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Miller (CA) Smith (NJ} Whitten
Mollohan Swift Willlams
Morella Talent Wilson
Neal (NC) Thomas (CA) Woolsey
Payne (VA) Tucker
Slattery Washington
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So the Journal was approved.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. GRAMS] please
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance?

Mr. GRAMS 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 li%erty and justice for all.

S ——

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Hallen, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment bills of the House of the
following titles:

H.R. 1632. An act to amend title 11, District
of Columbia Code, and Part C of title IV of
the District of Columbia Self-Government
and Governmental Reorganization Act to re-
move gender-specific references.

H.R. 3863. An act to designate the Post Of-
fice building located at 401 E. South Street
in Jackson, Mississippl, as the ‘‘Medgar
Wiley Evers Post Office™.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed with amendments in
which the concurrence of the House is
requested, bills of the House of the fol-
lowing titles:

H.R. 1631. An act to amend title 11, District
of Columbia Code, to increase the maximum
amount in controversy permitted for cases
under the jurisdiction of the Small Claims
and Concillation Branch of the Superior
Court of the District of Columbla.

H.R. 4278. An act to make improvements in
the old-age, survivors, and disability insur-
ance program under title IT of the Social Se-
curity Act.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H.R. 4278) "“An Act to make
improvements in the old-age, survi-
vors, and disability insurance program
under title II of the Social Security
Act,"” requests a conference with the
House on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr.
MOYNIHAN, Mr. Baucus, Mr. BREAUX,
Mr. PACKWOOD, and Mr. DOLE, to be the
conferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ment of the House to the amendment
of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 965) ‘‘An
Act to provide for toy safety and for
other purposes."'.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed bills of the following
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titles, in which the concurrence of the
House is requested:

S. 729. An act to amend the Toxlc Sub-
stances Control Act to reduce the levels of
lead in the environment, and for other pur-
poses.

5. 1030. An act to amend title 38, United
States Code, to improve the Department of
Veterans Affairs program of sexual trauma
services for veterans, to improve certain De-
partment of Veterans Affairs programs for
women veterans, to extend the period of en-
titlement to inpatient care for veterans ex-
posed to Agent Orange or ionizing radiation,
to establish a hospice care pilot program, to
establish a rural health care clinics program,
to authorize the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs to provide per diem payments and con-
struction grants to State homes for adult
day health care services, to establish an edu-
cation debt reduction program, and for other
purposes.

S. 1357. An act to reaffirm and clarify the
Federal relationships of the Little Traverse
Bay Bands of Odawa Indians and the Little
River Band of Ottawa Indians as distinct fed-
erally recognized Indian tribes, and for other
purposes.

S. 1406. An act to amend the Plant Varlety
Protection Act to make such Act consistent
with the International Convention for the
Protection of New Varleties of Plants of
March 19, 1991, to which the United States is
a signatory, and for other purposes.

S. 2145. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Agriculture to determine which programs
of the Department of Agriculture are eligible
for State mediation and to certify States to
administer mediation for the programs, and
for other purposes.

The message also announced that
pursuant to section 1928a-1928d, of title
22, United States Code, as amended, the
Chair, on behalf of the Vice President,
appoints Mr. MURKOWSKI, as a member
of the Senate delegation to the North
Atlantic Assembly Spring Meeting dur-
ing the second session of the one hun-
dreds third Congress, to be held in
Oslo, Norway, May 26-30, 1994.

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 26, 1994,
Hon. THOMAS 5. FOLEY,
The Speaker, House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I have the honor to
transmit herewith a facsimile copy of the
certificate of election from the Secretary of
State, Commonwealth of Kentucky, indicat-
ing that, according to the official returns of
the Special Election held on May 24, 1994, the
Honorable Ron Lewis was elected to the Of-
fice of Representative in Congress from the
Second Congressional District, Common-
wealth of Kentucky.

With great respect, I am
Sincerely yours,
DoNNALD K. ANDERSON,
Clerk, U.S. House of Representatives.
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SWEARING IN OF THE HONORABLE
RON LEWIS AS A MEMBER OF
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES

The SPEAKER. Will the Member-
elect from Kentucky, the Honorable
Ron LEWIS, please come forward, ac-
companied by members of the Ken-
tucky delegation?

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky appeared at
the bar of the House, and took the oath
of office, as follows:

Do you solemnly swear that you will
support and defend the Constitution of
the United States against all enemies,
foreign and domestic; that you will
bear true faith and allegiance to the
same; that you take this obligation
freely, without any mental reservation
or purpose of evasion, and that you will
well and faithfully discharge the duties
of the office on which you are about to
enter. So help you God.

The SPEAKER. Congratulations. You
are now a Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

WELCOMING THE HONORABLE RON
LEWIS TO THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES

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

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, col-
leagues, I have a most pleasant task
today, as I, along with the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. BUNNING] and the
other members of the Kentucky delega-
tion, present to you, Mr. Speaker, the
winner of the historic special election
in Kentucky, in District 2, last Tues-
day, a remarkable young man, RON
LEWIS.

Mr. Speaker, this election was more
than a special election. It was a very
special election.

Twelve days ago, 10 days before the
election, only 1 person in 10 in the Sec-
ond District of Kentucky recognized
the name RoN LEWIS. None in 10 even
expected that he could win. ““There is
not even a race,” they said. The race
had been conceded to his opponent,
After all, a person of this man’s party
had never won that seat in the history
of the Commonwealth of Kentucky. It
had been conceded by the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. LEWIS], by the
media, the political parties, the politi-
cal pundits, the general public, by ev-
eryone.

Then, Mr. Speaker, with exquisite
timing, just 10 days before the election,
this man found a theme that ignited a
spark in the public's awareness, and in
a sensational 10-day campaign the
sparks grew and grew until it became a
white-hot flame so attractive that last
Tuesday this unknown underdog of a
few days ago was lifted by those voters
into the national spotlight with an as-
tounding 10-point win.

Shakespeare certainly must have had
this man in mind when he wrote of the



May 26, 1994

tide of which taken at its height inevi-
tably leads to victory. RON is the first
of his party to ever have been elected
to Congress from the Second Congres-
sional District.

Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman
from Kentucky took the oath of office
a few minutes ago, he gave his party's
delegation in the Congress from Ken-
tucky the highest proportion ever in
its history. For the first time in Ken-
tucky's long and storied history the
State's delegation will be evenly dis-
tributed between the two parties.

Today RoON LEWIS' name is on the lips
of every Second District Kentuckian.
His name is on the lips of all Kentuck-
ians and of most political pundits na-
tionally, especially in this town, even
in the White House. The issues he
raised and which became instantly so
compelling undoubtedly will resound
all over America this season. Because
they were so persuasive in Kentucky,
they will be persuasive most every-
where. The RoN LEWIS white-hot flame
may become even hotter as the next
few months flow by.

0 1030

On election night, Mr. Speaker, as
the hearty and by now euphoric sup-
porters of RON gathered in the head-
quarters in Elizabethtown to watch be-
came deliciously to them a night when
the impossible dream came true, they
tell me that the campaign workers’
theme song could be heard for miles
around, and you can almost hear it
today off the walls of this great Cham-
ber, and now even coast to coast. The
song was: “Do, Ron, Ron. Do, Ron,
Ron.”

RoN LEWwIS is a lifelong Kentuckian.
He hails from the same county that
gave Abraham Lincoln to the ages. He
is a man from middle America.

I think he would want me to mention
first off that he is a minister of the
gospel, that he is married to a lovely
and loving wife, Kay, and they have
two wonderful children, Ronald Brent
and Allison Faye. We are not allowed
to mention galleries in this body, but I
am told that perhaps if one could, you
would find his lovely wife sitting in the
gallery just there.

And, of course, his daughter, Allison,
held the Bible as RON was sworn into
office this morning.

He holds a master's degree in edu-
cation. He is a small businessman. He
and his wife own and operate a reli-
gious bookstore in Kentucky, and this
is RoN LEWIS' first elective office.

With these gualities, no wonder he
found himself in such common cause
with so many of his fellow Kentucky
citizens.

Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to intro-
duce and present to the Members now a
man you have already met and, I
think, already grown to love, the Con-
gressman from Kentucky's Second Dis-
trict, RON LEWIS.
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THE FIRST REPUBLICAN TO REP-
RESENT KENTUCKY'S SECOND
DISTRICT BEGINS SERVICE

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

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, before I get into my speech, I would
like to recognize three men that mean
a lot to me, three men that are wonder-
ful and great men of Kentucky: Sen-
ator MiTcH McCoNNELL, Congressman
HAL RoGeERS, and Congressman JIM
BUNNING.

And I am certainly proud of my fam-
ily today.

Before I do or say anything further,
however, I would like to do something
that I feel needs to be done.

I have just signed the discharge peti-
tion to force a vote on H.R. 3266, the A
to Z spending cut plan. I wanted that
to be the first thing that I did as a
Member of the House of Representa-
tives.

This legislation will force Congress
to do something every family in Amer-
ica has had to do at one time or an-
other, and that is take a look at every
single expense and see where there is
room for savings. If this Congress
adopts H.R. 3266, this Congress will be
called into special session with just one
topic on the agenda, real reductions in
Federal spending.

Mr. Speaker, I was sent here to de-
liver the message that this Govern-
ment has grown way too big and spent
way too much. That is the message
that roared through central and west-
ern Kentucky 2 days ago. It is the mes-
sage that sent me to Washington, the
first member of my party ever to rep-
resent the Second District in Congress.
It is the same message that the people
of Oklahoma’'s Sixth District sent to
Washington 2 weeks ago with the elec-
tion of our colleague, FRANK LUCAS.

But there is more to this message
than just cutting spending. The people
of Kentucky's Second District sent me
here to tell Congress to respect the fact
that they work hard for their money,
and Congress has an obligation to
spend it wisely and to leave as much as
possible in the hands of the hard-
working American families who earn
it.

They sent me here to oppose new
taxes, and that I will do. As has been
said many times, the problem is not
that the taxes are too low, it is that
the spending is too high.

In the coming weeks and months I
hope to work on the other measures
that I talked about in my campaign:
Serious crime legislation, a plan to re-
form welfare, and measures to stop this
Nation's war on tobacco that threatens
my district's very way of life.

I would say to my colleagues that I
have never held elective office. I do not
have a network of political connec-
tions. But like many of you, I come
here as a man who has raised a family,
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a small businessman, a pastor, at one
time a teacher, the very kind of indi-
vidual, I believe, our Founding Fathers
wanted in this, the people's House, one
who may never have written laws or
regulations but one who has lived
under them.

I have big shoes to fill, I know. I, of
course, know that better than anyone.
Bill Natcher was a great and wonderful
man, an honorable man with great
character, a great man of work ethic,
and no one, I believe, will ever break
his record of 18,401 votes in this House.

But with the help of God, I know I
will do the best job I can to listen to
the views of Kentucky's Second Dis-
trict and to represent those views here
in this magnificent place.

I am proud to be here, and I thank
my friends and my neighbors for their
confidence in sending me here. Thank
you, Mr. Speaker, and may God bless
the United States.

R —

THE DEAN OF KENTUCKY'S DELE-
GATION WELCOMES THE HONOR-
ABLE RON LEWIS

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

Mr. MAZZOLI. Mr. Speaker, one of
the designations I had never aspired to
in my career was to become the dean of
the Kentucky delegation because that
meant that two revered Kentuckians
had to pass before me, Mr. Perkins of
Kentucky's Seventh District and, more
recently, Mr. Natcher of the Second
District. But it has been the will of the
Lord that these two gentlemen pass
and I become the dean of the delega-
tion.

So as the dean of the delegation, I
want to welcome our new colleague,
RoN LEWIS, from the Second District of
Kentucky. I will tell him that among
the many wise things he said today,
none was wiser than the size of the
shoes he had to fill, because we know
that Bill Natcher was and remains
today a legend in this body.
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I would tell my friend from Ken-
tucky, Mr. LEwIS that Bill Natcher al-
ways said this, and I think it became
the hallmark and the motto of our
Kentucky delegation, and I think it is
the hallmark and motto that this
House should always seek to achieve,
and that is that when the interests of
the people are at stake, partisanship
ceases, party affiliation ceases, dif-
ferences of philosophy cease to the ex-
tent they can, and we try to serve the
people.

I think it is on that basis that our
delegation, which has never been either
Democrat or Republican entirely, has
always come together. We have always
worked on behalf of Kentuckians, and,
by extension, worked on behalf of
Americans.
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So I welcome my friend from the sec-
ond district, his daughter, and his fam-
ily. We wish them much health and
happiness in these months ahead. We
also pledge to work together for all the
people of Kentucky and all the people
of the land.

PROVIDING FOR A CONDITIONAL
ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE
FROM MAY 26, 1984, TO JUNE 8,
1994, AND FOR A CONDITIONAL
RECESS OR ADJOURNMENT OF
THE SENATE FROM MAY 25, 26,
27, OR 28, 1994, TO JUNE 7, 1994

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MURTHA). The Chair lays before the
House a privileged Senate concurrent
resolution (S. Con. Res. T0) providing
for a conditional recess or adjournment
of the Senate on Wednesday, May 25,
1994, Thursday, May 26, 1994, Friday,
May 27, 1994, or Saturday, May 28, 1994,
until Tuesday, June 7, 1994, and a con-
ditional adjournment of the House on
Thursday, May 26, 1994, until Wednes-
day, June 8, 1994.

The Clerk read the Senate concur-
rent resolution, as follows:

8. CoNn. RES. 70

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That when the Sen-
ate recesses or adjourns at the close of busi-
ness on Wednesday, May 25, 1994, Thursday,
May 26, 1994, Friday, May 27, 1994, or Satur-
day, May 28, 1994, pursuant to a motion made
by the Majority Leader or his designee, in
accordance with this resolution, it stand re-
cessed or adjourned until 12:00 noon on Tues-
day, June 7, 1994, or until such time on that
day as may be specified by the Majority
Leader or his designee in the motion to re-
cess or adjourn, or until 12:00 noon on the
second day after Members are notified to re-
assemble pursuant to section 2 of this resolu-
tion, whichever occurs first; and that when
the House of Representatives adjourns on the
legislative day of Thursday, May 26, 1994, it
stand adjourned until 12:00 noon on Wednes-
day, June 8, 1994, or until 12:00 noon on the
second day after Members are notified to re-
assemble pursuant to section 2 of this resolu-
tion, whichever occurs first.

