle 
Orton 
Oxley 
Paxon 
Penny 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pickett 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Po shard 
Pryce (OH) 
Quillen 
Quinn 
Ramstad 
Ravenel 
Regula 
Ridge 
Rogers 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roukema 
Royce 
Saxton 
Schaefer 
Schiff 
Sensenbrenner 
Sharp 
Shaw 
Shays 
Shuster 
Sisisky 
Skeen 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith(OR) 
Smith(TX) 
Sn owe 
Solomon 
Spence 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Stump 
Sundquist 
Synar 
Talent 
Tauzin 
Taylor(NC) 
Thomas (CA) 
Thomas(WY) 
Torkildsen 
Vucanovich 
Walker 
Walsh 
Weldon 
Williams 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Zeliff 
Zimmer 

Applegate 
Bacchus (FL) 

Baesler 
Barca. 
Barcia 
Barlow 
Becerra 
Beilenson 
Berman 
Bil bray 
Bishop 
Blackwell 
Boni or 
Borski 
Boucher 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Browder 
Brown (CA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Bryant 
Byrne 
Camp 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carr 
Chapman 
Clay 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Coleman 
Collins (MI) 
Coppersmith 
Coyne 
Cramer 
Danner 
Darden 
de la Garza 
de Lugo (VI) 
Deal 
De Fazio 
De Lauro 
Dell urns 
Derrick 
Deutsch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dixon 
Durbin 
Edwards (CA) 
Edwards (TX) 
Engel 
English (AZ) 
Eshoo 
Evans 
Faleomavaega 

(AS) 
Farr 
Fazio 
Filner 
Fingerhut 
Flake 
Foglietta 
Ford (Ml) 
Ford (TN) 
Frank(MA) 
Furse 
Gejdenson 
Gephardt 
Geren 
Gibbons 
Glickman 

Gonzalez 
Green 
Gutierrez 
Hall(OH) 
Hall (TX) 
Hamburg 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Hefner 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hoagland 
Hochbrueckner 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hoyer 
Hughes 
Inslee 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnston 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennelly 
Kil dee 
Kleczka 
Klein 
Klink 
Knollenberg 
Kopetski 
Kreidler 
LaFalce 
Lambert 
Lancaster 
Lantos 
LaRocco 
Laughlin 
Lehman 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lowey 
Maloney 
Mann 
Manton 
Markey 
Martinez 
Matsui 
Mazzoli 
Mccloskey 
McHale 
McNulty 
Meek 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Miller(CA) 
Mine ta 
Mink 
Mollohan 
Morella 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Natcher 
Neal (NC) 
Norton (DC) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 

Parker 
Pastor 
Payne (NJ) 
Payne (VA) 
Pelosi 
Peterson (FL) 
Pickle 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Roemer 
Romero-Barcelo 

(PR) 
Rose 
Rostenkowski 
Rowland 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Sabo 
Sanders 
Sangmeister 
Sarpalius 
Sawyer 
Schenk 
Schumer 
Scott 
Serrano 
Shepherd 
Skaggs 
Skelton 
Slattery 
Slaughter 
Smith(IA) 
Smith(MI) 
Spratt 
Stokes 
Strickland 
Studds 
Stupak 
Swett 
Swift 
Tanner 
Taylor(MS) 
Tejeda 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Thurman 
Torres 
Torricelli 
Towns 
Traficant 
Tucker 
Unsoeld 
Upton 
Valentine 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wheat 
Whitten 
Wise 
Woolsey 
Wyden 
Wynn 
Yates 

NOT VOTING-31 
Baker(LA) 
Ballenger 
Bevill 
Bilirakis 
Collins (IL) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Dooley 
Fields (LA) 
Frost 
Gallegly 

Harman 
Henry 
Jefferson 
Lloyd 
Machtley 
McCandless 
McDermott 
McKinney 
Moakley 
Moran 
Myers 
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Packard 
Roberts 
Roth 
Santorum 
Schroeder 
Underwood (GU) 
Vento 
Washington 
Wilson 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

On this vote: 
Mr. Bilirakis for, with Mrs. Collins of Illi

nois against. 
Mr. Roberts for, with Mr. Conyers against. 
Mr. Roth for, with Ms. McKinney against. 
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Mr. ACKERMAN changed his vote 

from "aye" to "no." 
Mr. MCCURDY and Mr. GOODLING 

changed their vote from "no" to "aye." 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
0 1410 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. COLLINS OF 
GEORGIA 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam 
Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. COLLINS of 

Georgia: Page 25, after line 10, insert the fol
lowing new section: 
SEC. 121. OVERALL REDUCTION OF AUTBORIZA· 

TIONS. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

this title, each of the authorization amounts 
contained in this title shall be reduced by 
1.38 percent. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia (during the 
reading). Madam Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent the amendment be 
considered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam 

Chairman, this amendment simply re
duces the dollar amounts authorized 'in 
H.R. 2200 by 1.38 percent for a total re
duction of approximately $500 million. 

Madam Chairman, I appreciate the 
importance of our space programs but 
unlike the flood victims in the Midwest 
the coffers of the U.S. Treasury are 
dry. This is a minimal amount in this 
bill, and I hope we will begin making 
similar cuts on all bills that come to 
the floor in coming months, to free up 
funds that can be used to provide disas
ter assistance to the victims of the 
floods in the Midwest, as well as to 
other Americans who may fall victim 
to natural disasters. 

Yesterday, we spent hours on the 
floor of this House discussing the press
ing need to providing emergency relief 
to the Mississippi flood victims. The 
people of the Midwest United States 
need and deserve our help in this time 
of crisis. There has never been a better 
time to prioritize spending, and helping 
Americans who face natural disasters 
such as floods, hurricanes, drought, or 
any other natural disaster. I strongly 
support providing this assistance, and 
believe that all Members of this body 
would agree. 

I am offering to cut approximately 
$500 million from the NASA authoriza
tion as a first step in prioritizing our 
spending. I realize that the rules of the 
House, once again, preclude us from 
really earmarking this money where it 
is needed most-to Americans who are 
hurting because of natural disasters, 
but I believe that it is important that 
we make this first step. Although funds 
cut from this bill will not go directly 
into the pockets of the citizens needing 

disaster relief. We must, Madam Chair
man, step up to the plate and face the 
consequences of making priorities. We 
need to prepare for current and future 
disasters. 

I along with a number of other fresh
man Members of Congress am sending a 
letter to President Clinton to ask him 
to make rescissions to offset the costs 
of the disaster assistance supplemental 
appropriation. But I want this House to 
put its money where its mouth is. I be
lieve that we should start cutting 
spending right here. Let us get our 
eyes out of the clouds and find ways to 
help the hard working folks facing nat
ural disasters down here on Earth. 

When a typical American family 
faces a personal crisis such as the need 
to hospitalize a child, they cut back on 
other spending. They know their prior
ities, and they know that budgeting 
their finances is the only way to sur
vive such a crisis. Why is it that the 
Federal Government plays by a dif
ferent set of rules? 

I remind you of the picture of the 
home that appeared in USA Today of a 
Midwestern family that had sandbags 
around their home, on the roof was an 
inverted American flag signaling dis
tress, and a sign which read "Foreign 
Aid Here." They flew their flag with 
patriotism, they did not burn it-but 
they also asked that the taxes they had 
paid be used to help them. You can ask 
each one of them, are they a Repub
lican flood victim or a Democratic 
flood victim. The fact is, they are flood 
victims and are looking to us in des
perate need. Let us lay aside political 
differences to begin paying the bill for 
aiding the emergency victims imme
diately so it will not come back to 
haunt these and other victims as an 
economic disaster in the future. 

Madam Chairman, let us encourage 
the leadership of this House, Demo
cratic and Republican, to adjust all the 
authorization bills to set aside funds 
for victims of disasters. 

Let us work together and cut slightly 
over 1 percent of the NASA authoriza
tion bill. 

We are a product of our priorities. 
For a fiscally sound Nation that 
reaches out a helping hand to our 
brothers and sisters in need, we simply 
must begin to make those tough 
choices. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, I move to strike the last 
word. 

Madam Chairman, I want to stall for 
a couple of minutes, so I am going to 
oppose the gentleman's amendment, 
but we may want to make a motion to 
rise in the very near future here. 

May I say that I am well aware of the 
sentiment of the Members of the House 
to make an effort to cut spending at 
every possible opportunity. I share the 
views of these Members because I think 
we do have to act responsibly from an 
economic standpoint. 

I am concerned that when we under
take action which purports to be a sav
ings, that we understand the realities 
of what we are trying to do. Much of 
what we do in terms of offering cuts ac
tually does not reduce the deficit or 
help to balance the budget. It fre
quently merely means that the money 
is spent for some other program and es
capes the particular bill that we are 
talking about here. 
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Now, I want the Members to know 

what the situation is with regard to 
NASA funding. The appropriations for 
NASA for the current year, the year 
that we are in now, is $14,330 million. 
For next year, the budget request from 
the administration was $15,265 million. 

This bill before us, the authorization 
bill cuts $476 million from the Presi
dent's request. It authorized $14, 789 
million. 

The Appropriations Committee has 
already reported out their bill and has 
passed it. The House has passed the ap
propriations bill for NASA and it con
tains $14,519 million. 

Now, the gentleman's amendment, I 
cannot be precise about this, but I 
think it would bring the authorizing 
figure down to, or close to, the amount 
that we have already appropriated for 
this program. 

While I have no objection to reducing 
the authorizing bill somewhere down to 
the level of appropriations, I think it is 
only reasonable, and practical, that 
when our appropriators go into con
ference with the Senate on this impor
tant legislation, that there be at least 
sufficient leeway in the authorizing 
legislation for reasonable compromises 
to be made. 

So I am going to oppose this amend
ment and ask that the wisdom of the 
committee with regard to this author
ization, which is only slightly above 
the appropriations anyway, be re
spected. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Madam 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of California. I am glad 
to yield to my friend, the gentleman 
from Michigan, for any comments he 
would like to make. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Madam 
Chairman, I understand we are going to 
rise. Though it is not appropriate at 
this time to jntroduce my amendment, 
I will be introducing an amendment 
next Tuesday that calls for the Direc
tor/ Administrator of NASA and the 
Secretary of Agriculture to work to
gether to maximize and utilize existing 
land resource data for the benefit of ag
ricultural production and agricultural 
management in this country. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, it is my judgment that we 
will not be able to finish debate on this 
amendment before we have made a 
commitment to rise at 2:30, and out of 
my respect for my friend who I know 
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wants to have thorough discussion of 
this amendment, I would like to an
nounce that we will resume discussion 
of this bill, I am assured by the leader
ship, early next week. 

I would like to have as the pending 
business when we resume the gentle
man's amendment so that we can dis
cuss it in greater detail. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam 
Chairman, I have a parliamentary in
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam 
Chairman, I did not quite understand 
all the gentleman said. 

If I understood correctly, we are just 
going to postpone the continuation of 
this amendment. This will first be com
ing up when we continue this bill next 
week. Is that what I understood? 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, if I may respond, this will 
be the pending business, this amend
ment. We will take that up, I am as
sured, Tuesday or Wednesday of next 
week. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's 
amendment will be the pending busi
ness when the Committee resumes next 
week. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Madam 
Chairman, I move that the Committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. MURTHA) 
having assumed the chair, Mrs. 
UNSOELD, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H.R. 2200) to authorize appropriations 
to the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration for research and devel
opment, space flight, control, and data 
communications, construction of fa
cilities, research and program manage
ment, and inspector general, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolu
tion thereon. 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PROVID
ING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 2667, EMERGENCY SUPPLE
MENTAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR 
RELIEF FROM THE MAJOR, 
WIDESPREAD FLOODING IN THE 
MIDWEST ACT OF 1993 
Mr. DERRICK, from the Committee 

on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 103--189) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 226) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 2267) making emergency 
supplemental appropriations for relief 
from the major, widespread flooding in 
the Midwest for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 1993, and for other pur
poses, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

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

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

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I was 
not aware of what was being filed. 
Could the Chair identify what that is? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the Clerk will re-read the 
title. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk re-read the title of the bill. 
Mr. SOLOMON. My parliamentary in-

quiry, Mr. Speaker, is this: is that the 
report on the rule dealing with the 
flood damage supplemental appropria
tion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is 
correct. 

Mr. SOLOMON. Could I propound a 
question to the Chair. Are we going to 
consider that rule today or is it going 
to be considered later? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair is going to recognize the acting 
leader, the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. SYNAR]. 

REQUEST FOR ADJOURNMENT TO 
MONDAY, JULY 26, 1993 

Mr. SYNAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at noon on Monday next. 

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

Mr. WALKER. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, when we adjourn 
today will we nave taken up the flood 
appropriations bill? 

Mr. SYNAR. Mr. Speaker, if the gen
tleman will yield, it is the intention of 
the leadership to bring this matter to 
the attention of the House next Tues
day. Since we are unable at this time 
to secure the votes to pass the rule, we 
will proceed on that schedule, and we 
will adjourn until next Monday when 
we will be in session with votes and we 
will take up flood relief on Tuesday. 

Mr. WALKER. Further reserving the 
right to object, Mr. Speaker, it was 
made clear in a parliamentary colloquy 
earlier today that in fact the chairman 
of the appropriations bill could bring 
the disaster relief bill to the floor with
out a rule. 

My question is whether or not there 
is any attempt going to be made to do 
it that way, rather than waiting for a 
rule that most of us understand cannot 
be passed. 

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

Mr. WALKER. I am happy to yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. Speaker, I believe 
the gentleman is correct, but I also be
lieve that if we followed that procedure 
that the bill because it contains emer
gency provisions would be subject to a 
point of order from any Member at any 
time in any section. 

I believe it · is the concern of both 
sides, certainly the concern on this 

side, that we not replay what happened 
yesterday. 

If we could have some sort of under
standing or agreement as to the out
come, then I think it would have made 
a difference, but I understand those de
liberations have been futile this after
noon. 

Mr. WALKER. Further reserving the 
right to object, I think it has been fair
ly widely checked on our side and we 
know of no one who would object in 
terms of points of order on our side 
that exist in the bill. Those points of 
order relate, I think, and the gen
tleman may correct me if I am wrong, 
they relate to legislation in an appro
priation bill, in order to fund the var
ious accounts. 

We have checked fairly broadly on 
our side and we know of no one who 
would raise points of order with regard 
to those particular kinds of concerns. 
That is the reason why we believe that 
a unanimous-consent request could be 
brought because we do not think that 
in any way is going to interfere with 
the deliberations of the bill. 

0 1430 
I am just asking, since we are going 

to lay over until Monday, whether or 
not there is any chance we could pro
ceed with this today given those kinds 
of assurances. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. Speaker, if the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALK
ER] would yield further, I would hope 
that the gentleman, and I believe he is, 
is speaking in good faith in an effort to 
try and undo some of the things that 
were done yesterday, but I am not cer
tain as to what the gentleman is say
ing in reference to this bill, including 
the provision relating to the summer 
youth program. . 

Now I understand that has been a 
controversial provision, and is that 
still a problem in terms of considering 
this legislation? 

Mr. WALKER. Further reserving the 
right to object, Mr. Speaker, 'that is 
not in the supplemental appropriation 
bill, it is my understanding. It is an 
item which has absolutely nothing at 
all to do with the Midwest floods. It is 
an extraneous item with regard to Mid
west flood victims, and there are con
cerns on our side about the fact that 
we Christmas tree these supplemental 
appropriation bills with totally extra
neous matters. 

And so my concern is that that would 
have a problem, but the fact is that the 
supplemental appropriation, as it came 
from the committee, can come to the 
floor at the present time, and I know of 
no objection to bringing that up. 

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

Mr. WALKER. I yield to the gen
tleman from New York. 

Mr. SOLOMON. If I may just clarify 
this for the membership: 

The bill that we are referring to is 
H.R. 2667. That is a supplemental ap
propriation bill dealing with flood 
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damage. This bill does not contain the 
so-called Waters language in it, and the 
Republican leadership had informed 
the Democrat leadership earlier, about 
a half hour ago, that we would not ob
ject to this unanimous-consent request 
which does waive all points of order 
against the consideration of this bill 
and against the provisions in this bill, 
and we could, within about 20 minutes, 
pass this bill right now on the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, we not only have broad 
support; there is 100 percent support on 
our side. None of us object to this bill 
being brought up on the floor right 
now. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

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

Mr. WALKER. I yield to the gentle
woman from California. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker and Mem
bers, I have been quiet for the last 2 
days as I have heard the Waters lan
guage misrepresented on this floor. I 
think it is important for all of the 
Members of this House to understand 
that the language that is in this bill is 
simply technical language to correct 
that which was left out in the con
ference committee. This is not an ap
propriation. This money was appro
priated with the Summer Youth Pro
gram. This is simply language that de
scribes how that money would be 
spent. That language passed this floor. 
It received the support of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no reason why 
this should stand in the way of those of 
my colleagues who wish to do some
thing about flood victims in this coun
try. I think it is outrageous to use this 
as any kind of a smoke screen. I say to 
my colleagues, If, in fact, you are say
ing that you're not at all interested in 
pay-as-you-go, that you have aban
doned that, and that is not your reason 
for holding up this bill, I wish someone 
would let me know. 

Mr. WALKER. Further reserving the 
right to object, Mr. Speaker, I would 
say to the gentlewoman from Califor
nia . [Ms. WATERS] that I think she 
would have to admit that her language 
has absolutely nothing to do with the 
Midwest flood victims, and, second, 
while she represents it as language 
having passed this House, and she is 
correct, it did not pass the Senate, and 
the conference committee specifically 
rejected the language to which the lady 
refers. 