SEC. 2. The Majority Leader of the Senate
and the Speaker of the House, acting jointly
after consultation with the Minority Leader
of the Senate and the Minority Leader of the
House, shall notify the Members of the Sen-
ate and the House, respectively, to reassem-
ble whenever, {n their opinion, the public in-
terest shall warrant it.

The Senate concurrent resolution
was concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will take 15 1-minutes on each
side.

DEMOCRATIC ACCOMPLISHMENTS
WILL WIN OUT IN NOVEMBER

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

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, Re-
publicans are crowing about
Whitewater, the so-called troubles of
health care, and one race in Kentucky.
Jerry Falwell does not hesitate to
make outrageous claims about the
President of the United States to sell a
video, and they are predicting great
gains in November.

But let us remember that this is
May, and that the election is in No-
vember, and that come November the
President and the Democratic Congress
can make the following claims: That
the economy is solid and improving;
that the deficit is way down; that nine
times more jobs per month have been
created under this administration than
the previous two; that there will be a
Democratic crime bill of more cops,
more prevention, and more police; that
a Democratic President enacted
NAFTA and the GATT agreement; that
there will be Democratic initiatives on
education, welfare reform, reemploy-
ment, and, yes, a health care bill.

Mr. Speaker, no wonder the Repub-
licans are talking about side issues.

R —

ARE WHITE HOUSE HELICOPTERS
BEING MISUSED?

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

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr.
Speaker, last year, within 3 months of
taking office, President Clinton issued
tighter new guidelines for the use of
military aircraft by members of his ad-
ministration.

“Taxpayers should only be asked to
fund necessities, not luxuries, * * *" he
said.

Yet, 2 days ago a shiny Marine Corps
helicopter from the White House fleet
sat on the golf course of a private
country c¢lub in New Market, MD, to
pick up men described as being from
the White House staff.

This photo, published yesterday in
the Federick News-Post, shows a group
identified as White House aides loading
their golf clubs onto the Marine Corps
helicopter.

Yesterday, I sent a letter to the
President asking for an explanation of
this event. I do hope this explanation
will come quickly, and I do hope it is
not another case of this administra-
tion's actions not living up to its rhet-
oric.

WE NEED A CRIME BILL—NOW

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

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I join my
colleagues today—and all my constitu-
ents—to say loud and clear: We need a
crime bill on the President’'s desk now.
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My constituents in the San Diego
area are representative of people all
across this great Nation. They want
safer streets and neighborhoods for
themselves and for their children. They
want to regain control of their own
neighborhoods, and to stop living in
fear. They are looking forward to more
cops on the streets and more positive
and healthy alternatives for their chil-
dren.

I offered a successful amendment to
the crime bill to allow for the funding
of graffiti prevention and removal.
After the vote, my office was deluged
with thanks from people in my commu-
nity for addressing this serious prob-
lem that goes hand in hand with crime,
but is seldom addressed by this Con-
gress.

This crime bill will be of major help
in our efforts to take back our neigh-
borhoods. I urge the conferees to go to
work and send this bill back to us for
final approval so that we can take this
important step in ensuring a safer fu-
ture for ourselves and for our children.
Let us put the crime bill on the Presi-
dent’s desk now.

———

SIGN DISCHARGE PETITION ON
H.R. 3087 TO BRING JOBS TO
AMERICA

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

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, after the
Second World War, we had a great in-
dustry evolve in the United States. We
were building light aircraft all over,
and they are all over the world today.
Cessna, Beech, Piper, you name it, they
are everywhere. Everywhere you go
you can see these great airplanes.

Little by little, because of a very ac-
tive trial attorneys bar, they are no
longer there. Where we were doing bil-
lions of dollars of business and provid-
ing millions of jobs, where we were
building 18,000 aircraft a year, we are
not building less than 400.

This body has the opportunity to do
a historic thing today. We have gone
through the other body, we have gone
through the Committee on Public
Works, but we are being held up in one
committee.

This morning I filed Discharge Peti-
tion No. 21, and already we have about
50 signers on that. We have 302 cospon-
sors. That means the majority of us are
on this bill. This is a great opportunity
before we go home for our break to sign
this discharge petition, the 302 of you
on this. Once we reach 218, you cannot
sign it anymore, the books are closed.
I urge you to do it.

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
(Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)
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Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to urge the crime bill con-
ferees to adopt key provisions of the
Violence Against Women Act in their
conference report.

This act authorizes new and ex-
panded programs critical to protecting
women.

The conferees must retain the $1.8
billion funding and the title III civil
rights remedy for victims of gender-
motivated violence contained in the
Senate version. This remedy is essen-
tial because it recognizes that gender-
motivated assaults are bias crimes
which violate our belief in equality for
all.

The battered immigrant spouse sec-
tion of the House bill must also be re-
tained. It allows battered immigrant
women to self-petition for naturaliza-
tion, and avoid the dependence on
abusers which many endure solely to
avoid deportation.

I implore my colleagues to retain the
strong provisions of the Violence
Against Women Act as a desperately
needed first step toward making Amer-
ica a safe place for women, their fami-
lies, and the Nation.

———

HEALTH CARE TRIGGERS

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, the
American people need to learn about a
term being tossed around by Demo-
crats in the health care debate. The
term is ‘‘triggers.” And no, I am not
talking about Roy Rogers’ horse.

Democrats know the American peo-
ple are fed up with tax increases and
they know that small businesses can-
not afford employver mandates forcing
them to pay for a Government take-
over of healthcare.

So they are ducking the issue by
using a fancy trick called triggers. It
works like this. The Democrats say
they will not raise taxes much and
they will not make small businesses
pay for the new Government health
care bureaucracy.

But, if their plan does not work, then
there will be automatic triggers that
go into effect forcing small businesses
to pay for President Clinton's health
care plan through employer mandates.
And new tax increases may automati-
cally kick in on American families.

When Americans hear the word *‘trig-
ger” used to describe the Democrats’
health care plans, they need to know it
is really a gun pointed at their heads.
Don’t let them pull the trigger.

Let us stop the political games and
give folks what they want: Real mar-
ket based health care reform that
keeps families in charge instead of
Government bureaucrats in Washing-
ton.
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CRIME BILL

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

Ms. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, as the
daughter of a 20-year veteran of the At-
lanta police force, I have strong feel-
ings about crime and public safety. Re-
cent polls taken in my district indicate
that crime and crime prevention are
foremost on the minds of my constitu-
ents. Prevention and punishment are a
necessary part of any meaningful crime
legislation.

I do have problems with the new
death penalties. But this crime bill
seeks to address many of my concerns
through the Racial Justice Act. If the
State takes a human life, then it must
be done without regard to race.

I welcome certain provisions of the
crime bill. The Community Partner-
ship Act and the youth employment
services are long overdue. In fact, the
prevention provisions offer us a real
reason to say yes to this bill.

Congress has crafted a bill of both
punishment and prevention. The Clin-
ton administration has tackled this
tough issue and when the crime bill
goes to the Presidents desk, it will be
the first crime bill to get a President’s
signature in 5 years.

Let us make the crime bill the first
priority when we come back from the
recess.

FOREIGN POLICY

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

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, President
Clinton's foreign policy is damaging
our Nation’s standing in the world. We
are confusing allies, encouraging foes,
and dumbfounding average Americans.
Where do we stand in Haiti? What is
our role in Bosnia? What have we done
in Somalia?

Time after time over the past year
the President has made threats, prom-
ises, and declarations which have been
ignored by our adversaries and our al-
lies.

In Somalia, a weak foreign policy
and lack of support for our troops led
to the slaughter of some of America's
best men.

In Bosnia, the Serbs discovered our
threats are empty. Repeatedly, they
called our bluff. If need be, they made
promises only to break them again.

In Haiti, the thugs who have stolen
the country thumbed their noses at our
warships. When we threatened, they in-
stalled an unelected leader. Once again
we were helpless because our credibil-
ity is gone.

Does anyone wonder why North Ko-
rea’s leaders ignore our demand to stop
making nuclear weapons?
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In less than 1 year, the Clinton ad-
ministration has succeeded in destroy-
ing the solid foreign policy America
has enjoyed for the last 12. The legacy
of the Reagan-Bush years is replaced
by indecision and weakness. Our allies
are confused and our adversaries are
gloating.

Whither thou goest next, President
Clinton?

——————
ON CHINA

(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, China
is now dictating to Congress. China
said they will not tolerate or accept
any conditions from the Congress of
the United States at all on their most-
favored-nation trade status.

Wow, Congress, how does that tame
your dragon hair?

Chinese dictators—any Congress that
will allow a bunch of Chinese dictators
to set down the law on American trade
policy should be impeached. China is
now No. 2, right behind Japan, with a
$26 billion surplus and telling us how
we should wvote. Shame, Congress.
Shame. Who do you represent, the
workers in a Chinese prison camp, or
the laid-off workers in cities all over
American?

TRIGGERS JUST SMOKE AND
MIRRORS

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

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker,
by all published accounts, one of the
so-called keys to any health care re-
form compromise are the “‘triggers.”

No, I am not talking about Roy Rog-
ers' horse, or some western gunfight, I
am talking about true legislative
trickery.

These triggers are the date at which
a specific health care reform legisla-
tion, probably a Government-run sys-
tem, would be put into operation
should other reforms prove unsuccess-
ful.

The two types of triggers being dis-
cussed are equally bad. The hard trig-
gers are bad because they require the
automatic institution of any legisla-
tion without any congressional ap-
proval.

The soft triggers are bad, because
this will doom any real reform meas-
ures we take now, by forcing us to
come back in just a few years and start
this process all over again. What a
waste!

So what are our choices: abdication
of responsibility or failure to act in the
public's best interest?

Mr. Speaker, these are not choices
that I feel comfortable with.
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We need substantial health care re-
form, today! And our dialog must be
about what is right for the American
people, not about smoke and mirrors!

HONORING BRAVE AMERICANS
WHO HAVE DIED PRESERVING
AMERICA'S FREEDOM

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

Mr. SWETT. Mr. Speaker, in 1868 the
Commander in Chief of the Grand
Army of the Republic issued an order
setting aside a day “for the purpose of
strewing with flowers or otherwise
decorating the graves of comrades who
have died in defense of their country.”

Unfortunately, in the more than 125
years since that first Memorial Day,
the number of graves to decorate has
multiplied greatly—each a poignant re-
minder of loved ones—sons and daugh-
ters, mothers and fathers—brave men
and women who have given their lives
in service to our country.

Mr. Speaker, on this Memorial Day
and on the upcoming anniversary of D-
Day, we will honor with the deepest
gratitude the heroes of Omaha Beach,
Da Nang, Dhahran, and all the brave
Americans who have died preserving
our Nation's freedom. As we honor
their memory, let us pledge that their
lives and valor shall not be forgotten.
Let us also pledge to do our utmost to
see that no other generation will need
to repeat their sacrifices.

SO THAT'S WHERE IT WENT!

(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,
media reports this morning tell of the
confirmation of the black hole theory
in astronomy.

A black hole is described by the New
York Times as “‘a gravitational mon-
ster that gobbles up everything around
s>

This discovery may solve one of the
great political mysteries of our time.

Can it be that a black hole has gob-
bled up the Clinton foreign policy?

After all, trained observers, using the
most sensitive detection instruments
have not been able to confirm that
such a policy exists, although the ad-
ministration loudly claims it is there.

Obviously more investigation is need-
ed before this black hole/foreign policy
theory is accepted, and I urge astrono-
mers to continue their investigations.

But I must say that I strongly favor
this hypothesis, since it is the only log-
ical explanation of why this Nation has
not had a foreign policy since this ad-
ministration took office.
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DON'T INVADE HAITI FOR
MEMORIAL DAY

(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, as we ap-
proach the 50th anniversary of the Nor-
mandy invasion, I can only wonder if
the President is planning to commemo-
rate this Memorial Day with another
invasion—an invasion of Haiti? We
wake this morning to find that the
President is sending warships and
troops to the Caribbean. The President
has deployed two more ships to Haiti,
bringing the total to eight United
States warships now off Haiti's coast,
with an amphibious assault ship carry-
ing 650 Marines on its way for battle
exercises. Was anyone at the White
House listening when this House said
“no' to military intervention and of-
fered an alternative safe haven pro-
posal. We have had positive response to
the safe haven plan from countless
Americans and from Haitian par-
liamentarians, Haitians, and Haitian-
Americans—people we are trying to
help. Memorial Day is a day to remem-
ber those who gave their lives. Let us
hope the President will not commemo-
rate this day by asking more Ameri-
cans to needlessly risk their lives in
Haiti.

FEDERAL IMMIGRATION POLICIES
PLACE HUGE BURDEN ON STATES

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

Ms. SCHENK. Mr. Speaker, a report
released vesterday by the Urban Insti-
tute confirms what those of us from
States such as California, New York,
and Texas already know—that our Fed-
eral immigration policies are placing
an enormous burden on our States.

The Clinton administration has
taken an important first step toward
helping States and local communities
deal with the cost of illegal immigra-
tion. For the first time ever, an admin-
istration has requested money to reim-
burse State and local governments for
the costs of incarcerating undocu-
mented alien felons. But, the $350 mil-
lion that has been requested is only a
downpayment.

Several weeks ago, this body passed a
crime bill making full reimbursement
mandatory by 1998. Immigration is a
Federal issue and the incarceration of
undocumented criminal aliens is a Fed-
eral responsibility. The Federal Gov-
ernment should accept its responsibil-
ity, so, let us include this in the final
version, and let us get the crime bill to
the President’s desk.
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AMERICA NEEDS REASSURANCE
THAT CONGRESS LISTENS AND
GETS THINGS DONE

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

Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska. Mr.
Speaker, our day to day business often
reminds me of the student who puts off
an important assignment until the
very last minute.

We have waited until our general
aviation industry has been driven to
the brink, by frivolous litigation.

We have waited until our commu-
nities are driven to the brink by Safe
Drinking Water Act regulations.

We have waited until our businesses
and cities are driven to the brink by
Superfund.

It may be the proverbial last minute,
but the last minute does not have to
mean too late.

We can pass H.R. 3392 and put some
common sense into the Safe Drinking
Water Act.

We can approve legislation offered by
the gentlemen from Kansas and Utah
and revitalize our aviation industry.

And we can and must support a com-
prehensive reauthorization of
Superfund.

Mr. Speaker, we may have to join the
students in pulling some all-nighters,
but we can also join those who earn
good report cards. Let us show America
that Congress listens. Let us show
America that Congress can get things
done.

THE REEMPLOYMENT ACT

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

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker,
bad news, good news. The bad news is
my district suffers the second worst
unemployment in the entire country.

The good news is new projects and
programs, with the help of the Federal
Government, will create hundreds of
jobs and millions of dollars of eco-
nomic activity in just the next 6 to 9
months.

The bad news is the people who are
unemployed may not be the exact fit
for the new jobs that are coming into
the district.

The good news is the President’s Re-
employment Act will help provide per-
sons the training they need for the new
jobs being created in our increasingly
information-driven, computer-oper-
ated, consumer-oriented job market.

Let me give you one example.

Two weeks ago the Department of
Defense announced that it was locating
in my district a new Defense Finance
Accounting Service—or DFAS office.
This office will create 750 jobs in the
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Monterey area. Within hours of the an-
nouncement, my office was flooded
with phone calls from persons wanting
to apply for the jobs at the DFAS.
Even now, 2 weeks later, my office is
still serving as a clearinghouse for per-
sons wanting information on employ-
ment.

The jobs at the DFAS will require
special technical skills, skills that,
with training assistance from the Re-
employment Act, will easily allow peo-
ple in my community to fill those 750
new jobs.

Mr. Speaker, the President's Reem-
ployment Act is exactly the tonic we
need to get people back to work. It
gives people access to training. It gives
them access to jobs. But most of all, it
gives them access to the hope of a
brighter future.

KEEP OUT OF HAITI

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

marks.)

Mr. DORNAN. Mr. Speaker, Presi-
dents, and this is a bipartisan scandal,
like to do sneaky things sometimes
when the Congress is out. They like to
defy overwhelming votes of the expres-
sion of this Chamber and the other
body.

We better not go into Haiti and put
men and women now in harm's way
against the will of both these Cham-
bers for the likes of Aristide.

We had better not do that within a
few days of two young widows being
awarded posthumously the Medal of
Honor for their husbands being killed
in the streets of Mogadishu where we
had taken away their aerial gunships,
the AC-130 Hercules, and denied them
armored cars and tanks for rescue re-
covery.

We better not go into Haiti.

Do Members recall when people were
trying to compare themselves to Tru-
man in both parties about fighting
heart? Here is one thing where politi-
cians all the way up to the highest of-
fice forget to emulate the words of

Harry Truman.

Truman in the great David
McCollough prize-winning book Tru-
man said this:

“Any man who is dissolute with
women is not to be trusted entirely.”
Here are Truman's exact words out of
one of his diary entries: ‘A man not
true to his wife, a man not honorable
to his marital relations is usually not
honorable in any other relation.”

A PLEA FOR ENACTMENT OF THE
REEMPLOYMENT ACT

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

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, of the
more than 8% million workers unem-
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ployed this year, over 2 million will be
faced with permanent job loss. We need
to pass the Reemployment Act this
year so that these workers can begin to
receive the assistance they need to
connect with the good jobs that our
economy is creating.

But, Mr. Speaker, it is not only
workers who would benefit from pas-
sage of the Reemployment Act. Busi-
nesses would benefit as well. Many
businesses creating the good new jobs
in our economy are having a tough
time finding skilled workers. The REA
would help give workers the skills they
need to fill these jobs, and would con-
nect the business with the worker.

Business Leaders understand the ben-
efits of the REA. The National Alliance
of Business, and I quote: ‘‘welcome the
chance to support a bill that proposes,
for the first time, a national work
force investment system responsive to
the needs of both employers and em-
ployees.” The President of the German
multinational conglomerate Siemens
Corp.—looking to expand its United
States manufacturing operations—tes-
tified that the REA would give Amer-
ican workers, quote: “‘the skills that
are required by companies such as Sie-
mens."

Mr. Speaker, we need to work with
the administration and pass the Reem-
ployment Act. The millions of Ameri-
cans loosing their jobs this year and
the thousands of businesses looking to
try and reemploy them demand no less.

PRESIDENT CLINTON'S AIDES

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

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day the Frederick, MD, News Post ran
a photo labeled ‘‘mystery visit.”

This was a photograph of the Presi-
dential helicopter taken at Holly Hills
Country Club where some of President
Clinton's aides had gone to play golf.

Officials would not disclose the
names of the aides but said the purpose
of the golf game was to ‘‘scout out the
course for President Clinton."

What a ridiculous waste of taxpayers’

money. What an arrogant abuse of °

power. Large helicopters do not fly
cheaply.

Surely there is a better use of this
helicopter than to shuttle White House
staff to golf outings.

Surely White House aides have more
important things to do on weekdays
than to scout out golf courses.

And why all the secrecy? The answer,
of course, is that the White House has
been caught in another embarrassing
position.

Who were these aides? They should
be required to reimburse the Govern-
ment for the full cost of these heli-
copter rides.

Further, the White House should not
try to cover this up. They should dis-
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close full details and costs of all times
that the President's helicopter is being
used only by aides.

IN SUPPORT OF THE
REEMPLOYMENT ACT

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

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, there is
very encouraging news about our econ-
omy and employment everyday, but
there is also dislocation and long-term
unemployment.

Our current system is not addressing
the long-term needs of the unemployed.

We continue to spend billions of dol-
lars on emergency unemployment ben-
efits when we should have a sensible
structure in place which emphasizes re-
employment,.

Imagine the exasperation of the un-
employed who must deal with a jumble
of unrelated agencies to find the kind
of job training and assistance they
need.

The Reemployment Act changes this
by streamlining the current confusing
maze of narrow categorical programs
into a comprehensive reemployment
system that will connect workers to
new jobs and employers to skilled
workers.

The plan is market-driven in that
job-seekers will work with career coun-
selors to develop individualized reem-
ployment plans based on good labor
market information.

Mr. Speaker, we have worked hard to
get our economy back on its feet. Let
us finish the job by enacting this criti-
cal legislation.

ARE YOU GETTING YOUR MONEY'S
WORTH, AMERICA?

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

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
this week Congress begins considering
the annual appropriations bills, which
fund the Government’s programs.

Before we rush to spend the Nation's
money, we should ask ourselves the
same gquestion we would ask if we were
spending our own: Are we getting our
money’s worth?

Too often America's answer to this
question has been *‘no."

Democrats would like to try and con-
vince us that America's answer is
wrong. Republicans believe America's
answer is right and it is the spending
that is wrong.

Nowhere is this truer than in the leg-
islative appropriations bill that we
vote on today.

The question we should ask is simple:
‘‘Are you getting your money's worth,
America?"”

In the case of this administration
and its legislation, the answer is a re-
sounding ‘‘no."
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This Democrat-controlled House,
Senate, and White House keep getting
it backward. They insist on spending
more and getting less, when in fact
America will get more when we spend
less.

FOCUS ON PREVENTING YOUTH
VIOLENCE

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

Mrs. BYRNE. Mr. Speaker, last
month, the House approved the most
sweeping anticrime legislation in its
history and we must get this bill
signed by the President.

To quote Lieutenant Boykin, a police
officer in my district, “‘violence is an
equal opportunity employer that
strikes anyone, anywhere, anytime
* % % and this crime bill focuses on
that random, senseless violence.

For example, it just makes sense to
encourage the adoption of truth-in-sen-
tencing laws.

Otherwise we will have little impact
on stopping the revolving door that
gives criminals repeated chances to
wreak havoc on society and turn
safehavens into battlefields.

Of course we need to put criminals
behind bars, but we cannot give up on
today's 4- and b5-year-olds by simply
building prisons for the future.

That is why we must also focus on
preventing youth violence.

It is about programs, like an *‘ounce
of prevention,” that provide children
with the support and opportunities
they need to be productive, law-abiding
citizens.

T ——————
MONEY'S WORTH

(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, this week we passed a spending bill
on the operations of our foreign policy.

The question, of course, is: What for-
eign policy? Under the Clinton admin-
istration, that question is becoming
more important.

As we wait for the President to ex-
hibit leadership, our foreign operations
budget continues to plod forward. Be-
fore we spend the taxpayers’ money,
should we not rethink where that
money is going?

Mr. Speaker, even with the cold war
over, America needs research and de-
velopment in strategic defense, the en-
vironment, transportation, and espe-
cially medicine. But the Clinton ad-
ministration is talking about price
controls which would scare away ven-
ture capital.

The President promised to reinvent
Government, but when it comes to for-
eign aid and domestic spending, we
have not reinvented one thing.
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As we debated the foreign aid appro-
priations bill and other appropriations
bills coming up in the next week, I ask
the America people one question: Are
you getting your money’'s worth? I
doubt that the voters think so.

THE MICHAEL FLUELLEN
SHOOTING

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

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, May 8 was
a quiet Sunday afternoon as southwest
Georgians celebrated Mother's Day in
my hometown of Columbus, until gun-
shots blasted and echoed throughout
the community.

In the pull of a trigger and the turn
of a corner, Il4-year-old Michael
Fluellen was killed in front of his
home, the victim of yet another sense-
less drive-by shooting.

Michael was a model student and a
great athlete. “He went out of his way
to make people feel good about them-
selves,’’ one of his teachers said.

At his funeral, a Richards Middle
School official read a proclamation es-
tablishing its own chapter of Students
Against Violence Everywhere. SAVE,
as it is known, works with existing
community organizations to provide
resources that will help students elimi-
nate violence at school and throughout
the community.

Columbus Mayor Frank Martin pro-
claimed May 13, 1994, Michael Fluellen
Day and members of SAVE and the
people of Columbus intend to see that
Michael did not die in vain; something
positive, they say, must come from
this tragic event.

This tragic loss brings a plea to the
Congress from southwest Georgia. We
need a balanced anticrime initiative
that will punish Michael's assailants,
provide the youth of America with al-
ternatives to violence, and restore san-
ity to the streets of our communities.

S.A.V.E. (STUDENTS AGAINST VIOLENCE
EVERYWHERE)

This organization was created as a student
response to the violent death of a fourteen-
year-old eighth-grade student at Richards
Middle School, in Columbus, Georgia. Mi-
chael Marcus Fluellen was gunned down out-
side his home on Mother's Day as he re-
turned from a neighborhood basketball
game. Michael was a model student, star
athlete and excellent role model for his
peers. Faculty and students are committed
to ensuring that S.A.V.E. will be an organi-
zation which will eliminate violence at
school, home and in the community. With
the help of community organizations it is
our goal to teach young people ways In
which they can break destructive patterns of
violence in their own lives. Because of Mi-
chael’s ability to touch the lives of so many
people, Columbus Mayor Frank Martin pro-
claimed May 13, 1994. Michael Markus
Fluellen Day, and members of S.A.V.E. in-
tend to see that he did not die in vain—some-
thing positive must come from this tragic
event.
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Sponsors: Katie Genes (friend and teacher
of Michael Fluellen), Rita Irby, Algracie
Jackson.

Principal: William W. Arrington.
MOURNERS OVERFLOW AT FUNERAL
DRIVE-BY SLAYING OF 14-YEAR-OLD RICHARDS

MIDDLE SCHOOL STUDENT TOUCHES DEEP

CHORD IN COMMUNITY

(By Norval Edwards)

As mourners overflowed Corinth Mission-
ary Baptist Church in Columbus Friday
afternoon, some were overcome with grief
over the death of Michael M. Fluellen.

But most in the standing-room-only crowd
also seemed perplexed, as if asking why the
14-year-old Richards Middle School student
had been killed.

“Why did something so terrible happen to
someone so good?” Katle Gemes, a teacher at
Richards, asked the packed audience.

Michael was killed Sunday as he was walk-
ing home along Eighth Street after playing
basketball near Carver High School. Three
men have been arrested and charged In what
police are calling a random, drive-by shoot-
ing.

Michael was remembered by Gemes as
“thoughtful and kind to others.”’

‘*He went out of his way to make people
feel good about themselves,” she said.

As people filed into the church to view Mi-
chael's remains, his sister, Michelle, wailed,
“Lord have mercy! Why? My brother is
dead!™”

Ushers waved paper fans for family mem-
bers in the crowded church; and two family
members, overcome by heat and emotion,
were escorted out temporarily.

During the service, a school offfcial read a
charter establishing a chapter of Students
Apgainst Violence Everywhere (SAVE) in Mi-
chael's name. Students decided this week to
form the group as a lasting living memorial.

A.J. McClung, Columbus mayor pro tem,
offered condolences to the Fluellen family on
behalf of the city.

State Sen. Ed Harbison of Columbus chal-
lenged students to do thelr part to end vio-
lence in the city.

In his eulogy, the Rev. Raymond Mays said
there's too much hatred today.

“‘People haven't seen the significance in
living in this world,” he said. “It's time to
lose the better than thou attitude.”

Mays urged the mourners to imagine what
a better place the world would be if everyone
learned to respect life and one another.

Gemes sald she taught Michael in the sev-
enth and eighth grades. She and Michael, in
addition to being teacher and student, had
become friends, she said before the funeral.

She sald she will remember Michael's
smile.

“I called it his ‘million-dollar smile,"”" she
sald. ‘‘He always had a group around him. He
had so much self-confidence—the other kids
loved to be around him. He never wanted to
hurt anyone.”

Students at Richards Middle School plan
to get together next week to talk about how
the community can reduce violence against
teenagers.

They've formed a group they call SAVE,
Students Against Violence Everywhere. The
group plans to. meet at 3:15 p.m. Wednesday
at the school, 2892 Edgewood Road, Colum-
bus.

Students, teachers and administrators
have also established the Michael Fluellen
Memorial Fund, to help the Fluellen family
pay funeral costs. The account has been set
up at Trust Co. Bank’'s Cross Country
Branch, 3229 Macon Road.
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SIGN DISCHARGE PETITION ON A-
TO-Z SPENDING CUTS PLAN

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

Mr. ZELIFF. Mr. Speaker, tomorrow
most Members of this House will re-
turn home to their districts for 10 days.

That is 10 days to face the voters; 10
days to hear the voters’ concerns; 10
days to be reminded that the voters
want change; 10 days to hear that the
voters want the real A-to-Z spending
cuts plan.