So, Mr. Speaker, the fact is that the 
House passed the conference report. It 
did not have the gentlewoman's lan
guage in it. 

Ms. WATERS. With all due respect, 
that is not the case. 

Mr. WALKER. The most recent 
House action is to reject the language 
which is principally relating to a hun
dred dollar a week stipend that the 
gentlewoman from California [Ms. WA
TERS] wishes to pay to 30-year-old teen
agers. In my view that is extraneous to 
the Midwest flood disaster. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that is the view 
of many on our side, and, if the gentle
woman from California [Ms. WATERS] 
wishes to pursue this policy issue in 
the future, there are certainly going to 
be other bills coming through here that 
relate to subject matters less of an 
emergency where she could have her 
language discussed. I think that is 
where we are. 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, that is 
an incorrect description of what has 
happened on this bill. 

Mr. VOLKMER. Regular order, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MURTHA). Regular order is called for. 

rs there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Oklahoma? 

Mr. WALKER. Further reserving the 
right to object, Mr. Speaker, I did want 
to yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. DURBIN]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Regular 
order is called for. 

Under regular order, unless the Mem
ber will withdraw the regular order re
quest, then either an objection has to 
be heard, or the request is granted. 

Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Oklahoma? 

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the right to object. 

Mr. SYNAR. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw 
my unanimous-consent request. 

MOTION TO FIX THE TIME TO 
WHICH THE HOUSE SHALL AD
JOURN 
Mr. SYNAR. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 

to clause 4 of rule XVI, I move that 
when the House adjourns today it ad
journ to meet at noon on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
SYNAR]. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de

vice, and there were-yeas 215, nays 
169, not voting 50, as follows: 

Abercrombie 
Andrews (ME) 
Andrews (NJ) 
Andrews (TX) 
Applegate 
Bacchus (FL) 
Baesler 
Barca. 
Barcia 
Barlow 
Barrett (WI) 
Becerra 
Beilenson 
Bil bray 
Bishop 
Blackwell 
Boni or 
Borski 
Boucher 

[Roll No. 363) 
YEAS-215 

Brewster 
Brooks 
Browder 
Brown (FL) 
Brown <OH) 
Bryant 
Byrne 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carr 
Chapman 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Coleman 
Collins (Ml) 
Coppersmith 
Coyne 
Cramer 

Danner 
Darden 
de la Garza. 
De Fazio 
De Lauro 
Dellums 
Derrick 
Deutsch 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dixon 
Edwards (CA) 
Edwards (TX) 
Engel 
English (OK) 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fazio 
Filner 

Fingerhut 
Flake 
Foglietta 
Ford (MI) 
Ford (TN) 
Frank (MA) 
Furse 
Gejdenson 
Gephardt 
Geren 
Gibbons 
Glickman 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Gutierrez 
Hall(OH) 
Hall(TX) 
Hamburg 
Hamilton 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Hefley 
Hefner 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hochbrueckner 
Horn 
Hoyer 
Hughes 
Hutto 
Ins lee 
Jacobs 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnston 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy 
Kennelly 
Kil dee 
Kleczka 
Klein 
Klink 
Kopetski 
Kreidler 
Lancaster 
Lantos 
LaRocco 
Lehman 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 

Allard 
Archer 
Armey 
Bachus (AL) 
Baker(CA) 
Barrett (NE) 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bateman 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Bliley 
Blute 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bunning 
Buyer 
Callahan 
Calvert 
Camp 
Canady 
Castle 
Clinger 
Coble 
Collins (GA) 
Combest 
Condit 
Costello 
Cox 
Crane 
Crapo 
Cunningham 
Deal 
De Lay 
Dickey 
Doolittle 
Dornan 
Dreier 
Duncan 

Long 
Lowey 
Maloney 
Mann 
Manton 
Margolies-

Mezvinsky 
Markey 
Martinez 
Matsui 
Mazzoli 
McCloskey 
Mccurdy 
McHale 
McNulty 
Meek 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Miller(CA) 
Mineta 
Mink 
Mollohan 
Montgomery 
Moran 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Natcher 
Neal (MA) 
Neal (NC) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Orton 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Payne (NJ) 
Payne (VA) 
Pelosi 
Peterson (FL) 
Pickett 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Roemer 
Rose 
Rostenkowski 
Rowland 
Roybal-Allard 

NAYS-169 

Dunn 
Durbin 
Emerson 
English (AZ) 
Evans 
Everett 
Ewing 
Fawell 
Fields (TX) 
Fish 
Fowler 
Franks(CT) 
Franks (NJ) 
Gallo 
Gekas 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Gingrich 
Goodlatte 
Goodling 
Goss 
Grams 
Grandy 
Green 
Greenwood 
Gunderson 
Hancock 
Hansen 
Hastert 
Herger 
Hoagland 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hoke 
Huffington 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Is took 
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Rush 
Sabo 
Sanders 
Sangmeister 
Sarpalius 
Sawyer 
Schenk 
Schumer 
Scott 
Serrano 
Sharp 
Shepherd 
Sisisky 
Skaggs 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Stokes 
Strickland 
Studds 
Stupak 
Swett 
Swift 
Synar 
Tauzin 
Taylor (MS) 
Tejeda 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Torres 
Torricelli 
Towns 
Traficant 
Tucker 
Unsoeld 
Valentine 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wheat 
Whitten 
Wilson 
Wise 
Woolsey 
Wyden 
Wynn 
Yates 

Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (SD) 
Kasi ch 
Kim 
King 
Kingston 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kyl 
Lambert 
Lazio 
Leach 
Levy 
Lewis (FL) 
Lightfoot 
Linder 
Livingston 
Manzullo 
McColl um 
McCrery 
McDade 
McHugh 
Mcinnis 
McKeon 
McMillan 
Meehan 
Meyers 
Michel 
Miller (FL) 
Minge 
Molinari 
Moorhead 
Morella 
Nussle 
Oxley 
Parker 
Paxon 
Penny 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
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Pombo Sensenbrenner Tanner 
Porter Sba.w Thomas (CA) 
Portman Shays Thomas(WY) 
Posha.rd Shuster Thurman 
Pryce (OH) Skeen Torkildsen 
Quinn Slattery Upton 
Ramstad Smith (IA) Vucanovich 
Ravenel Smith (NJ) Walker 
Regula Smith (OR) Weldon 
Ridge Smith(TX) Williams 
Rogers Snowe Wolf 
Rohraba.cher Solomon Young(AK) 
Roukema Spence Young(FL) 
Royce Stearns Zeliff 
Saxton Stump Zimmer 
Schaefer Sundquist 
Schiff Talent 

NOT VOTING-SO 
Ackerman Harman Moakley 
Baker(LA) Henry Murphy 
Ballenger Holden Myers 
Berman Houghton Owens 
Bevill Inglis Packard 
Bilirakis Inhofe Pickle 
Brown (CA) Jefferson Quillen 
Burton Johnson, Sam Roberts 
Clay Klug Ros-Lehtinen 
Collins (IL) LaFalce Roth 
Conyers Laughlin Santorum 
Cooper Lloyd Schroeder 
Diaz-Balart Machtley Taylor(NC) 
Dooley McCandless Vento 
Fields (LA) McDermott Walsh 
Frost McKinney Washington 
Gallegly Mica 
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Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota and 

Mr. EV ANS changed their vote from 
"yea" to "nay." 

So the motion to fix the time for ad
journment was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

MORE THOUGHTS ON THE POST 
OFFICE SCANDAL 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute, and to revise and 
extend his remarks, and include extra
neous matter.) 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak
er, my Democrat colleagues say they 
are not dragging their feet, that there 
is no coverup. 

The fact of the matter is, they are 
dragging their feet, and there is a 
coverup. 

I have here before me a letter from 
the U.S. Department of Justice, U.S. 
attorney for · the District of Columbia, 
dated July 20, 1993, 3 days ago. 

He says that since last August they 
have been trying to get information, 
last August, nearly 1 year ago, they 
have been trying to get information on 
this scandal in the post office without 
success. I would like to read from a 
paragraph of that letter. It says, "After 
repeated requests to Mr. Ross for such 
access, we were finally permitted to re
view the House post office files in May 
of 1993," 6 months later. "Following 
that review, we concluded that many 
House post office files are unaccounted 
for." 

They cannot get them from the 
Democrats. Do Members know why? 
Because they have an agenda that they 
want to get through this Congress, and 

they do not want anything to impede 
that agenda. 

These records should come forward 
now. The American people have a right 
to know, and the Justice Department 
should have those records so they can 
conclude this case. 

Mr. Speaker, I include for the 
RECORD a copy of the letter from which 
I quoted: 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
U.S. ATTORNEY, 

District of Columbia, July 20, 1993. 
Hon. CHARLIE ROSE, 
Chairman, Committee on House Administration, 
U.S. House of Representatives, U.S. Capitol, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAffiMAN ROSE: I am writing with 

respect to the records obtained and gen
erated by the House of Representatives Task 
Force to Investigate the Operation and Man
agement of the Post Office. My purpose is to 
make certain that our office has received all 
such records, pursuant to House Resolution 
518 and our previous communications. 