Mr. Speaker, back home the voters
will cheer those of us who are support-
ing the A-to-Z plan.

Back home, the voters do not accept
excuses. And back home the voters do
not accept anything but the real thing.

And, Mr. Speaker, the real thing is
discharge petition No. 16. Today is the
last chance for Members to sign the
real A-to-Z discharge petition before
the Memorial Day recess.

You all know that your phones have
already been lit up to express support
for A-to-Z. Would it not be great to go
home to your town meetings and
proudly announce that you have had
the courage to sign the real A-to-Z dis-
charge petition?

My {friends, do not go home without
it. Sign the A-to-Z discharge petition
today and then go home and tell the
voters that you care about the future
of our country and you are doing some-
thing about it.

“*OUNCE OF PREVENTION' GRANTS
MUST BE FUNDED

(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 want
to urge my colleagues—especially

those who will be part of the con-
ference committee on the crime bill—
that it is imperative that the crime bill
that we send to President Clinton in-
cluding funds for the “‘ounce of preven-
tion' grants as well as other preven-
tion programs. These grants are vital
to communities with high incidences of
crime, poverty, substance abuse, unem-
ployment, school dropouts, and teen
pregnancy. The funds will allow cities
and counties to become involved so
that they may intervene and encourage
and inspire youths at risk.

The moneys included will provide for
critical community programs such as
mentoring, tutoring, job placement,
and substance abuse counseling.

These grants make these significant
and important programs possible for
disadvantaged communities. Without
them, the future for our young Ameri-
cans will not be so bright and promis-
ing.

It is not judicious, expedient, or eco-
nomical to have a crime bill that does
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not contain strong prevention meas-
ures. Why should we only house crimi-
nals after crimes have been committed
rather than prevent the crimes in the
first place? It is shortsighted to only
treat the ills of society and not solicit
a cure.
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COMMEMORATE 50TH
ANNIVERSARY OF D-DAY

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

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in commemoration of the up-
coming 50th anniversary of D-day, the
first day of the Allied Invasion of Eu-
rope at Normandy. The Allies, under
the command of Dwight D. Eisenhower,
landed on the beaches in France on
June 6, 1944,

Our troops suffered massive losses.
Yet, despite the onslaught from the
German guns, the Allied Forces held
their beachheads and pushed the Ger-
mans back. Within a year, the war was
over.

Mr. Speaker, the 50th anniversary of
D-day is a day when we should remem-
ber all of those who fought and died at
Normandy and, indeed, in all of World
War II. Nearly 580,000 men and women
from Florida served their country with
honor and distinction in World War II.

We must always remember to pay
tribute to those who have made the ul-
timate sacrifice. We must never forget
those who have died, and those who
were injured. We must never fail to
help those surviving veterans who may
be in failing health. And we must en-
sure that we never again have to send
s0 many young men to die. The United
States must continue to maintain a
strong defense. Peace through strength
must never ever be forgotten.

THE CRIME BILL STRIKES AN EQ-

UITABLE BALANCE BETWEEN
ENFORCEMENT AND PREVEN-
TION

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

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, the sum-
mer is upon us, and the conferees on
the erime bill have yet to meet. During
the spring I and, I am sure, other Mem-
bers promised their constituents enact-
ment of significant crime-fighting leg-
islation was a priority in Washington.
Responding to our constituents’ call
for a strong, smart, and tough crime
bill, the House passed a good bill that
strikes what I believe is an equitable
60-40 balance between enforcement and
prevention. The bill contains a broad
range of provisions that our people at
home want: 3 strikes and you're out;
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50,000 more police officers on the
streets; increased moneys to construct
new correctional facilities; and com-
mitment to fund the multijuris-
dictional task force under the Byrne
memorial grant program.

Mr. Speaker, it is time to move on
this sweeping piece of legislation. The
people of Michigan and of this Nation
want the House and Senate conferees
to meet and present a tough but fair
crime bill to the President for his sig-
nature.

We must begin to reclaim our
schools, our streets, and our neighbor-
hoods.

RETIREMENT ANNUITIES MAY BE
TARGET OF NEW CLINTON TAX

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

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, the same
folks who brought us the largest tax
increase in the history of the Republic
last year are now drawing up plans to
add an onerous tax on people's retire-
ment annuities.

Currently, an annuity’s increase in
value over time—its inside buildup—is
taxed when the owner begins to draw
income. This is analogous to capital in-
vestments such as real estate or
stocks, where any gains are not taxed
until sale.

President Clinton is considering end-
ing this tax deferral. We should not let
this happen. Two-thirds of annuity
owners have annual household incomes
of under $50,000. These people are not
rich and need their annuities to retire
in dignity. Unfortunately, we have
come to learn from painful experience
that President Clinton’'s definition of
“rich” includes many who view them-
selves as "*‘middle class."”

Both the Treasury Department and
the Office of Management and Budget
are already backing away from this
foolishness. Let us heed their counsel.

RESIGNATION AS CONFEREE AND
APPOINTMENT OF REPLACE-
MENT CONFEREE ON H.R. 3841,
INTERSTATE BANKING EFFI-
CIENCY ACT OF 1994

The SPEAKER pro tempore, laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a conferee:

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, May 25, 1994.
Hon. THOMAS S. FOLEY,
Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I wish to be excused
from services as a conferee on the conference
committee on the bill H.R. 3841, to amend
the Bank Holding Company Act of 1956.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
JACK BROOKS,
Chairman.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the resignation is accepted
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and without objection, the Chair ap-
points the gentleman from Kentucky,
Mr. MazzoLl, to serve in lieu of Mr.
BROOKS of Texas, resigned, as a man-
ager on the part of the House at the
conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the bill, H.R. 3841.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
clerk will notify the Senate of the
change in conferees.

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 4454, LEGISLATIVE
BRANCH APPROPRIATIONS ACT,
1995

Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 444 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 444

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 1(b) of rule XXIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4454) making
appropriations for the legislative branch for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 1995, and
for other purposes. The first reading of the
bill shall be dispensed with. General debate
shall be confined to the bill and shall not ex-
ceed one hour equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Appropriations.
After general debate the bill shall be consid-
ered for amendment under the flve-minute
rule and shall be considered as read. Points
of order agalnst provisions in the bill for
failure to comply with clause 2 of rule XXI
are walved. No amendment shall be in order
except those printed in the report of the
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution, Each amendment may be offered
only in the order printed in the report, may
be offered only by a Member designated in
the report, shall be considered as read, shall
be debatable for the time specified in the re-
port equally divided and controlled by the
proponent and an opponent, shall not be sub-
ject to amendment except as specified in the
report, and shall not be subject to a demand
for division of the question in the House or
in the Committee of the Whole. All points of
order against amendments printed in the re-
port are walved. The chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole may postpone until a
time during further consideration in the
Committee of the Whole a request for a re-
corded vote on any amendment made in
order by this resolution. The chairman of the
Committee of the Whole may reduce to not
less than five minutes the time for voting by
electronic device on any postponed question
that immediately follows another vote by
electronic device without intervening busi-
ness, provided that the time for voting by
electronic device on the first in any series of
questions shall be not less than fifteen min-
utes. At the conclusion of consideration of
the bill for amendment the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted.
The previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
except one motion to recommit, or to recom-
mit with instructions Iif offered by Rep-
resentative Young of Florida or a designee.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MURTHA). The gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. DERRICK] is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, for the
purposes of debate only, I vield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to my good friend,
the gentleman from New York, Mr.
SoLoMON, pending which I yield myself
such time as I may consume. During
consideration of this resolution, Mr.
Speaker, all time yielded is for the pur-
pose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 444 is
the rule providing for consideration of
H.R. 4454, the legislative branch appro-
priations bill for fiscal year 1995. The
resolution provides 1 hour of general
debate to be equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Appropriations. House Resolution 444
also waives clause 2 of rule XXI, which
prohibits unauthorized appropriations
or legislative provisions in a general
appropriations bill, against all provi-
sions in the bill.

Mr. Speaker, the rule makes in order
only those amendments that are print-
ed in the Rules Committee report ac-
companying this rule and the amend-
ments are to be considered in the order
and manner specified in the report and
all amendments will be debatable for 10
minutes each.

The amendments made in order
under this rule are not subject to
amendment, are considered as read,
and are not subject to a demand for a
division of the question. All points of
order against the amendments made in
order in this rule are waived.

Mr. Speaker, the rule further permits
the Chairman of the Whole to postpone
consideration of a request for a re-
corded vote on any amendment and to
reduce to 5 minutes the time for voting
after the first of a series of votes.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the rule pro-
vides for one motion to recommit or
one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions, if offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. YOUNG] or his
designee.

Mr. Speaker, the bill brought before
us today is the product of many hours
of hard work and the Members and the
staff certainly deserve our apprecia-
tion.

The bill is important in many ways
because it funds not only the oper-
ations of the House of Representatives
but it also provides for the funding of
other agencies critical to the mission
of the legislative branch such as the
Library of Congress, the Government
Printing Office, and the General Ac-
counting Office. While most of the
funds in this bill are for the salaries for
our staff and for the staff of these
other agencies, it must be noted that
this is the first time in 4 years that
there is an increase in this bill—how-
ever modest it may be.

The Appropriations Committee, has
made some very hard choices so that
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there is the most bang for the buck in
this legislation. The very lean funding
provided in this bill will make it pos-
sible for us to fulfill our constitutional
obligations and serve our constituents
as well as possible.

I made the point yesterday in our
Rules Committee hearing and I want to
make it again—the legislative branch
is a coeqgual branch of Government and
must be treated as such. The trimming
of the cost of governing is necessary
but we cannot cut for the sake of cut-
ting and we cannot cut and cut and cut
when these cuts are not in the best in-
terests of the country.

Traditionally, this bill has provided a
wonderful opportunity for some to
grandstand and say that this particular
agency should be abolished or that this
particular account is merely an exam-
ple of Government waste. I view most
of these arguments as flimsy at best
and only allow for a slick soundbite
and maybe a nice addition to a cam-
paign brochure.

We received many valid and worth-
while proposals to this bill. The Rules
Committee has made in order many
amendments—some I agree with and
some I don't—but all of them deserved
to be brought before the House and de-
bated on their merits. What I feel we
must resist are the kind of amend-
ments that make for good television
but terrible public policy.

I would once again like to recognize
the fine work that this bill represents
and again make the point as forcefully
as I can—the legislative branch has
sustained continual cuts in its funding
over the last 15 years. Vital capital
projects have had to be postponed and
we have not been able to maintain pace
with the Consumer Price Index. The ex-
ecutive branch, on the other hand, has
grown at a rate nearly 40 percent
greater than the legislative branch
over this same period.

This pattern does not serve anyone
well. The U.S. Government is the most
representative in all of the world and
without a doubt, we are certainly the
most responsive to the needs of our
citizens. The funds in this bill will sim-
ply allow the functions of the legisla-
tive branch to be carried out.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
observe that the Rules Committee has
made in order 12 amendments to this
bill that represent a total of $177 mil-
lion in possible cuts—that's over 9 per-
cent of the reported bill. There are
three Democratic amendments, three
Republican amendments, and six bipar-
tisan amendments.

This is a fair rule.

It is the job of the Rules Committee
to recommend to the body a structure
that allows for a full discussion of the
issues while at the same time bringing
the matter to a final vote for resolu-
tion of the matter. This rule allows for
that discussion, it allows for many cut-
ting amendments, and it will bring the
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bill to a final vote for a decision by
this entire body.

Mr. Speaker, let me just say, this is
a bill of vital importance. It is a prod-
uct of a lot of very hard work. There
are many fine proposals that are made
in order under this rule and I expect a
very good debate. T urge my colleagues
to support this rule and support this
important bill.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from Edgefield, South Carolina [Mr.
DERRICK] one of the very respected
Members of this body, for yielding me
half of his time.

Having said that, Mr. Speaker, I ask
every Republican to vote “‘no’’ on this
rule and to vote “no’ on the bill if the
rule passes.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday the distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations justified a restrictive
gag rule for the foreign operations bill
on the grounds that President
Reagan—Ilisten to this now—President
Reagan once asked him to seek such a
rule. I am sure it must come as some
surprise to his colleagues in the Demo-
crat Caucus that he is still taking his
marching orders from a Republican
President who left office over 5 years
ago. Mr. Speaker, I cannot wait to hear
who has directed the chairman to seek
this gag rule on the legislative branch
appropriations bill. For all I know his
latest marching orders must have been
found in some newly discovered Presi-
dential papers of Millard Fillmore.

It might all be funny, Mr. Speaker, if
it were not so sad.

Here we are, about to debate a bill
appropriating nearly $2 billion, $2 bil-
lion for the legislative branch of Gov-
ernment, and we are being told by this
rule that Members of that very same
branch are not competent enough to
fully and freely debate and amend this
bill. I mean what is going on around
here?

Somebody from the majority side of
the aisle says, ‘‘Beam me up.”” Who is
that over there?

I say to my colleagues, ‘‘this rule is
a little like buying a house and then
being told that someone else will write
our household budget for us because we
are not capable of managing our own
household affairs.”

Here we are in this House, guardians
of the people's purse, read the Con-
stitution, being told that we are not
mature or intelligent enough to vote
on how the people’s money should be
spent on our own budget! Well, excuse
me, Mr. Speaker, but this kind of rule
turns the Constitution on its head, and
it is just one more piece of evidence of
why the people are increasingly frus-
trated with this Democrat controlled
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Congress. And I say to those col-
leagues, ‘‘Boy, it's going to come back
to haunt you."”

Mr. Speaker, the people sent us here
to represent them, to vote for them, to
decide on how their hard earned tax
dollars should be spent or saved. That
is what they learned in their civic
books about how our republican form
of government is supposed to work. Yet
they see rule after rule like this that
tie the hands of their duly elected Rep-
resentatives and, in turn, disenfran-
chises all 600,000 of the constituents
that each of us represent because we
cannot offer amendments on this floor.

Mr. Speaker, the people also learned
that the Congress is the guardian of
the purse strings, that only Congress
can appropriate money and raise taxes,
and that only this House has the power
to originate both tax and spending
bills. Read the Constitution. And yet
this rule says no to that concept em-
bodied in our Constitution. This rule
says that a pair of committees beats a
full house, Mr. Speaker. The Commit-
tee on Rules and the Committee on Ap-
propriations presumably have more
collective wisdom than all of the rest
of us put together.

Am I exaggerating when I make that
claim? Sadly, I am not. It was con-
firmed in a marathon 15-hour Commit-
tee on Rules meeting yesterday when
we were lectured by our Democrat col-
leagues over and over again that we
had to shut down this rule to prevent,
and I quote, ‘‘cheap shot amendments.”
Mr. Speaker, I am tempted to raise a
question of the collective privileges of
this House against such characteriza-
tion of the Members of this body.
Those statements reach an all-time
low, in my opinion, in trashing this
body. How can we expect the people to
have confidence in us when those in po-
sitions of power and supposed leader-
ship can go around calling Members a
bunch of cheap shot artists? What kind
of leadership is it that expresses no
confidence in its own Members and the
people they represent just because
Members want to offer cutting-spend-
ing amendments that would cut our
own budget?

I ask my colleagues, ‘“What do you
think the American people think about
that?"’

Is there any wonder, Mr. Speaker,
that the public's approval rating of
Congress hovers around an abysmal 20
percent, and is going down? Why have
they lost confidence in us? One reason
is that our leaders arrogantly, and I
say arrogantly, gag us by refusing to
let the House work its will on this floor
by offering cutting amendments to
these big spending bills. Mr. Speaker,
how can we expect to cut spending
when the leadership denies us the op-
portunity to offer these cutting amend-
ments—over 35 of them—when we are
not trusted by the Democrat leaders to
manage our own House?
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I would suggest it is time for a
change around here, time for a change
from top to bottom, to put the people
back in charge of this House through a
free and open legislative process. And I
say, 'You can count on that happen-
ing, Mr. Speaker, if the American peo-
ple kick out these Democrats who are
blocking these amendments and put
Republicans in charge of this House.
You're seeing it happen with every spe-
cial election; there was one just 2 days
ago."

Mr. Speaker, the Democrat leader-
ship tells us that this House is
downsizing, downsizing its budget. Yet
this bill appropriates 5.7 percent more
than last year’s bill, $107 million more.
Keep in mind that the leaders of the
Democratic Party are boasting that we
are cutting legislative personnel by 4
percent, but we are still spending more
money.

How is that?

Mr. Speaker, only in our Nation's
Capital can we downsize and spend up.
Yet that same Democrat leadership is
doing all it can to dilute and divide and
delay any House action on the joint re-
form committee's recommendation to
streamline and improve this institu-
tion. They are blocking our own Re-
publican amendments to further
strengthen those reforms, like elimi-
nating proxy voting, eliminating one-
third of the committees, eliminating
one-third of the staff. We cannot even
offer those amendments, Mr, Speaker.

We can, if given an opportunity, re-
duce the size of this bureaucracy that
has overcome us here in Congress and
make this a leaner, more effective pol-
icymaking body. We have got commit-
tees and subcommittees and staff step-
ping all over each other around here,
fighting over turf instead of focusing
on making good laws for the people. We
have got some 12 House committees
alone, listen to this, and dozens of sub-
committees working on just one health
bill. Can anyone really think that good
health policy can emerge from such a
mishmash of tangled jurisdiction?

Where is congressional reform? It is
being blocked by Democrat leaders,
that's where.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I am
sorry to get so excited. We deserve a
chance to make some meaningful and
thoughtful cuts in this congressional
bureaucracy so we can get back to the
basics of doing what the people sent us
here to do. And what was that? It is to
work for them instead of for the great-
er enhancement of all our tiny little
fiefdoms around here. I am asking for a
no vote on this rule so we can bring
this bill back to the House under the
kind of open amendment process that
was always over the last 200 years on
regular appropriation bills.
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We have always had that privilege.
Let us start to do things right again
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before we lose control of the purse
strings in this House.

If this rule passes, I want every Re-
publican to vote no on this bill, and I
would strongly advise the Democrats
to do the same.

Mr. Speaker, I include with my re-
marks the following materials on open
rules and rollecall votes, as follows:
ROLLCALL VOTES IN THE RULES COMMITTEE ON

MOTIONS TO PROPOSED RULE FOR THE LEGIS-

LATIVE BRANCH APPROPRIATIONS ACT (H.R.

4454) WEDNESDAY, MAY 25, 1994

1. Open Rule—Provides for one-hour of gen-
eral debate followed by an open amendment
process under the five minute rule. (See end
of list for text of open rule.) Rejected: 4-9
Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Dreier, Goss. Nays:
Moakley, Derrick, Beilenson, Frost, Bonior,
Hall, Wheat, Gordon, Slaughter.

2. Motion To Make In Order Prefiled
Amendments on Republican List—Rejected:
4-8. Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Dreler, Goss.
Nays: Moakley, Derrick, Beilenson, Frost,
Bonior, Hall, Gordon, Slaughter. Not Voting:
Wheat.

3. Castle Amendment No. 2—Would termi-
nate the current allowable practice of trans-
ferring up to $25,000 from Office Expenses Ac-
count to the Official Mail Account. Rejected:
4-8. Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Dreier, Goss.
Nays: Moakley, Derrick, Beilenson, Frost,
Bonior, Hall, Gordon, Slaughter. Not Voting:
Wheat.

4. Hoke/Coppersmith/Jacobs Amendment
No. 3—Would reduce funding in the bill by an
amount equal to that requested for the pur-
chase of calendars from the U.S. Capitol His-
torical Soclety for the use by Members. Re-
jected: 4-8. Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Dreier,
Goss. Nays: Moakley, Derrick, Beilenson,
Frost, Bonior, Hall, Gordon, Slaughter. Not
Voting: Wheat.

5. Klug Amendment No. 7—Prohibits use of
Members' official allowance for any Legisla-
tive Service Organization (LSO) except the
Democratic Study Group (DSG) and the Re-
publican Study Committee. Rejected: 4-8.
Ayes: Solomon, Qulllen, Dreier, Goss. Nays:
Moakley, Derrick, Beilenson, Frost, Bonior,
Hall, Gordon, Slaughter, Not Voting: Wheat.

6. Boehner Amendment No. 8—Alters Offi-
clal Mall formula and bans the transfer of
funds from Member's Official Expenses Ac-
count to the Official Mall Allowance. [En
bloc] Rejected: 4-7. Ayes: Solomon, Quillen,
Dreler, Goss. Nays: Moakley, Derrick, Bell-
enson, Frost, Bonior, Gordon, Slaughter. Not
Voting: Hall, Wheat.

7. Boehner Amendment No. 9—Reduces
statutory funds for committee employees by
$2.2 million. Rejected: 4-8. Ayes: Solomon,
Quillen, Dreier, Goss. Nays: Moakley, Der-
rick, Beilenson, Frost, Bonior, Hall, Gordon,
Slaughter. Not Voting: Wheat.

8. Boehner Amendment No. 10—Reduces Of-
ficial Mail Account by $3.2 million. Rejected:
4-8. Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Dreler, Goss.
Nays: Moakley, Derrick, Beilenson, Frost,
Bonior, Hall, Gordon. Not Voting: Wheat,
Slaughter.

9. Motion To Increase Cut in Lancaster/
Klug No. 36 By $1 Million—Rejected: 4-9.
Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Drefer, Goss. Nays:
Moakley, Derrick, Bellenson, Frost, Bonior,
Hall, Wheat, Gordon, Slaughter.

10. Lancaster/Klug No. 36—Cuts $4.441 mil-
lion from the GPO, Congressional Printing
Account. Adopted: 11-0-2. Ayes: Moakley,
Derrick, Beilenson, Bonior, Hall, Gordon,
Slaughter Solomon, Quillen, Dreler, Goss.
Present: Frost, Wheat.

11. Motion to Change Pomeroy/Quinn No.
21 to Quinn/Pomeroy No. 21—Rejected: 4-9.
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Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Drefer, Goss. Nays:
Moakley, Derrick, Beilenson, Frost, Bonior,
Hall, Wheat, Gordon, Slaughter.

12. Boehner Amendment No. ll—Applies
Freedom of Information Act requirements to
certain congressional agencies. Rejected: 4-9.
Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Dreier, Goss. Nays:
Moakley, Derrick, Beilenson, Frost, Bonior,
Hall, Wheat, Gordon, Slaughter.

13. Camp/Zimmer Amendment No. 12—Per-
mits Members to return unspend funds from
Clerk Hire, Official Expenses, and Official
Mail Cost accounts to the Treasury for defi-
cit reduction. Rejected: 5-8. Ayes: Solomon,
Quillen, Dreler, Goss, Derrick. Nays: Moak-
ley, Beilenson, Frost, Bonior, Hall, Wheat,
Gordon, Slaughter.

14. Fowler/Torkildsen Amendment No. 13—
Requires that each Member's monthly frank-
ing expenditures be made available to the
public. Rejected: 4-6. Ayes: Solomen, Quil-
len, Dreier, Goss. Nays: Moakley, Bellenson,
Frost, Bonior, Hall, Gordon. Not Voting:
Derrick, Wheat, Slaughter.

15, Motion to Delete ““To the extent prac-
ticable” from Traficant No. 1—Rejected: 3-8.
Aves: Solomon, Derrick. Nays: Moakley,
Beilenson, Frost, Bonior, Hall, Gordon. Not
Voting: Wheat, Slaughter.

16. Traficant Amendment No. 1—Sense of
Congress that, to the extent practicable, all
equipment and products purchased with
funds made avallable in this bill, must be
American-made. Additionally, all entities re-
ceiving funds in this bill should be sent a no-
tice of this Sense of Congress. Adopted: 8-0-
2. Ayes: Moakley, Derrick, Bellenson,
Bonior, Gordon, Solomon, Quillen, Dreier.
Present: Frost, Goss. Not Voting: Hall,
Wheat, Slaughter.

17. Goss Amendment No. 15—Reduces all
discretionary amounts in the bill by 20%. Re-
jected: 4-6. Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Dreier,
Goss. Nays: Moakley, Derrick, Bellenson,
Frost, Bonior, Gordon. Not Voting: Hall,
Wheat, Slaughter.

18. Mica Amendment No. 19—Requires that
funds for salaries and expenses of the Com-
mittee on Government Operations be allo-
cated to the majority and minority staff pro-
portional to the party representation in the
House. Rejected: 4-6. Ayes: Solomon, Quillen,
Dreier, Goss. Nays: Moakley, Derrick, Beil-
enson, Frost, Bonior, Gordon. Not Voting:
Hall, Wheat, Slaughter.

19. (En Bloc) Ewing Amendment No. 23—
Provides $1.14 million for the LBJ Congres-
sional Internship Program. Ewing Amend-
ment No, 24—Cuts $1.14 million from the
funding for committee investigative staff,
Rejected: 4-6. Ayes: Solomon, Quillen,
Dreier, Goss. Nays: Moakley, Derrick, Beil-
enson, Frost, Bonior, Gordon. Not Voting:
Hall, Wheat, Slaughter.

20. Dunn Amendment No. 25—Reduces the
funding for committee investigative staff by
4% ($2.1 million). Rejected: 4-8. Ayes: Solo-
mon, Quillen, Dreier, Goss. Nays: Moakley,
Derrick, Beilenson, Frost, Bonlor, Gordon.
Not Voting: Hall, Wheat, Slaughter.

21. Dunn Amendment No. 26—Requires that
one-third of investigative funds made avail-
able for each committee be expended at the
discretion of the ranking minority member
of the committee. Rejected: 4-6. Ayes: Solo-
mon, Quillen, Dreler, Goss. Nays: Moakley,
Derrick, Beilenson, Frost, Bonlor, Gordon.
Not Voting: Hall, Wheat, Slaughter.

22. Blute Amendment No. 27—Reduces offi-
cial mailings to 1.5 per address, prohibits
transfer of up to $25,000 from other office ac-
counts to the official mail account, prohibits
unsolicited mail within 60-days of an elec-
tion, and directs that all unspent funds be
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returned to the Treasury. Rejected: 4-6.
Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Drefer, Goss. Nays:
Moakley, Derrick, Bellenson, Frost, Bonior,
Gordon. Not Voting: Hall, Wheat, Slaughter.

23. Michel Amendment No. 26—Requires a
4% cut in the number of FTE employee posi-
tions from the Sept. 30, 1995 level and from
the Sept. 30, 1996 level in each of the follow-
ing: the House and Senate, Architect, Cap-
itol Police, CBO, Copyright Tribunal, GAO,
GPO, OTA, and the Library of Congress, Re-
jected: 4-6. Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Dreier,
Goss. Nays: Moakley, Derrick, Beilenson,
Frost, Bonior, Gordon. Not Voting: Hall,
Wheat, Slaughter.

24, (En Bloc¢) Ramstad Amendment No. 29—
Requires an across-the-board cut of 2.7%,
and, Ramstad Amendment No. 30—Requires
an across-the-board cut of 5.7%. Rejected; 4-
5. Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Drefer, Goss.
Nays: Moakley, Derrick, Frost, Bonior, Gor-
don. Not Voting: Beilenson, Hall, Wheat,
Slaughter.

25. Schaefer Amendment No. 31—Reduces
all committee staff funding by 25%. Re-
jected: 4-5. Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Dreler,
Goss. Nays: Derrick, Beilenson, Frost,
Bonlor, Gordon. Not Voting: Moakley, Hall,
Wheat, Slaughter.

26. Thomas (WY) Amendment No. 33—Re-
duces funding for GAO by about 15%, from
$439 million to $373 million. Rejected: 4-5.
Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Dreier, Goss. Nays:
Derrick, Beilenson, Frost, Bonlor, Gordon.
Not Voting: Moakley, Hall, Wheat, Slaugh-
ter.

27. Goss Amendment No. 34—Reduces nurs-
ing position salaries under the Architect of
the Capitol by $240,000. Goss Amendment No.
35—Reduces by 50% the amount appropriated
to the Office of Attending Physician; reduces
number of Navy personnel assigned to the
Office from 14 to 8; and reduces by 50% the
allowable reimbursement to the Navy for
personnel and supplies. Rejected 3-7. Ayes:
Solomon, Drefer, Goss. Nays: Moakley, Der-
rick, Bellenson, Frost, Bonior, Gordon, Quil-
len. Not Voting: Hall, Wheat, Slaughter.