By way of background, you wrote to 
former United States Attorney Jay Stephens 
on August 7, 1992, transmitting a copy of the 
Task Force report and in vi ting us to inspect 
the Task Force records. In response, Assist
ant U.S. Attorney Wendy Wysong and inves
tigative agents reviewed the Task Force 
records and requested copies of various cat
egories of documents. You transmitted those 
documents on August 28, 1992, with an ac
companying letter to U.S. Attorney Ste
phens offering to keep the records available 
for future inspection and copying. 

During the fall of 1992, during discussions 
with your staff, we requested copies of all of 
the remaining documents held by the Task 
Force. On November 16, 1992, we received the 
bulk of those documents and, in a letter to 
Chief Counsel Charles Howell, requested the 
remainder (which consisted of copies of spi
ral notebooks containing phone and other 
messages, interview transcripts, and certain 
other files). You responded in a November 24, 
1992 letter to U.S. Attorney Stephens, assur
ing us that the remaining documents would 
be copied and sent to us promptly. After re
ceiving those documents, we checked all of 
our documents against the index provided by 
the Committee staff to confirm that we had 
received all of the documents collected by 
the Task Force. By early December 1992, we 
assumed we were in possession of all Task 
Force records. 

In early March of 1993, we asked House 
Counsel Steve Ross for access to all docu
ments remaining in the House Post Office, 
which presumably had never been collected 
by the Task Force. Instead of issuing a sub
poena for all House Post Office records, 
many of which would not be german to our 
investigation, we proposed to review the files 
and designate those we wanted copied. After 
repeated requests to Mr. Ross for such ac
cess, we were finally permitted to review the 
House Post Office files in May of 1993. Fol
lowing that review, we concluded that many 
House Post Office files are unaccounted for. 
That is, there are broad categories of files 
(such as Mr. Rota's correspondence files from 
later years) that were not included in either 
the Task Force materials or the existing 
House Post Office files. 

Because certain files appear to be missing 
from existing House records, we wanted to 
double-check with you and your staff to en
sure that we do indeed have all House ~ost 
Office documents collected by the Task 
Force, as well as other records generated in 

connection with the Task Force inquiry. At 
this stage in our continuing investigation, 
we simply want to make sure that no records 
were overlooked or forgotten. In addition, we 
want to ensure that the Task Force records 
remain intact because we will need to obtain 
the originals of some of these records. 

We continue to appreciate the opportunity 
to work cooperatively with you. 

Sincerely, 
J. RAMSEY JOHNSON, 

U.S. Attorney. 
JOHN M. CAMPBELL, 
Chief, Public Corruption/ 

Government Fraud Section. 

A TRIBUTE TO VINCE FOSTER 
(Mr. THORNTON asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks and to include extraneous 
material.) 

Mr. THORNTON. Mr. Speaker, as a 
personal friend of Vince Foster, I have 
been searching for words to express the 
depth of the loss shared, not only by 
his family and his friends, but by all 
Americans who value integrity and 
who love justice. 

This morning I found those words· ex
pressed in today's lead editorial of the 
Arkansas Democrat Gazette. I want to 
share with my colleagues that editorial 
in its entirety at this point in the 
RECORD. 

VINCE FOSTER: ONE OF THE BEST AND 
BRIGHTEST 

Arkansas has lost one of its best and 
brightest in Vince Foster. Indeed, America 
itself has suffered a setback with the loss of 
his invaluable counsel to Bill and Hillary 
Clinton during the first year of this new 
presidency. 

Vince was one of a group of Arkansans who 
grew up in the Sixties with the opportunity 
to follow the allure of an out-of-state edu
cation, but who came back to Arkansas to 
make their own defining contributions. 
Maybe he, like Bill Clinton and so many oth
ers, was drawn back to his home-and 
roots-by the charm of this small, wonderful 
state. Whatever the reason, his return was 
Arkansas' gain. 

His hard-working nature and keen intellect 
became quickly evident. He graduated first 
in his class in law school at Fayetteville. He 
made the highest score on the Arkansas bar 
exam. The start of his career ·was the fulfill
ment of a childhood dream to join the state's 
oldest law firm. Happily married, he settled 
in Little Rock to raise a family. 

Quietly yet unmistakably, Vince became 
one of Arkansas' finest attorneys. His spe
ciality was business litigation, which seems 
surprising for such a self-effacing and re
served gentleman. His clients always felt 
comfortable that whatever the outcome, 
they had the very best lawyer possible. Not 
only were they confident of his skills, they 
knew he was as committed to their case as 
they were. Vince had a love and reverence 
for the law. While he relished the challenge 
of litigation, he always remembered the cli
ent's best interest, especially if it involved a 
settlement. He usually recommended avoid
ing litigation if possible. He set an example 
for all of America's lawyers. 

Vince's first love was not the law, but his 
family. As a husband, he loved his wife Lisa 
and respected her, realizing his partner in 
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life was due as much credit as he for his ac..: 
complishments. This may have been best ex
emplified in the commencement speech he 
gave this year to the graduating class at the 
University of Arkansas School of Law, "I 
wish for each of you, a Lisa," he told an au
dience of hopeful new attorneys. He was 
what every father aspires to be: a man of 
honesty and integrity, yet a person who of
fered warm and gentle direction to his chil
dren. 

His children had a role model that if dupli
cated in the rest of America's families might 
solve most of the country's problems. 

Next to his family, Vince cherished his 
friends. To them, he was quiet, yet engaging. 
Even when taciturn, he had a gleam in his 
eye that told you he was listening, thinking, 
and enjoying your company. With Vince you 
could enjoy a real and rare rapport without 
needless chatter. 

For many of Vince's clients and friends, he 
was often a calming influence to those dis
traught over bumps in life's road. His phys
ical stature only accentuated his comforting 
presence as the epitome of stability, equa
nimity and integrity. Behind his quiet de
meanor hid a keen sense of humor, bursting 
forth reassuringly with a hearty laugh at one 
of life's amusing twists or turns. 

Friendship, loyalty, and dedication to his 
lifelong friend, Bill Clinton, took him to 
Washington to serve the President and the 
country. His great admiration for Hillary 
Clinton as a law partner made that choice all 
the more certain. But Vince's interest in 
Washington was not in fame or glory. He re
alized that his honed experience at the Rose 
Law Firm helping clients prepare for testi
mony could be very useful to the President 
and his many new appointees. 

Whatever the reason for his premature 
death, Vince Foster added immeasurably to 
our state and its people. He enhanced the 
stature and practice of law in Arkansas. He 
gave Bill Clinton a stronger presidency. One 
can only speculate on how much wisdom he 
would have brought home to Arkansas when 
he returned from Washington. 

For Arkansas to realize its potential, we 
need more Vince Fosters. He was excep
tional. People of his caliber are few and far 
between. 

The loss to his family and friends is also a 
loss to Arkansas. 

Touching a few of the thoughts: 
Vince had a love and reverence for the law 

* * * . He set an example for all of America's 
lawyers. 

Vince's first love was not the law, but his 
family. As a husband, he loved his wife Lisa 
and respected her, realizing his partner in 
life was due as much credit as he for his ac
complishments * * * . He was what every fa
ther aspires to be: A man of honesty and in
tegrity, yet a person who offered warm and 
gentle direction to his children. 

We need more Vince Fosters. He was excep
tional. People of his caliber are few and far 
between. 

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

Mr. THORNTON. I yield to my col
league, the gentlewoman from Arkan
sas. 

Agriculture, Rural Development ........ ........................... : ................................... . 
Commerce, State, Judiciary ........... ......................................... ......................... . 
Defense ............................................... .............................................................. . 

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

Mr. Speaker, I would like to echo the 
gentleman's words of sorrow and regret 
on · the deep loss that we all feel in the 
loss of Vince Foster, and the apprecia
tion that we from the State of Arkan
sas and also the Nation have for a man 
who was so strong and who had such a 
love of justice. 

Mr. THORNTON. Mr. Speaker, today 
our thoughts are with Lisa and their 
children, his mother, his sisters, and 
all his family members, and all those 
who share this loss. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON THE BUDGET REGARDING 
CURRENT LEVELS OF SPENDING 
AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL 
YEARS 1994-98 
(Mr. SABO asked and was given per

mission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the RECORD and to include ex
traneous matter.) 

Mr. SABO. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the 
Committee on the Budget and as chairman of 
the Committee on the Budget, pursuant to the 
procedures of the Committee on the Budget 
and section 311 of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 197 4, as amended, I am submitting for 
printing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD the of
ficial letter to the Speaker advising him of the 
current level of revenues for fiscal years 1994 
through 1998 and spending for fiscal year 
1994. Spending levels for fiscal years 1995 
through 1998 are not included because annual 
appropriations acts for those years have not 
been enacted. 