28. Thomas (CA) Amendment No. 37—Sets
the maximum statutory mail allowance at
the first class postage rate multiplied by
twice the number of eligible district address-
es, rather than the current law 3 times the
number of eligible addresses. Rejected: 4-6.
Ayes: Solomon, Quillen, Drefer, Goss. Nays:
Moakley, Derrick, Beilenson, Frost, Bonior,
Gordon. Not Voting: Hall, Wheat, Slaughter.

29. Motion To Report Rule—Modified
closed. Adopted: 54-1. Ayes: Moakely, Der-
rick, Beilenson, Bonior, Gordon. Nays: Solo-
mon, Quillen, Dreier, Goss. Present: Frost.
Not Voting: Hall, Wheat, Slaughter.

(Note: The amendments would not be sub-
ject to amendment but debatable for 20-min-
utes each divided between the proponent or a
designee and an opponent; en bloc amend-
ments would not be subject to a division in
the House or committee of the whole; and
appropriate walvers would be provided to
those amendments which need them.)

H.R. 4454, PROVIDING AN OPEN RULE FOR THE

LEGISLATIVE BRANCH APPROPRIATIONS ACT

Strike all after the resolving clause and in-
sert in lien thereof the following: “That at
any time after the adoption of this resolu-
tion the Speaker may, pursuant to clause
1(b) of rule XXIII, declare the House resolved
into the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H.R. 4454) making appropriations
for the Legislative Branch for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 1995, and for other pur-
poses, and the first reading of the bill shall
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be dispensed with. After general debate
which shall be confined to the bill, and which
shall not exceed one hour to be equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Appropriations, the bill shall be consid-
ered for amendment under the five-minute
rule. All points of order against provisions in
the bill for failure to comply with the provi-
sions of clauses 2 or 6 of rule XXI are waived.
At the conclusion of the consideration of the
bill for amendment the Committee shall rise
and report the bill to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted. The
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill and amendments thereto to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept one motion to recommit.”".

Explanation: This amendment to the pro-
posed rule provides for a 1-hour, open rule for
the consideration of H.R. 4454, the Legisla-
tive Branch Appropriations Act for Fiscal
Year 1995. Clauses 2 and 6 of the rule 21 are
walved against provisions of the bill. Fi-
nally, the rule provides for one motion to re-
commit.

RESTRICTIVE RULES ON APPROPRIATIONS
BILLS, 95TH-103D CONGRESSES
95TH CONGRESS
Four restrictive rules were granted on reg-
ular appropriations bills: H. Res. 664 on H.R.
7932, the Leglislative Branch Appropriations
bill, permitting open amendment process ex-
cept only one specified amendment on the
subject of Congressional pay, H. Res. 1236 on
H.R. 12928, Public Works Appropriations,
prohibiting amendments only in one speci-
fied area; H. Res, 1220 on H.R. 12929, Labor-
HEW Appropriations, making In order only
two amendments to the abortion section;
and H. Res. 1230 on H.R. 12932, Interior, pro-
hibiting amendments that would make the
availability of appropriations contingent on
enactment of the relevant authorizations.
9TH CONGRESS
One restrictive rule, H. Res. 335, was grant-
ed on a regular appropriations bill, H.R. 4389,
Labor-HEW Appropriations, permitting only
two amendments to the section on abortion.
9TTH CONGRESS
No restrictive rules were granted on a reg-
ular appropriation bill.
98TH CONGRESS
No restrictive rules were granted on a reg-
ular appropriations bill.
99TH CONGRESS
One restrictive rule (H. Res. 481) was grant-
ed on a regular appropriations bill; H.R. 5052,
the Military Construction Appropriations
bill, but it did not affect the regular amend-
ment process—only a new title relating to
Contra Aid.
100TH CONGRESS
One restrictive rule (H. Res. 457) was grant-
ed on a regular appropriations bill, H.R. 4637,
the Foreign Operations Appropriations bill,
permitting only 18 amendments printed in
the Rules Committee report (11 Republican
and T Democrat).
101ST CONGRESS
Omne restrictive rule (H. Res. 425) was grant-
ed on a regular appropriations bill, H.R. 5114,

the Foreign Operations Appropriations bill,
permitting only 11 amendments printed in
the Rules Committee report (8 Democrat and
3 Republican).
102D CONGRESS

First session

One restrictive rule (H. Res. 177) was grant-
ed on a regular appropriations bill, H.R. 2621,
Foreign Operations Appropriations, per-
mitted only 11 amendments (6 Democrat and
5 Republican).
Second session

Two restrictive rules were granted in the
second session of the 102nd Congress on regu-
lar appropriations bills: H. Res. 499 on the
Legislative Branch Appropriations bill for
fiscal 1993 (H.R. 5427), permitting only 12
amendments (2 by Democrats and 9 Repub-
licans, though five of the Republican amend-
ments were left exposed to points of order,
and one of which required a defeat of the mo-
tion to rise in order to be offered); and H.
Res. 501 on the Foreign Operations Appro-
priations bill for fiscal 1993, permitting only
5 amendments (2 by Democrats and 3 by Re-
publicans).

103D CONGRESS

First session

Three restrictive rules were granted in the
first session on regular appropriations bills:
H. Res, 192, a modified closed rule for the
consideration of the Legislative Branch Ap-
propriations bill (H.R. 2348), allowing for just
6 amendments (3 by Democrats and 3 by Re-
publicans); and H. Res. 200, a modified closed
rule for the Forelgn Operations Appropria-
tions bill (H.R. 2295), allowing for the offer-
ing of just 5 amendments (1 by a Democrat
and 4 by Republicans); and H. Res. 203, a
modified open rule providing for the consid-
eration of the Energy and Water Appropria-
tions bill (H.R. 2445), allowing for just one
specified amendment on the Superconduct-
ing-Supercollider which is not subject to fur-
ther amendment, but permitting an open
amendment process on the rest of the bill.
Second session

As of May 26, 1994, of three rules granted
for appropriations bills, two have been re-
strictive: H. Res. 443, a modified closed rule
for the Forelgn Operations Appropriations
Act (H.R. 4426), making in order 8 amend-
ments (3 by Democrats, 5 by Republicans);
and H. Res. 444, a modified closed rule for the
Legislative Branch Appropriations Act (H.R.
4454), a modified closed rule making in order
12 amendments (8 by Democrats and 4 by Re-
publicans).

(Note: The above information does not in-
clude rules for continuing resolutions (CRs)
or supplemental appropriations bills.)

Source: Congressional Research Service
and Rules Committee Minority Staff, based
on Rules Committee Calendars, Rules Com-
mittee's “Notice of Action Taken," and ex-
amination of the texts of reported rules.

AMENDMENTS MADE IN ORDER UNDER THE
RULE FOR H.R. 4454, LEGISLATIVE BRANCH
APPROPRIATIONS FISCAL YEAR 1995

(Listed in the order they will appear in the
report; amendments are debatable for 10
minutes each)

21. Pomeroy/Quinn: Reduces official mail

costs by $4 million for FY 1995.
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41. Thurman: Reduces by $2.942 million the
amount appropriated for salaries and ex-
penses of House officers and employees,
specifying cuts for: Clerk's Office, Door-
keeper, Director of Non-Legislative and Fi-
nanclal Services, Historian, Office of Law
Revision Counsel and Legislative Counsel.

43. Strickland: Eliminates $6,580,000 for six
new elevators in the Longworth Building.

36. Lancaster/Klug: Cuts $4.441 million
from the GPO, Congressional Printing ac-
count.

14. Johnson (GA)/Torkildsen: Reduces con-
gressional printing at GPO by $3 million.

39. Torkildsen/Byrne: Reduces funding for
the Botanical Garden account by $7,000,000.
(construction and renovation project)

38. Barca/Kleczka/Thomas (CA). Reduces
funding for GPO by $1,500,000 (funds to be
used in the depository library program for
‘electronic access” of Federal publications).

6. Roberts/Klug: Reduces full time equiva-
lent (FTE) positions by 300. (revised)

22. Manton/Dunn: Raises the mandatory re-
tirement age of Capitol Police officers from
age 55 to age 57.

1. Traficant: Sense of the Congress that, to
the extent practicable, all equipment and
products purchased with funds made avail-
able in this bill, must be American-made.
Additionally, all entities receiving funds in
this bill should be sent a notice of this Sense
of Congress. (revised)

16. Bereuter: Reduces funding for the Gen-
eral Accounting Office by 5% ($30,868,250).

20. Boehner: Freezes the overall FY 1995
level at the FY 1994 level by: reducing GAO
funding by 11%; eliminating $7.8 million for
Botanical Garden construction, $103,000 for
automobiles, and $21,931,000 for OTA; and
freezing funds for the Architect of the Cap-
itol, GPO, Congressional Printing and Bind-
ing, and joint items of the Congress.

OPEN VERSUS RESTRICTIVE RULES 95TH-103D CONG.

Open rules Restrictive
— les
Total rules s

Congress (vears) granted!  Num- - Per- oo oo
ber cemt? Too enls
95th (1977-78) 21 179 8 32 15
96th (1579-80) ... 214 161 5 53 25
97th (1981-82) .. 120 90 15 30 25
98th (1983-84) . 155 105 68 50 n
99th (1985-86) .. 115 65 s7 50 43
100th (1987-88) 123 66 ) 57 46
1015t (1989--90) 104 a7 45 57 55
102d (1981-92) . 109 37 3 14 66
103d (1993-94) 68 1 0 5 B0

! Total rules counted are all order of business resolutions reported from
the Rules Committee which provide for the initial consideration of legisla-
tion, except rules on apprnpnathns bills Mnr.h m?y waive points of order,
Original jurisdi as p are also not counted.

Z0pen rules are those whmh permit an|- Member to offer any germane
amendment to @ measure so long as it is otherwise in compliance with the
rules of the House. The parenthetical percentages are open rules as a per-
cent of total rules granted,

3 Restrictive rules are those which limit the number of amendments which
can be offered. and include so-called modified open and modified closed
rules, as well as completely closed rule, and rules providing for consider-
atmmmuwseasopposﬁmmm“ﬂﬂuofmme The par-
- are rules as a percent of total rules grant-

Sour:es “Rules Committee Calendars & Surveys of Activities,” 95th-102d
Cong.. “Notices of Action Taken,” Committee on Rules, 103d Cong., through
May 25, 1994,