This is the second report on the 103d Con
gress for fiscal year 1994. This report is based 
on the aggregate levels and committee alloca
tions for fiscal years 1994 through 1998 as 
printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD on 
March 31, 1993, page H1784. 

The term "current level" refers to the esti
mated amount of budget authority, outlays, en
titlement authority, and revenues that are 
available, or will be used, for the full fiscal 
year in question based only on enacted law. 

As chairman of the Budget Committee, I in
tend to keep the House informed regularly on 
the status of the current level. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, 

Washington, DC, July 14, 1993. 
Hon. THOMAS s. FOLEY, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, Washington, 

DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: To facilitate enforce

ment under sections 302 and 311 of the Con
gressional Budget Act, as amended, I am 
herewith transmitting the status report on 
the current level of revenues for fiscal years 
1994 through 1998 and spending estimates for 
fiscal year 1994, under H. Con. Res. 64, the 

DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS, FISCAL YEAR 1994 
[In millions of dollars] 

Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for 
Fiscal Year 1994. Spending levels for fiscal 
years 1995 through 1998 are not included be
cause annual appropriations acts for those 
years have not been enacted. 

The enclosed tables also compare enacted 
legislation to each committee's 602(a) alloca
tion of discretionary new budget authority 
and new entitlement authority. The 602(a) 
allocations to House Committees made pur
suant to the conference report on H. Con. 
Res. 64 were printed in the Congressional 
Record, March 31, 1993, page H. 1784. 

Sincerely, 
MARTIN OLAV SABO, 

Chairman. 
Enclosures 

REPORT TO THE SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES FROM THE COMMITTEE ON 
THE BUDGET ON THE STATUS OF THE FISCAL 
YEAR 1994 CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET ADOPTED 
IN HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 64 

REFLECTING COMPLETED ACTION AS OF JULY 13, 1993 
[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars] 

Fiscal Years 

1994 1994-98 

Appropriate level: 
Budget authority ...................................... . 1,223,400 6,744,900 
Outlays ..................................................... . 1,218;300 6,629,300 
Revenues ............ .................... .................. . 905,500 5,153,400 

Current level: 
Budget authority ...................................... . 725,919 NA 
Outlays ..................................................... . 920,401 NA 
Revenues ................................................. .. 878,100 4,863,825 

Current level over (+)/under( - l appropriate 
level: 

Budget authority ...................................... . -497,481 NA 
Outlays ..................................................... . -297,899 NA 
Revenues .................................................. . -27,400 -289,575 

NA=Not applicable because annual Appropriations acts for those years 
have not been enacted. 

BUDGET AUTHORITY 
Any measure that provides new budget or 

entitlement authority, that is not included 
in the current level estimate, and that ex
ceeds $497,481 million in budget authority for 
fiscal year 1994, if adopted and enacted, 
would cause the appropriate level of budget 
authority for that year as set forth in H. 
Con. Res. 64, to be exceeded. 

OUTLAYS 
Any measure that provides new budget or 

entitlement authority, that is not included 
in the current level estimate for fiscal year 
1994, and exceeds $297,899 million in outlays 
for fiscal year 1994, if adopted and enacted, 
would cause the appropriate level of outlays 
for that year as set forth in H. Con. Res. 64, 
to be exceeded. 

REVENUES 

Any measure that would result in a reve
nue loss for fiscal year 1994, if adopted and 
enacted, would cause revenues to be less 
than the appropriate level for that year as 
set forth in H. Con. Res. 64. Any measure 
that would result in a revenue loss that is 
not included in the current level revenue es
timate for fiscal years 1994 through 1998, if 
adopted and enacted, would cause revenues 
to be less than the appropriate level for 
those years as set forth in H. Con. Res. 64. 

Filed 602(b) subdivisions Current level Difference 

Budget authority 

14,629 
22,969 

240,746 

Outlay 

14,340 
23,156 

255,615 

Budget authority 

0 
20 
0 

Outlay 

3,577 
6,369 

94,206 

Budget authority 

-14,629 
-22,949 

-240,746 

Outlay 

-10,763 
- 16,787 

-161,409 
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DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS, FISCAL YEAR 1994-Continued 
[In millions of dollars] 

Filed 602(b) subdivisions Current level 

Budget authority Outlay Budget authority 

District of Columbia ................................................................ ......................... 700 698 0 
0 
0 

400 

Energy and Water Development ..... ................................................................ ... 22,017 21 ,702 
Foreign Operations ........................................... ................................................. 13,783 13,918 
Interior ............................................................................................................... 13,736 13,731 
labor, Health & Human Services, and Education ........................................... 66,983 68,290 1.716 

0 
0 
0 

legislative ..............•.......................................................................................... 2,300 2,289 
Military Construction ......................................................................................... 10,337 8,784 
Transportation ................................................................................................... 13,134 34,739 

0 
720 

Treasury-Postal Service ................................................... .................................. 11,319 11,522 
VA-HUD-Independent Agencies ......................................................................... 68,311 69,973 

Outlay 

July 23, 1993 

Difference 

Budget authority Outlay 

0 -700 -698 
8,775 -22,017 -12,927 
8,302 -13,783 - 5,616 
4,957 -13,336 -8,774 

38,062 -65,267 -30,228 
204 -2,300 -2,085 

6,380 -10,337 -2,404 
22.784 -13,134 -11,955 
2,740 -11,319 -8,782 

40,472 -67,591 -29,501 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Grand total .......................................................................................... 500,964 538,757 2,856 

HOUSE COMMITTEE: 
Agriculture: 

Appropriate level ................................•......................................... ... 
Current level .................................................................................. . 

Difference .................. ................................................................ . 
Armed Services: 

Appropriate level ........................ .................................................... . 
Current level .................................................................................. . 

Difference .................................................................................. . 
Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs: 

Appropriate level ............ ................................................................ . 
Current level .................................................................................. . 

Difference .................................................................................. . 
District of Columbia: 

Appropriate level ................................................ ............................ . 
Current level .................................................................................. . 

Difference ..................................................................... .......... ... . 
Education and labor: 

Appropriate level ................................................ ............................ . 
Current level ...................................................... ............................ . 

Difference .................................................................................. . 
Energy and Commerce: 

Appropriate level ............................................................................ . 
Current level ............................................................................... ... . 

Difference ..................................................... .......................... ... . 
Foreign Affairs: 

Appropriate level ............................................................................ . 
Current level ................................................................ .................. . 

Difference .................................................................................. . 
Government Operations: 

Appropriate level ............................................................................ . 
Current level .................................................. ........ ........................ . 

Difference ................................... ................................ ............... . 
House Administration: 

Appropriate level .................................. ............. ............................. . 
Current level ......... ......................................................................... . 

Difference .................................................................................. . 
Judiciary: 

Appropriate level .............. .............................................................. . 
Current level ............................................................................... ... . 

Difference ............................................................ ........ .............. . 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries: 

Appropriate level ............................................................................ . 
Current level ....................................... ........................................... . 

Difference .................................................................................. . 
Natural Resources: 

Appropriate level ...................................................................... ...... . 
Current level ............................................................................... ... . 

Difference ...................................... ............................................ . 
Post Office and Civil Service: 

Appropriate level ............................................................................ . 
Current level ............................. ..................................................... . 

Difference .......................................................... ........................ . 
Public Works and Transportation: 

Appropriate level ..... .. ..................................................................... . 
Current level ...................... ....................................................... ..... . 

Difference .............................................................................. .. . 
Science, Space, and Technology: 

Appropriate level .................. .......................................................... . 
Current level ................... ................................................. .............. . 

Difference ........................................ .......................................... . 
Small Business: 

Appropriate level ............................................................................ . 
Current level .................................................................... ...... ........ . 

Difference ..................... .. ... ......................... ................... ........ . 
Veterans' Affairs: 

Appropriate level ............................................................... ...... ....... . 
Current level .................................................................................. . 

Difference ........ ................................................................... .. ..... . 
Ways and Means: 

Appropriate level ............................................................................ . 
Current level ........... ... ... ....... ..... ..................................................... . 

Difference .................................................................................. . 
Perm. Select Committee on Intelligence: . 

Appropriate level ............................................................................ . 
Current level ................................................. ................................. . 

Difference .................................................................................. . 

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION 
[Fiscal Years, in millions of dollars] 

1994 

Budget authority Outlays New entitlement author-

-65 
0 

65 

-128 
0 

128 

-117 
0 

117 

-66 
0 

66 

2,092 
0 

-2,092 

0 
0 
0 

-11 
0 

11 

-2,876 
0 

2,876 

-66 
0 

66 

-128 
0 

128 

-338 
17 

355 

-1,700 
0 

1,700 

-112 
0 

112 

-66 
0 

66 

-13 
0 

13 

-11 
0 

11 

-2,054 
0 

2,054 

ity 

-60 
0 

60 

-128 
0 

128 

118 
0 

-118 

-180 
0 

180 

-77 
0 

77 

70 
0 

-70 

-2,036 
0 

2,036 

236,828 -498,108 -301,929 

1994-98 

Budget authority Outlays New entitlement author-
ity 

49,024 34,682 888 
0 0 0 

-49,024 -34,682 -888 

-2,365 -2,357 -2,357 
0 0 0 

2,365 2,357 2,357 

-2,792 
87 

2,879 

-4,048 
0 

4,048 

-1,169 -8,369 -7,798 
0 0 0 

1,169 8,369 7,798 

-5 -5 -5 
0 0 0 
5 5 5 

-472 
0 

472 

-205 -205 -4 
0 0 0 

205 205 4 

-709 -693 
0 0 

709 693 

-10,199 -10,547 -9,597 
0 0 0 

10,199 10,547 9,597 

37,458 -85 
0 0 

-37,458 85 

-1.356 -1.352 3,447 
0 0 0 

1,356 1,352 -3,447 

-29,669 -24,422 -12,596 
0 0 0 

29,669 24,422 12,596 

0 0 0 
15 15 15 
15 15 15 
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CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 
Washington , DC, July 14, 1993. 

Hon. MARTIN 0. SABO, 
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, House of 

Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to section 
308(b) and in aid of section 311 of the Con
gressional Budget Act, as amended, this let
ter and supporting detail provide an up-to
date tabulation of the on-budget current lev
els of new budget authority, estimated out
lays, and estimated revenues for fiscal year 
1994 in comparison with the appropriate lev
els for those items contained in the 1994 Con
current Resolution on the Budget (H. Con. 
Res. 64), and is current through July 13, 1993. 
A summary of this tabulation follows: 

[In millions of dollars) 

Budget res-
House cur- olution (H. 
rent level Con. Res. 

64) 

Current 
level+/
resolution 

Budget authority ....................... 725,919 1,223,400 -497,481 
Outlays .. .................................... 920,401 1.218,300 -297,899 
Revenues ..... .............. ............... . 

1994 ............................. :... 878,100 905,500 -27,400 
1994-98 ........ ................... 4,863,825 5,153,400 -289,575 

Since my last report, dated May 27, 1993, 
Congress has approved and the President has 
signed the CIA Voluntary Separation Incen
tive Act (P.L. 103-36), the Unclaimed Depos
its Amendments Act (P.L. 103-44), and the 
1993 Spring Supplemental (P.L. 103-50). Addi
tionally, at the request of Committee staff, 
we have removed scoring of section 001 · of 
P.L . 102-391, as provided for in Sec. 
251(b)(2)(B)(5) of H.R. 2264, the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993 that 
passed the House on May 27, 1993. These ac
tions changed the current level of budget au
thority and outlays. 

Sincerely, 
ROBERT D. REISCHAUER, 

Director. 

PARLIAMENTARIAN STATUS REPORT, 103D CONGRESS, IST 
SESSION, HOUSE ON-BUDGET SUPPORTING DETAIL FOR 
FISCAL YEAR 1994 AS OF CLOSE OF BUSINESS JULY 
13, 1993 

[In millions of dollars) 

Budget au
thority Outlays Revenues 

ENACTED IN PREVIOUS SESSIONS 
Revenues ........ ...... ....................... .. 878,100 
Permanents and other spending 