Rule number date reported Rule type 8ill number and subject Nk ptss saties Amendments aliowed Disposition of rule and date
H. Res. 58, Feb. 2, 1993 . ne 3(0-0, R-3) PQ. 246-176, A: 259-164. (Feb. 3, 1993).
H, Res. 59, Feb 3. 1993 | e 1(0-0: R-1) PO 248-171. A: 249-170, (Feb. 4, 1393).
H. Res. 103, Feb. 23, 1993 c 0 (0-0; R-0) PO 243-172. A 237-178, (Feb. 24, 1993),
H. Res. 106, Mar. 2, 1993 e 3(0-0; R-3) PQ: 248-166. A 249-163 (Mar. 3, 1993)
H. Res. 119, Mar_ 9, 1993 . MC 8 (D-3. R-5) .. PO 247-170. A: 248-170. (Mar. 10, 1993),
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Rule number date reported Rule type Bill number and subject Reetdmet SUbo: Amendments allowed Dispasition of rule and date
H. Res. 132, Mar. 17, 1993 . MC HR. 1335 E | Approp 37 (D8, R-29) ... linot submitted} (D-1. R-0) A 200-185. (Mar. 18, 1993)
H. Res. 133, Mar. 17, 1993 . MC H. Con. Res. 64: Budget 14 (D-2; R=12) 4 {1-D not suhmnltedl (D-2: R- Il PQ; 250-172. A 251-172. (Mar. 18, 1993)
H. Res. 138, Mar. 23, 1993 . MC HR. 670: Family plannin 9(D-4, PO: 252-164. A 247-169. (Mar. 24, 1993).
H. Res. 147, Mar. 31, 1993 . C HR. 1430: Increase Public debt fimit ... 0 (D- PO 244-168. A, 242-170. (Apr. 1, 1993).
H. Res. 149 Apr. 1, 1993 MC HR. 1578: Expedited Rescission Act nf 1993 3@ A 212-208, (Apr. 28, 1993).
H. Res. 164, May 4, 1993 (1] HR. 820: Nate Competitiveness Act . A Voice Vote. (May 5, 1993).
H Res. 171, May 18, 1993 0 HR. 873: Gallatin Range Act of 1993 A Voice Vote. (May 20, 1993},
H. Res. 172, May 18, 1993 ] HR. 1159 Passenger Vessel Safety Act . A 308-0 (May 24, 1993).
H. Res. 173 May 18, 1993 MC S Res. 45. United States forces in Somalia ... A: Voice Vote (May 20, 1993)
H. Res, 183, May 25, 1993 .. 0 HR. 2244. 2d A 251-174. (May 26, 1993).
H. Res. 186, May 27, 1993 . MC HR. 2264: Omnibus budget reconciliation .. 51 (D-19. R-32) .. PO 252-178. A: 236-194 (May 27, 1993).
H. Res. 192, June 9, 1993 MC H.R. 2348 Legisiative branch appropriations 50 (D-6. R-44) . PQ: 240-177, A 226-185. {June 10, 1993).
H. Res. 193, June 10, 1993 . 0 HR. 2200 NASA authorization . A Voice Vote: (lune 14, 1933),
H. Res. 195, June 14, 1993 . MC HR. 5 Striker replacement A: 244-176.. (June 15, 1993).
H. Res. 197, June 15, 1993 . MO H.R. 2333: State Demrtmen. | R. 2404: Foraign aid .........cccoceee 27 (D-12. R- A: 294-129, (lune 16, 1993).
H. Res. 199, June 16, 1993 . [ HR. 1876: Ext. of “Fast Track” NA A: Voice Vole. (une 22, 1993),
H. Res. 200, June 16, 1993 . MC HAR. 2295: Foreign 5 A 263-160. (June 17, 1993).
H. Res. 201, June 17, 1993 0 HR. 2403: Treasury-Postal NA NA A: Voice Vote. {June 17, 1993)
H. Res. 203, June 22, 1993 Mo HR. 2445 Energy and Water [ NA NA A: Voice Vote. (June 23, 1993).
H. Res. 206, June 23, 1993 . 0 HR. 2150: Coast Guard 1zatil NA NA A 401-0. (luly 30, 1993).
H. Res. MO HR. 2010: National Service Trust Act ........ NA NA A& 261-164. (July 21, 1993)
H. Res. MC HR. 2667: Disaster assistance suppiemental 14 (0-8 R-6) ... 2(D-; PQ: 245-178. F: 205-216. (luly 22, 1993).
H. Res. MC H.R. 2667. Disaster assistance supplemental .. 15 (D-8; R-T) .. 21 A 224-205. (July 27 1993)
H. Res. MO HR. 2330. Intelligence Authority Act, fiscal year 1994 . NA .. % NA ... A: Vaolce Vote. (Aug. 3. 1993)
H. Res. 0 HR. 1964: Maritime Administration authority NA . o] | A Voice Vole. (July 29, 1993),
H. Res. MO HR. 2401: National defense aullm'ly 149 (0-109; R-40) ... ... A 246-172 (Sept. 8, 1993)
H. Res. MO HR. 2401 Nalmna! defensl PQ: 237-169. A- 234-169. (Sept. 13, 1993).
H. Res. MC HR. 1340: RTC C Act 12(0-3: R-9) e | (D=1 R-0) A 213-191-1. (Sept. 14, 1993)
H. Res. MO H.R. 2401: National defense authori 91 tD-B? R-24) . A 241-182. (Sept. 28. 1993).
H. Res. 0 HR. 1845. National Biological Survey Act NA Hl A 23B-188 (10/06/93).
H ; MC HR. 2351: Arts. it 7 (0-0; R-T) 3(‘0—0 R-3) PQ: 240-185. A- 225-195. (Oct. 14, 1993).
H. Res. MC HR. 3167 p 3 (-1, R-2) .. 2 (0-1:R-1) .. A 239-150, :Dcl 15. 1993);
H. Res. MO HR. 2739 Aviation inf ture tment ...... W NiA A Voice 1993).
H. Res. MC HR. 3167: L i it dment: R-2) 2 (0-1: R-1) . PQ- 235-187. F. Ii&-?ﬂ (Oct. 14, 1993)
H. Res. MC HR. 1804 Goals 2000 Educate America Acl . 15 l'D ? R-7; 1-1) ... 10(D-7.R-3) . A: Voice Vote (Oct. 13, 1993),
H. Res. C H.J. Res. 281: Continuing appropnations thmn Oct. 28, 1993 NiA A: Voice Vote. (Oct, 21, 1993)
H. Res. 0 HR. 334: Lumbee Recognition Act .. - NA A: Voice Vote. (Oct. 28, 1993)
H. Res. C HJ. Res. 283: Conlinuing apprnprlatnﬂs resolution . 0. A 252-170. (Oct. 28, 1
H. Res. 0 HR. 2151: Mantime Security Act of 1993 .. WA A: Vaice Vote. INIW 3 1‘)93]
H. Res, MC H. Con. Res. 170: Troop withdrawal Somalia N A 390-8.
H. Res. MO HR. 1036: Employee Retirement Act-1993 .. NA A Vaice Vole. u«w ‘J 19933
H. Res. MC HR. 1025 Brady handgun bill 4D~ A 238-182. (Nov. 10, 1993).
H. Res. 0 HR. 322: Mineral exph NA | A: Voice Vote. (Nov, 16, 1993).
H. Res. C H.J. Res. 288 Further CR, FY 1994 NA
H. Res. MC HR. 3425 EPA Cabinet Status 9{0- F. 191-227. (Feb. 2, 1994).
H. Res. MC HR. 796: Freedom Access to Clinics .. 4 (D~ A 233-192. (Nov. 18, 1993).
H. Res. MC HR. 3351 6 (D~ A: 238-179. (Nov. 19, 1993),
H. Res. 316, Hov. 1‘] 1993 C HR. 51: D.C. bill NA A 252-172. (Nov, 20, 1393),
H. Res. 319, Nov. 20, 1993 MC HR. 3: Camnalgn Finance Reform .. 1 (0-0; R-1) A:220-207, (Nov. 21, 1993),
H. Res. 320. Nov. 20, 1993 MC HR. 3400 R g 3(D-3. R-0) A: 247-183. (Nov. 22, 1993),
H. Res. 336, Feb. 2, 1994 ., MC HR. 3759: Emerg 1A 5(D-3: R-2) PO: 244-168. A: 342-63. (Feb, 3, 1994).
H. Res. 352, Feb. B, 1994 MC HR. 811: p Act 10 (D-4: R-6) PQ: 249-174, A 242-174. (Feb, 9, 1994).
H. Res. 357, Feb. 9, 1994 . MC HR. 3345 Fednl Ri 3 (0-2;R-1) ... 21(0-2; R-0) ... A: WV (Feb. 10, 1994
H. Res. 366, Feb. 23, 1994 MO HR. 6: Improvi g ‘s Schoo NA NA A: W (Feb. 24, 1994).
H, Res. 384, Mar. 9, 1994 MC H. Con. Res. 21 Buﬂlel I!mlutm FY 1995-99 14 (D-5. R-9) ............ 5(D-3:R-2) ... A: 245-171 (Mar. 10, 1994),
H. Res. 401, Apr. 12; 1994 _ MO H.R. 4092: Violent Crime Control 180 (D-98; R-82) ... 68 (0-47; R-21) .. A; 244-176 (Apr. 13, 1994).
H. Res. 410, Apr. 21, 1994 MO HR. 3221 Iragl Claims Act . N WA A: Voice Vote (Apr. 28, 1994).
H. Res. 414, Apr. 28, 1994 0 HR. 3254: NSF Auth. Act NA A: Voice Vote (May 3, 1954).
H, Res. 416, May 4, 1994 C H.R. 4296: Assault Weamns Ban Act .. TAD-5: R-2) e A 220-209 (May 5, 13901.
H. Res. 420, May 5, 1934 0 HR. 2442: EDA Reauth NA . A Voice Vote (May 10.
H. Res. 422, May 11, 1994 Mo H.R. 518: Calitornia Desert Protection NA PQ: 245-172 A 2!8455 {“31‘ 17.1994).
H. Res. 423, May 11, 1994 (1] HA. 2473: Mantana Wildemess Act A A mc.e Vote (May 12, 1994
H. Res. 428, May 17, 1954 . MO HR. 2108: Black Lung Benefits Act ... $0-LR-3) e, A WY (May 19, 1994).
H. Res. 429, May 17, 1994 Mo HR. 4301: Defense Auth., FY 1995 . 173 (D-115; R-58) .... A: 369--49 (May 18, 1994).
H. Res. 431, May 20, 1994 . MO HR. 4301: Defense Auth., FY 1995 100 (D-80; R-20) A: Voice Vote (May 23, 1994).
H. Res. 440, May 24, 1994 MC HR. 4385 Natl Hiway System D b 16 (D-10; R-6) 5 (D-5. R-0) A: Voice Vote (May 25, 1994).
H. Res_ 443, May 25, 1994 . MC HR. 4426: For, Ops. Approps, FY 1995 . 39 (D-11; R-28) 8 (D-3; R-5) PQ: 233-191. A: 244181 (May 25, 1994).
H. Res. 444, May 25, 1994 . MC HR. 4454. Leg. Branch Approp. FY 1995 43 (D-10: R-33) 12 (D-8. R-4) .

Note.—Code: C-Closed: MC-Modified closed. MO-Modified open; 0-Open, D-Democrat. R-Republican; PO: Previous question; A-Adapted; F-Failed.

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

Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, I have
one speaker, and I reserve the right to
close.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MURTHA). The Chair will inquire, does
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
SoLoMON] have any additional speak-
ers?

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, do I un-
derstand the gentleman has no other
speakers?

My goodness.
then.

Mr. DERRICK. We are just trying to
save the taxpayers' money.

Mr. SOLOMON. That would be a first,
then.

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time
as I may consume, and I yield to my
very good friend and distinguished
chairman of our Policy Committee and

Let me yield time,

the Republican Conference, the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. HYDE].

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend for yielding.

I want to ask my friend, the gen-
tleman from New York, a point of clar-
ification. Did the gentleman say that
the Democrats are offering this restric-
tive, very modified rule because they
wanted to avoid cheap-shot amend-
ments from the Republicans? Is that
what they said?

Mr. SOLOMON. That is exactly what
they said.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, does the
gentleman interpret that remark, as I
do, that amendments that cut spending
and cut staff are cheap-shot amend-
ments?

Mr. SOLOMON. They consider them
cheap-shot because they know they
would pass on the floor and they have

to gag Republicans and Democrats
alike.

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I understand
the word, ‘‘cheap,” is not in their lexi-
con, and that is a shame.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr, Speaker, I thank
the gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, since the gentleman on
the other side has no further speakers,
I am going to ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Claremont,
CA [Mr. DREIER], a member of the Com-
mittee on Rules, be allowed to manage
the remainder of the time for us on
this side of the aisle, and I yield to him
whatever time he might consume.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the gentleman from Califor-
nia [Mr. DREIER] is recognized for that
purpose.

There was no objection.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am
happy to yield 3 minutes to the very
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diligent ranking Republican on the
Legislative Appropriations Sub-
committee of the Committee on Appro-
priations, the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. YOUNG].

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman for yielding
time.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to an-
nounce to the House that yesterday I
had the privilege of meeting with my
good friend and colleague, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. Faz1o], at
the Committee on Rules to present a
bill that we thought was a pretty good
bill, but we also thought there were
some amendments to be made in order
that would make it a better bill and
ones that would be acceptable to the
House. As always, it was a real pleas-
ure to work with the gentleman from
California [Mr. Fazio] there at the
Committee on Rules, as we did in the
full Committee on Appropriations and
in the Subcommittee on the Legisla-
tive Branch Appropriations.

I was there primarily to ask for an
open rule so that all Members would
have an opportunity to offer an amend-
ment that was germane to this bill and
let the House work its will. I did not
expect that to happen anyway, so I was
not too offended when that did not hap-
pen. I did not expect it because it does
not happen that much around here.

But I did intend to support this bill,
and after many negotiations between
the leadership on our side and the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. FAZIO], we
had come to what I thought was an ac-
ceptable agreement. We would like to
have had more amendments, but we
were ready to settle for what we had
agreed to. But that is not what the
Committee on Rules did. So I have to
be in opposition to this rule.

I have listened to a lot of debates on
a good many rules, and I hear my Re-
publican friends on the Committee on
Rules always arguing for the right to
offer amendments. I am sure that peo-
ple who observe these debates wonder,
why is it that the Republicans are the
ones who are always demanding and ar-
guing for the opportunity to offer
amendments to legislation? I do not
think the answer has ever really been
presented, but the answer is really sim-
ple. The answer is that the Democrats
do not have to because they control
this House. There are 178 Republicans
and 257 Democrats, and they control
the committees and the subcommittees
with an even greater ratio than that.
So the Democrats do not have to offer
their amendments on the floor because
for the most part they either are al-
ready included in the chairman’s mark
or they are included at the subcommit-
tee level or at the full committee level
and they get their job done in advance
because they control everything. The
Republicans do not control anything in
this House.

So the only opportunity we have to
be equal players, as the Constitution
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intends, is to have an opportunity to
have amendments on this floor.

Yesterday at the Committee on
Rules, one of the very distinguished
members of the Committee on Rules
asked the gentleman from California
[Mr. Fazio] the question: **Well, didn't
these Members have an opportunity to
offer their amendments at the sub-
committee markup or at the full com-
mittee markup? What about the chair-
man's mark?"

Let me tell the Members a secret
about the chairman’s mark. There are
very, very few people who ever see the
chairman’s mark until the members of
the subcommittee actually sit at the
committee table to begin the markup,
and if they cannot see the chairman’s
mark, how in the world do they know
how to write their amendment?

I think that it is only proper and I
think the Constitution intends for
Members of either party, majority or
minority, to have an opportunity to
offer amendments that are germane to
legislation before the House. And I
would say this: Because of the numbers
that I mentioned earlier, the majority
party has the power to do what they
want to do, but they do not have the
right.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. YOUNG] has expired, and the Chair
recognizes the gentleman from Califor-
nia [Mr. DREIER].

The Chair understands that the gen-
tleman from South Carolina has no ad-
ditional speakers.

Mr. DREIER. There are still no addi-
tional speakers? Mr. Speaker, I would
ask my friend, the gentleman from
Edgefield, are there additional speak-
ers?

Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, we did
not figure there was enough worthy of
response yet.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am
happy to yield 2 minutes to a very
hardworking Member, the gentleman
from Lexington, NE [Mr. BARRETT].

Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in opposition to this
rule.

We have a lot of talk around here
about regaining control of Federal
spending and deficit reduction. And we
talk a lot about leading by example
and getting our operation and offices in
order, before we ask for further sac-
rifice from the people we represent.

But when it comes time to pay the
piper, our talk is just that—nothing
but talk. Again and again road blocks
are raised when we try to make real
and substantive cuts in spending, and
to cut it here on Capitol Hill first.

Case in point: My colleague from
California, Mr. THOMAS, has ready an
amendment to reduce the official mail
allowance by one-third, by changing
the formula by which the mail allow-
ance is calculated for each congres-
sional district.
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That would make for a real cut in
how we spend the taxpayers’ money
around here, but we won't have a
chance to debate it. Granted, the Rules
Committee made in order an amend-
ment to reduce the appropriation for
official mail by $4 million or 11 per-
cent. It’s an amendment I'll support,
but it doesn't get at the root of the
problem. And that is the mail allow-
ance itself, and how we are allowed to
use those funds.

The Thomas amendment would help
curb the large volume of mass mailings
that account for approximately 86 per-
cent of mail allowance activity.

It's no secret that some Members
abuse the franking privilege, by using
mass mailings to subsidize campaign
activity, and this practice must cease.

Members on both sides of the aisle,
who came to the floor when campaign
finance reforms were being debated,
discussed the need to make elections
more  equal between incumbent and
challenger.

One way to achieve this goal would
be to counteract the enormous advan-
tage that incumbents have with their
mailing privileges.

Presently, House members will spend
more on mass mailings in the 1993-94
election cycle, than that spent by chal-
lengers for House seats in the 1992 gen-
eral election.