legislation ................................. 740,893 699,501 
Appropriation legislation ............... 241 ,770 
Offsetting receipts ........................ (183,477) (183,477) 

~~~~~~~~~~-

Tot a I previously enacted ...... 557,415 757,794 878,100 

ENACTED THIS SESSION 
Authorize Construction of World 

War II Memorial (P.L. 103-32) 
CIA Voluntary Separation Incentive 

Act (P.L 103-36) ...... .............. . 
Unclaimed Deposit Amendments 

Act (P.L 103-44) .................... . 
1993 Spring Supplemental (P.L. 

103-50) ...................... ............ .. 

Total enacted this session .. 

ENTITLEMENTS AND MANDATORIES 
Budget resolution baseline esti

mates of appropriated entitle
ments and other mandatory 
programs not yet enacted ....... . 

================= 

JO 

18 

168,488 

17 

(292) 

(267) 

162,874 

Total Current Levell ............ 725,921 920,401 878,100 

Total Budget Resolution .......... ..... 1,223,400 1,218,300 905,500 

Amount remaining: 
Under Budget Resolu-

tion ......................... 497,479 297,899 27,400 

PARLIAMENTARIAN STATUS REPORT, 103D CONGRESS, IST 
SESSION, HOUSE ON-BUDGET SUPPORTING DETAIL FOR 
FISCAL YEAR 1994 AS OF CLOSE OF BUSINESS JULY 
13, 1993-Continued 

[In millions of dollars) 

Over Budget Resolution 

Budget au
thority Outlays Revenues 

1 In accordance with the Budget Enforcement Act, the total does not in
clude $2,340 million in budget authority and outlays for emergency funding 
in P.L 103-6, and $12 million in budget authority and $7 million in outlays 
for emergency funding in P.L 103-50. 

Notes: Amounts in parentheses are negative. Detail may not add due to 
rounding. 

MOTION TO ADJOURN 
Mr. GEPHARDT. Mr. Speaker, I 

move that the House do now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

MURTHA). The question is on the mo
tion offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. GEPHARDT]. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The voted was taken by electronic 

device, and there were-ayes 200, noes 
173, not voting 62, as follows: 

Abercrombie 
Andrews (ME) 
Andrews (NJ) 
Andrews (TX) 
Applegate 
Bacchus (FL) 
Ba.esler 
Barca 
Barcia 
Barrett (WI) 
Becerra. 
Beilenson 
Bil bray 
Bishop 
Blackwell 
Boni or 
Borski 
Boucher 
Brewster 
Brooks 
Browder 
Brown (FL) 
Brown (OH) 
Bryant 
Byrne 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carr 
Chapman 
Clayton 
Clement 
Clyburn 
Collins (Ml) 
Coppersmith 
Coyne 
Cramer 
Da.rden 
de la Garza 
De Fazio 
De Lauro 
Dell urns 
Derrick 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Dixon 
Edwards (CA) 
Edwards (TX) 
Engel 
English (AZ) 
English (OK) 

[Roll No. 364) 
AYES-200 

Eshoo 
Farr 
Fazio 
Filner 
Fingerhut 
Flake 
Foglietta 
Foley 
Ford (Ml) 
Ford (TN) 
Frank (MA) 
Furse 
Gephardt 
Geren 
Gibbons 
Glickman 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Gutierrez 
Hall(TX) 
Hamburg 
Ha.mil ton 
Ha.stings 
Ha.yes 
Hefner 
Hilliard 
Hinchey 
Hochbrueckner 
Hoyer 
Hughes 
Hutto 
Inslee 
Jacobs 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnston 
Ka.njorski 
Ka.ptur 
Kennedy 
Kennelly 
Kil dee 
Kleczka 
Klein 
Klink 
Kopetski 
Kreidler 
Lancaster 
Lantos 
La.Rocco 
Lehman 

Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lewey 
Maloney 
Mann 
Manton 
Ma.rgolies-

Mezvinsky 
Markey 
Martinez 
Matsui 
Ma.zzoli 
Mccloskey 
McCurdy 
Melia.le 
Meek 
Menendez 
Mfume 
Miller (CA) 
Mine ta 
Mink 
Mollohan 
Montgomery 
Moran 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Natcher 
Nea.l(MA) 
Neal (NC) 
Obersta.r 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Orton 
Pallone 
Pastor 
Payne (NJ) 
Payne (VA) 
Pelosi 
Peterson (FL) 
Pickett 
Pickle 
Price (NC) 
Ra.hall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reynolds 
Richardson 
Rose 

Rostenkowski 
Rowland 
Roybal-Alla.rd 
Rush 
Sabo 
Sanders 
Sa.ngmeister 
Sa.rpa.lius 
Sawyer 
Schumer 
Scott 
Serrano 
Sharp 
Shepherd 
Sisisky 
Skaggs 
Skelton 

Alla.rd 
Archer 
Armey 
Bachus (AL) 
Baker (CA) 
Barlow 
Barrett (NE) 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Bliley 
Blute 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla. 
Bunning 
Buyer 
Callahan 
Calvert 
Ca.mp 
Canady 
Castle 
Clinger 
Coble 
Coleman 
Collins (GA) 
Combest 
Condit 
Costello 
Cox 
Crane 
Crapo 
Danner 
Deal 
De Lay 
Dickey 
Doolittle 
Dornan 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Durbin 
Emerson 
Evans 
Everett 
Fa.well 
Fields (TX) 
Fish 
Fowler 
Franks (CT) 
Franks (NJ) 
Gallo 
Gekas 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gilman 
Goodlatte 

Ackerman 
Baker (LA) 
Ballenger 
Bateman 
Berman 
Bevill 
Bilira.kis 
Brown (CA) 
Burton 
Clay 
Collins (IL) 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Cunningham 
Deutsch 
Diaz-Bala.rt 

Slaughter 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Stokes 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Swett 
Swift 
Synar 
Ta.ylor(MS) 
Tejeda 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Torres 
Torricelli 
Tra.fica.n t 

NOES-173 

Goss 
Grams 
Grandy 
Green 
Greenwood 
Hancock 
Hansen 
Hastert 
Hefley 
Herger 
Hoagland 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hoke 
Horn 
Huffington 
Hunter 
Hutchinson 
Hyde 
Is took 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (SD) 
Ka.sich 
Kim 
King 
Kingston 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kyl 
Lambert 
Lazio 
Leach 
Levy 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (FL) 
Lightfoot 
Linder 
Livingston 
Long 
Ma.nzullo 
McColl um 
McCrery 
McDade 
McHugh 
Mcinnis 
McKeon 
McMillan 
Meehan 
Meyers 
Michel 
Miller(FL) 
Minge 
Molinari 
Moorhead 
Morella 
Nussle 
Oxley 
Parker 
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Tucker 
Unsoeld 
Valentine 
Velazquez 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Wheat 
Whitten 
Wilson 
Wise 
Woolsey 
Wyden 
Wynn 
Yates 

Paxon 
Penny 
Peterson (MN) 
Petri 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Posha.rd 
Pryce (OH) 
Quinn 
Ra.ms tad 
Ravenel 
Regula 
Ridge 
Roemer 
Rogers 
Rohrabacher 
Roukema. 
Royce 
Saxton 
Schaefer 
Schenk 
Schiff 
Sensenbrenner 
Shaw 
Shays 
Slattery 
Smith (IA) 
Smith(MI) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith(OR) 
Smith(TX) 
Snowe 
Solomon 
Spence 
Stea.ms 
Stump 
Sundquist 
Talent 
Tanner 
Tauzin 
Thomas (CA) 
Thomas (WY) 
Thurman 
Torkildsen 
Towns 
Upton 
Vuca.novich 
Walker 
Weldon 
Willia.ms 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 
Zeliff 
Zimmer 

NOT VOTING-62 

Dooley 
Ewing 
Fields (LA) 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Gejdenson 
Gingrich 
Goodling 
Gunderson 
Hall (OH) 
Harman 
Henry 
Holden 
Houghton 
Inglis 
Inhofe 

Jefferson 
Johnson, Sam 
Klug 
La.Falce 
Laughlin 
Lloyd 
Machtley 
McCandless 
McDermott 
McKinney 
McNulty 
Mica 
Moakley 
Murphy 
Myers 
Owens 
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Packard 
Quillen 
Roberts 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roth 

Santorum 
Schroeder 
Shuster 
Skeen 
Studds 

0 1514 

Taylor (NC) 
Vento 
Walsh 
Washington 

So the motion was agreed to; accord
ingly (at 3 o'clock and 15 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until 12 noon on Mon
day, July 26, 1993. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I regret that 
I was unavoidably detained and did not vote 
on the rollcall vote No. 364. This vote was on 
adjournment and had I been present, I would 
have voted nay. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, had I been 

present for the following rollcall votes, I would 
have voted yes on rollcall votes numbered 
360, 361, and 362. 

I would have voted no on rollcall votes num
bered 359, 363, and 364. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, I was ab

sent. Had I been present, I would have voted 
as follows: 

Roll No. 360, Sensenbrenner amendment to 
cancel the Advanced Solid State Rocket 
Motor Program: Yea. 

Roll No. 361, Walker amendment to elimi
nate the $18 million earmark for the Consor
tium for an International Earth Sciences 
Network: Yea. 

Roll No. 362, Hefley amendment to cut the 
Consortium for an International Earth 
Sciences Network authorization to $10 mil
lion from $18 million: Yea. 

Roll No. 363, Motion to fix the time to 
which the House shall adjourn: Yea. 

Roll No. 364, Motion to adjourn: Yea. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I had pend
ing business in my congressional district and 
was forced to depart Washington, DC prior to 
Rollcall Votes 362, 363, and 364. Had I been 
present, I would have voted "aye" on Rollcall 
362, an amendment by Representative 
HEFLEY to reduce funds for the Consortium for 
International Earth Science Information Net
work by $8 million. I would have voted "nay" 
on the procedural votes called for Rollcalls 
363 and 364. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred as fol
lows: 

1642. A letter from the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, transmitting a report 
on child maltreatment in alcohol abusing 
families, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 5105 note; to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

1643. A letter from the Vice President, 
Farm Credit Bank of Springfield, transmit
ting the annual report of the Group Retire-

ment Plan for the Agricultural Credit Asso
ciations and the Farm Credit Banks in the 
First Farm Credit District, pursuant to 31 
U.S.C. 9503(a)(l)(B); to the Committee on 
Government Operations. 

1644. A letter from the Clerk of the House, 
transmitting the annual compilation of per
sonal financial disclosure statements and 
amendments thereto filed with the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, pursuant to 2 
U.S.C. 703(d)(l) and rule XLIV, clause 1 of 
House Rules (H. Doc. No. 103-122); to the 
Committee on Standards of Official Conduct 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIIl, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. WHEAT: Committee on Rules, House 
Resolution 226. Resolution providing for con
sideration of the bill (H.R. 2667) making 
emergency supplemental appropriations for 
relief from the major, widespread flooding in 
the Midwest for the fiscal year ending Sep
tember 30, 1993, and for other purposes (Rept. 
103-189). Referred to the House Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 5 of rule X and clause 4 

of rule XXII, public bills and resolu
tions were introduced and severally re
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. COX: 
H.R. 2717. A bill to repeal the Federal es

tate and gift taxes and the tax on genera
tion-skipping transfers; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

H.R. 2718. A bill to amend the Comprehen
sive Environmental Response, Compensa
tion, and Liability Act of 1980 and the Solid 
Waste Disposal Act to limit the liability 
under those acts of lenders and fiduciaries; 
jointly, to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce and Public Works and Transpor
tation. 

By Mr. FAZIO: 
H.R. 2719. A bill to provide for the use of an 

independent site manager, selected by the 
Secretary of Defense in consultation with 
local governments and residents of commu
nities adversely affected by base closures, to 
perform management functions in connec
tion with the closure or realignment of mili
tary installati.ons; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. KING (for himself and Mr. KEN
NEDY): 

H.R. 2720. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to include peonage and slavery 
offenses as RICO predicates; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTINEZ (for himself, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. FORD of Michigan, Mr. 
CLAY, Mr. OWENS, Mr. MCCLOSKEY, 
Mrs. SCHROEDER, Mr. MILLER of Cali
fornia, Mr. KILDEE, Mrs MORELLA, 
Mr. SAWYER, Mrs. MINK, Mr. DEL
LUMS, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. STOKES, Mr. 
FOGLIETTA, Mrs. COLLINS of Illinois, 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. OLVER, Mr. 
SANDERS, Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. 
BLACKWELL, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. 
FILNER, and Mr. RUSH): 

H.R. 2721. A bill to amend title VII of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Age Dis
crimination in Employment Act of 1967 to 
improve the effectiveness of administrative 

review of employment discriminations 
claims made by Federal employees; and for 
other purposes; jointly, to the Committees 
on Education and Labor and Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. OWENS (for himself and Mr. 
MURPHY): 

H.R. 2722. A bill to amend the Age Dis
crimination in Employment Act of 1967 with 
respect to State and local firefighters, law 
enforcement officers, and incumbent elected 
judges; and to amend the Age Discrimination 
in Employment Amendments of 1986 to pre
vent the repeal of the exemption for certain 
bona fide hiring and retirement plans appli
cable to State and local firefighters and law 
enforcement officers; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Mr. OWENS (for himself, Mr. GOOD
LING, and Mr. BALLENGER): 

H.R. 2723. A bill to amend the Rehabilita
tion Act of 1973 and the Education of the 
Deaf Act of 1986 to make technical and con
forming amendments to the act, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu
cation and Labor. 

By Mr. SAWYER: 
H.R. 2724. A bill to provide assistance to 

States to enable such States to raise the 
quality of instruction in mathematics and 
science by providing equipment and mate
rials necessary for hands-on instruction; to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

H.R. 2725. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to 
strengthen and improve the quality of math
ematics and science education, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

H.R. 2726. A bill to provide for improved in
structions in mathematics and science edu
cation; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. JACOBS, 
Mrs. MORELLA, Mr. KILDEE, and Ms. 
BYRNE): 

H.R. 2727. A bill to amend the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act to improve the 
enforcement and compliance program; joint
ly, to the Committees on Public Works and 
Transportation and Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. SAWYER (for himself and Mr. 
KILDEE): 

H.R. 2728. A bill to authorize a program of 
grants to States to improve the use of tech
nology in elementary and secondary schools; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. SHAYS (for himself, Mr. SWETT, 
Mr. DICKEY. Mr. MANN. Mr. BARTLETT 
of Maryland, and Mr. MCHALE): 

H.R. 2729. A bill to provide for the applica
tion of certain employment protection laws 
to the Congress and for other purposes; joint
ly to the Committees on House Administra
tion and Rules. 

By Ms. SNOWE (for herself, Mr. 
MCCOLLUM, and Mr. GILMAN): 

H.R. 2730. A bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act concerning exclusion 
from the United States on the basis of mem
bership in a terrorist organization; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALKER (for himself, Mr. FA
WELL, Mr. SMITH of Michigan, and 
Mr. ROHRABACHER): 

H.R. 2731. A bill to encourage the develop
ment of a commercial space industry in the 
United States, and for other purposes; joint
ly, to the Committees on Science, Space, and 
Technology, Ways and Means, Natural Re
sources, Agriculture, and the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. RANGEL: · 

H.J. Res. 236. Joint resolution designating 
August 7, 1993, as "Drug Free Day"; to the 
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. ROHRABACHER (for himself, 
Mr. TORRICELLI, Mr. ARMEY, Mr. 
BARTLET!' of Maryland, Mr. BLUTE, 
Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. BOEHNER, Mr. 
CONDIT, Mr. Cox, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, 
Mr. DREIER, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Mr. GILMAN, Mr. HERGER, 
Mr. HYDE, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, 
Mr. KYL, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. MACHTLEY, 
Mr. MCHALE, Mrs. MEYERS of Kansas, 
Mr. MOORHEAD, Mr. PAXON, Mr. POR
TER, Ms. Ros-LEHTINEN, Mr. ROYCE, 
Mr. STEARNS, Mr. SWETT, and Mr. 
WILSON): 

H.J. Res. 237. Joint resolution to authorize 
the construction of a international monu
ment in the District of Columbia to honor 
the victims of communism; to the Commit
tee on House Administration. 

By Mr. SMITH of Oregon (for himself, 
Mr. WYDEN, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. 
KOPETSKI and Ms. FURSE): 

H.J. Res. 238. Joint resolution to com
memorate the sequicentennial of the Oregon 
Trail; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of California: 
H.R. 2732. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Transportation to issue a certificate of 
documentation · with appropriate endorse
ment for employment in the coastwise trade 
of the United States for the vessel Dixie; to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. HALL of Ohio: 
H.R. 2733. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Transportation to issue a certificate of 
documentation for the vessel Tessa; to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish
eries. 

By Mr. OBERSTAR: 
H.R. 2734. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Transportation to issue a certificate of 
documentation for the vessel Island Girl; to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, sponsors 

were added to public bills and resolu
tions as follows: 

H.R. 22: Mr. RICHARDSON and Mrs. LLOYD. 
H.R. 31: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. BOR

SKI, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, and Mr. CAS
TLE. 

H.R. 98: Mr. DICKS, Mr. STARK, Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. VENTO, Ms. 
FURSE, Ms. WOOLSEY, and Ms. SCHENK. 

H.R. 298: Mr. DURBIN. 
H.R. 436: Mr. HOEKSTRA, Mr. COMBEST, Mr. 

LEWIS of Florida, Mr. THOMAS of Wyoming, 
Mrs. RoUKEMA, Mr. BONILLA, Mr. 
KNOLLENBERG, and Mr. SUNDQUIST. 

H.R. 535: Mr. BEREUTER, and Mr. UPTON. 
H.R. 667: Mr. LIGHTFOOT. 
H.R. 702: Mr. LEACH, Mr. !NHOFE, and Mr. 

CALVERT. 
H.R. 789: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. 

COPPERSMITH, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. SKELTON, 
and Mr. PASTOR. 

H.R. 830: Mr. LIVINGSTON and Mr. SOLOMON. 
H.R. 846: Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. 

PASTOR, Mr. EMERSON, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr. 
DREIER, Mr. BACCHUS of Florida, Mr. REED, 
Mr. BAKER of California, Mrs. MEEK, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas, Ms. HARMAN, Mr. POMBO, Mr. HUTTO, 
and Mr. SAXTON. 

H.R. 885: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 902: Ms. MALONEY and Mr. MCNULTY. 
H.R. 967: Mrs. CUNNINGHAM, Mr. HOBSON, 

and Mr. MURTHA. 
H.R. 1017: Mr. SPENCE, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. 

BYRNE, Mr. LEVY, and Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 1078: Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1079: Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1080: Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1081: Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1082: Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1083: Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1141: Mr. BONILLA. 
H.R. 1181: Mrs. LLOYD, Mr. Goss, and Mr. 

ORTON. 
H.R. 1191: Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. 
H.R. 1248: Mr . . KOPETSKI. 
H.R. 1279: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, Mr. 

ANDREWS of New Jersey, Mr. WYNN, Mr. BAC
CHUS of Florida, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. RoEMER, and 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 

H.R. 1332: Mr. HALL of Texas and Mr. 
TORRES. 

H.R. 1394: Mr. SAXTON. 
H.R. 1519: Mr. TORRES. 
H.R. 1538: Mr. WYNN, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 

SAWYER, and Mr. ANDREWS of Maine. 
H.R. 1551: Mr. KOLBE and Mrs. MEEK. 
H.R. 1604: Mr. MACHTLEY. 
H.R. 1796: Mr. WOLF, Mr. PARKER, Mr. 

GALLO, Mr. DORNAN, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. 
TANNER, Mr. HUGHES, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, 
Mrs. RoUKEMA, Mr. KOPETSKI, Mr. BISHOP, 
Ms. SNOWE, Mr. LANCASTER, and Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 1797: Mrs. MORELLA and Mr. PETERSON 
of Minnesota. 

H.R. 1799: Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota. 

H.R. 1816~ Mr. WILSON. 
H.R. 1900: Mr. FROST, Mr. SYNAR, Mr. 

TORRES, Mr. MCCURDY, and Mr. OBERSTAR. 
H.R. 1910: Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 

TRAFICANT, Mr. HOUGTON, Mr. HOKE, Mr. 
MCCOLLUM, Mr. lNHOFE, Mr. ROHRABACHER, 
Mr. SPENCE, Mrs. VUCANOVICH, Mr. COLLINS 
of Georgia, and Mr. LEWIS of Florida. 

H.R. 1981: Mr. BORSKI, Mr. INGLIS of South 
Carolina, Mr. SARPALIUS, Mr. DICKEY, Mr. 
BONILLA, Mr. DIXON, and Mr. HAMILTON. 

H.R. 2076: Mr. SABO, Ms. FURSE, Mr. DIXON, 
Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. ENGEL. 

H.R. 2137: Mr. PETRI. 
H.R. 2434: Mr. ZIMMER. 
H.R. 2447: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Ms. 

MCKINNEY, Mr. lNSLEE, Mr. OWENS, and Mr. 
DELLUMS. 

H.R. 2488: Mr. MINETA. 
H.R. 2523: Mr. SOLOMON. 
H.R. 2536: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 

FROST, Mr. TUCKER, Mrs. MEEK, Mr. PETER
SON of Minnesota, and Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 2537: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
FROST, Mr. TUCKER, Mrs. MEEK, Mr. PETER
SON of Minnesota, and Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 2538: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
FROST, Mr. TUCKER, Mrs. MEEK, Mr. PETER
SON of Minnesota, and Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 2539: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
FROST, Mr. TUCKER, Mrs. MEEK, Mr. PETER
SON of Minnesota. and Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 2540: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
FROST, Mr. TUCKER, Mrs. MEEK, Mr. PETER
SON of Minnesota, and Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 2572: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 2579: Mr. RAVENEL. 
H.R. 2605: Mr. EVANS. 
H.R. 2641: Mr. VISCLOSKY. 
H.J. Res. 66: Mr. HASTINGS. 
H.J. Res. 129: Mr. TAYLOR of North Caro

lina. 
H.J. Res. 137: Mr. EVANS. 
H.J. Res. 157: Mr. HALL of Texas, Ms. 

VELAZQUEZ, Mr. HASTINGS, Mrs. MEEK, Mr. 
HINCHEY, Mr. SCOTI', Mr. DURBIN, Mr. 
BAESLER, Mr. STUMP, Mr. CALLAHAN, and Mr. 
DELAY. 

H.J. Res. 166: Mr. WYNN and Ms. MCKINNEY. 
H.J. Res. 199: Mr. BRYANT, Mr. SKELTON, 

Mr. SPENCE, Mr. SWETT, Mr. EVERETT, Mr. 
ROYCE, Mr. BONIOR, Mr. CLEMENT, Mr. MIL
LER of California, Mr. BACHUS of Alabama, 
Mr. PETRI, Mr. GRANDY, Mr. TRAFICANT, Mr. 
WISE, Mr. REED, Mr. HANSEN, Mr. WELDON, 
Mr. RAHALL, Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr. 
SCHIFF, Mr. BAKER of California, Mr. GUN
DERSON, Mr. SPRAT!', and Mr. SABO. 

H. Con. Res. 66: Mr. FINGERHUT. 
H. Con. Res. 80: Mr. MARTINEZ. 
H. Res. 117: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
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