We should defeat this rule and bring
the legislative branch appropriations
bill to the floor with the opportunity
to consider the Thomas amendment
and all other substantive, cost-cutting
amendments.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. BARRETT] has expired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California [Mr. DREIER].

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I would
inguire of my friend, the gentleman
from South Carolina, again, are there
any other speakers on the other side of
the aisle, any other Members who are
going to be speaking?

Mr. DERRICK. I would respond to my
distinguished colleague, the gentleman
from Laverne, CA, no, we have no more
speakers at this time.

Mr. DREIER. So can we anticipate
that there will just be one closing
speaker?

Mr. DERRICK. We do not have addi-
tional speakers at this time. I would
rather not commit to that in case
somebody else over here would decide
to speak, but we do not have any at
this time.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, we are
just trying to figure out whether we
should proceed with using up all our
time over here and having 30 minutes
available on this other side of the aisle.
That would not be very fair as we try
to proceed with the debate process.

Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, as the
gentleman knows, we always try to be
fair in the situation. I simply have no
speakers.
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Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. DREIER. There is some time on
the other side of the aisle. Perhaps the
gentleman from South Carolina will
yield.

Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, I simply
have no more speakers. All right, go
ahead.
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Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I know
the gentleman, we respect him, and
think he will be fair. But considering
what happened in the 15 hour marathon
last night, I am just concerned that we
might have other Members, not as fair
as the gentleman, come here in the last
15 minutes, and then use 15 minutes of
the time, when we have no time left.

I would suggest if the gentleman
really only has one closing speaker,
that at some point he will yield back
about 10 or 15 minutes of his time, so
we are not being sandbagged like we
were last night, out of fairness.

Mr. DERRICK. Mr. Speaker, I would
say to the gentleman from New York
[Mr. SOLOMON], there is no precedent
for anything like that. The only thing
I can tell you is I have no reason what-
soever to suspect we will have a rush at
the end here to try to do you in. I will
manage it, and be just as fair as I pos-
sibly can. I have no reason to think we
will have any other speakers.

Mr. SOLOMON. As I said before, I
trust the gentleman. I am not so trust-
worthy of others, perhaps.

Mr. DERRICK. I am not willing to
guarantee that or willing to give back
the balance of my time. If the gen-
tleman wants to give back the balance
of his time, I will be glad to give back
the balance of mine, and we can go
ahead and vota now.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire of the chair, how much time is
remaining on both sides?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MURTHA). This time was coming out of
Mr. DERRICK's time. The gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr. DERRICK] has
22 minutes remaining, and the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. DREIER]
has 16 minutes remaining.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I am
happy to yield one minute to one of the
diligent reformers who came to this
Congress attempting to bring about the
kinds of changes that the American
people want, the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. BLUTE].

Mr. BLUTE. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
good friend, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia, and I rise in opposition to this
rule.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday I offered an
amendment to H.R. 4454, the legislative
branch appropriations which would
have brought vital reform to the House
franking budget. My amendment would
have allowed a cut of more than. $7.5
million from the House franking budg-
et in four ways:
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Cut each member's franking allow-
ances by one half.

Banned the process of transferring
funds into the franking account from
other official expenses.

Banned all unsolicited mail within 60
days of an election, and

Directed all unspent franking funds
to the treasury and cut the deficit.

The majority of Members in this
body already comply with these guide-
lines. So why can’'t the entire House
have an opportunity to vote on them?
There is no good answer to this ques-
tion.

Mine was not the only amendment
that was thwarted though. More than
30 well thought out ideas were rejected
by a majority in the Rules Committee.
In my short time here I have seen an
unprecedented number of closed rules
that prohibit the open discussion of
ideas. The public is demanding reform
of the Congress and the Rules Commit-
tee is continuing to perpetuate the sta-
tus quo.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
two minutes to another new Member of
Congress, the gentleman from Dela-
ware [Mr. CASTLE].

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding and I thank
him for presenting my amendment last
night as well.

Mr. Speaker, this is a very difficult
subject, but I came to Congress last
year with a lot of other people realiz-
ing this is a place that spends entirely
too much money. Today we are facing
a piece of legislation which is going to
increase the spending of Congress, that
is what this bill is all about, by 5.7 per-
cent. Our own internal controls, we are
going to increase this by 5.7 percent.

We have talked about Congressional
reform, and we have not seen congres-
sional reform on the floor. I have in
front of me about 43 different cuts
which were not approved by the Com-
mittee on Rules last night. There are
another dozen or so that were approved
by the Committee on Rules, probably
good cuts, things we should do.

But the interesting thing is not one
piece of legislation introduced as an
amendment did anything but try to re-
duce the spending which we have here.
That must tell us something.

One example, the area I am con-
cerned about, is called the franking
privilege. It is a privilege by which
Members of Congress write to their
constituents. In my allowance last
year, I had $200,827 by which I could
send 3 pieces of first class mail to ev-
erybody in my district. I spent
§5,488.94, or 2.73 percent, and I sent out
more letters than I received in answer-
ing all my constituents.

Do we really need to spend the rest of
that money? If we multiply that by 435
people, we really begin to save money.
Do we need to send out calendars, ques-
tionnaires, and newsletters? Do we
need to have all these reelection tech-

May 26, 1994

nigques built into the budget of the leg-
islative body of the Congress of the
United States of America? I think the
answer to that is not.

I merely wanted in an amendment to
make absolutely sure you could not
transfer an additional $25,000 from your
expense account into the account by
which you do your mailing. And that
was turned down. I thought it was the
simplest amendment possible, and yet
that was not allowed last night by the
Committee on Rules.

So I thank those who supported my
amendment. I thank those who stayed
up so late last night supporting good
measures that would help save money
for the taxpayers of the United States
of America. I would encourage us today
to vote against this rule, to vote
against the bill, but to support the
amendments which would produce fur-
ther cuts.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to my friend, the gentlewoman
from Jacksonville, FL [Mrs. FOWLER], a
leader in the reform effort.

Mrs. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
opposition to the rule. I know there
was a day when appropriations bills
came to the floor under open rules.
That is not the case anymore, and
Members must now present their
amendments to the Rules Committee.

Forty-three of us did that yesterday.
Today, you will have the opportunity
to debate and vote on just 12 amend-
ments.

My amendment was simple and
straightforward, and its demise in the
Rules Committee is a good example of
why Members should oppose this rule.

Each of us gets a monthly franking
report, detailing franked mailings and
their cost. My amendment would make
those reports public. The national tax-
payers union is already getting the in-
formation through freedom of informa-
tion requests. It just makes sense that
we should provide the information vol-
untarily, after all it is taxpayer money
we are spending.

Under this rule, those reports will re-
main secret. Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues to oppose this restrictive

rule.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the chief deputy whip, the
gentleman from East Petersburg, PA,
[Mr. WALKER].

Mr. WALKER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, when we heard that
Washington was going to be given the
privilege of operating under one-party
government a couple of years back, we
were told that one-party government
was going to produce enormous change.
That Washington was going to be pre-
sented with a reform agenda, and that
things were going to be better for mid-
dle-class America as a result of one-
party rule in Washington.

Today what we see is that one-party
rule has simply produced one-party ir-
responsibility, because what you have
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before us is a business-as-usual budget.
One of the things that the American
people have said over and over again
that they want to see changed is the
Congress. There have been attempts
here to paper over the fact that we are
not changing.

For example. we went through an ex-
ercise of reform called the Hamilton-
Dreier committee, which was to
present to the Congress a series of re-
forms. The reforms suggested by the
Hamilton-Dreier committee after a
year of work have literally been buried.
We have not seen any of them. And,
guess what? We are running a budget
out on the floor today without having
put in place any of those reforms, with
no intention of moving ahead with
those reforms, evidently, in the future,
and a business-as-usual budget on the
floor.

And, oh, guess what? We are even
going to play some little games with
this budget. They were going to pump
the budget up in money so that then
people could come to the floor and
offer amendments to cut back down the
budget and take credit for the cutting
back down of the budget. And then
what we were going to say was look
how much we have saved. And we were
going to make certain that none of
those little bitty cuts really did any
harm.

So what we did was we went to the
Committee on Rules, and I took the
time to go up to the Committee on
Rules and watch this performance last
night, as we made in order some
amendments that we knew would do no
particular damage. But the amend-
ments that were real, we simply lopped
out.

The rule that you have before you
today is a rule designed to make cer-
tain that nothing really happens; that
the Congress continues to go forward
spending money on itself as though
there were no tomorrow; and that any
amendments that are offered do no real
damage to that approach; and, oh, by
the way, the amendments that were
real in terms of reform never get to the
floor.

Mr. Speaker, this is just absolutely
the wrong rule, it is the wrong bill.

Let me tell you one thing: I think
America is in the mood for a change.
Middle-class America has had it with
exactly what they see going on in the
Congress at the present time. I have
got one message to middle-class Amer-
ica then, Mr. Speaker, and that is, if
you want to see this kind of perform-
ance change, change the House of Rep-
resentatives.

I will guarantee one thing: If you put
Republicans in charge of this body next
January, one of the first bills that we
will revisit is this legislative appro-
priations bill. We will go back and
make certain that there is reform. We
will pull it into the discussion again.
We will revisit it. We will get real re-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

form as of next January. But it is obvi-
ously going to take a new majority
here to do it.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Addison,
MI [Mr. SmiTH], a hard working new
Member who came here on that plat-
form of reform.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me the ques-
tion is what is going to inspire Mem-
bers of Congress to spend less on their
office expenses?

Here is what the kind of rule that I
think we should be considering today
is: allowing each Member to take 25
percent or maybe even 50 percent of
their unspent authorization to go to-
ward deficit reduction.

I turned back a quarter of a million
dollars. I am told I am the lowest
spender in the U.S. Congress. I asked
the Speaker and the gentleman from
North Carolina, [Mr. ROSE], if it would
be possible for any of that to go to-
wards deficit reduction. It just seems
reasonable that if we wanted to excite,
inspire, and encourage individuals to
have some of that money go towards
deficit reduction, that would be one
way to do it.

Now that we are underfunded, then,
of course, we have to use up every-
thing. But using up everything that is
turned back at the same time sends a
signal to those Members that they
should spend everything that they have
got.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume,
and would like to say that over the
past year, 1993, I had the opportunity
to serve with my colleagues, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. SOLOMON],
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. WALKER], who have just been on
the floor, on the Joint Committee on
the Organization of Congress. We were
charged with trying to bring about re-
form of this institution.
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Tragically, that reform package has
fallen by the wayside. We are still hop-
ing that we can bring about some kind
of proposal for the House to consider,
but this legislative appropriation bill
demonstrates the fact that they are
trying to proceed with business as
usual.

This rule is extraordinarily arrogant,
prevents Members from having the op-
portunity to offer the cutting amend-
ments which should be considered
under the standard operating rules of
this House. This is blatantly unfair,
and I believe both Democrats and Re-
publicans should vote against it.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives is the most representative
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body in the world, as one of the three
branches of Government that in my
opinion has provided our country with
prosperity, a framework for prosperity,
and a free and open Government for
over 200 years.

If we want to examine the House of
Representatives, as many who have
gone before me have, if we want to ex-
amine it in a vacuum, we can certainly
find many imperfections, but if we
want to examine it and compare it
with other systems, I would suggest
that if we did not have a House of Rep-
resentatives, a Congress of this coun-
try, that we would have one of two
things, or we could have one of two
things: We could have anarchy, we
could have people shooting each other
in the streets; or we could have tyr-
anny, where the Government would be
shooting us.

Mr. Speaker, I suggest that it is the
U.S. House of Representatives, the
Congress as a whole, that stands be-
tween the American people and some
catastrophe such as this.

To continue, we must be funded. We
have people who work here. We have
Members who serve here. We have ex-
penses that are incurred. That is what
this bill is all about. This bill rep-
resents a cut of 9 percent, $177 million,
out of proposed expenditures. We are
continuing to cut back and have cut
back on a number of areas over the last
few years.

I said it last night on the Committee
on Rules and I will say it again, it is
very easy to come up here and to criti-
cize this body. It happens on both sides
of the aisle. What I feel is that if we do
not stop it, we are going to weaken our
institutions, and this institution, to
the point that one of these days some-
where down the line a very strong per-
son could come into the White House
that was not democratically inclined
and could take away our freedoms.

Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the Mem-
bers of this body that this is a very fair
rule. There are six bipartisan amend-
ments, three Democratic amendments,
three Republican amendments, giving
ample opportunity for the Members to
express themselves as far as cuts are
concerned.

Mr. Speaker, I would urge the Mem-
bers of this body to vote for the rule,
and to also vote for the appropriation
bills which it allows.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time, and I move the previous
question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MURTHA). The question is on the reso-
lution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a gquorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.
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dently 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 249, nays

177, not voting 8, as follows:

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Andrews (ME)
Andrews (NJ)
Andrews (TX)
Applegate
Bacchus (FL)
Baesler
Barca

Barcla
Barlow
Barrett (WD)
Becerra
Bellenson
Berman
Bewvill
Bilbray
Bishop
Bonlor
Borskl
Boucher
Brewster
Brooks
Browder
Brown (CA)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Bryant
Byrne
Cantwell
Cardin

Clement
Clyburn
Coleman
Collins (IL)
Collins (MI)
Condit
Conyers
Costello
Coyne
Cramer
Danner
Darden

de la Garza
Deal
DeFazio
DeLauro
Dellums
Derrick
Deutsch
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Dooley
Durbin
Edwards (CA)
Edwards (TX)
Engel
English
Eshoo
Evans

Farr

Fazio
Flelds (LA)
Filner
Fingerhut
Flake
Foglietta
Ford (MI)
Ford (TN)
Frank (MA)
Frost
Furse
Gejdenson
Gephardt
Geren
Gibbons
Glickman
Gonzalez

[Roll No. 210]
YEAS—249

Gordon
Green
Gutlerrez
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hamburg
Harman
Hastings
Hayes
Hefner
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hoagland
Hochbrueckner
Holden
Hoyer
Hughes
Hutto
Inslee
Jacobs
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (SD)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnston
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kennelly
Kildee
Kleczka
Kleln
Klink
Kopetskl
Kretdler
LaFalce
Lambert
Lancaster
Lantos
LaRocco
Laughlin
Lehman
Levin
Lewls (GA)
Lipinskl
Lloyd
Long
Lowey
Maloney
Mann
Manton
Margolies-
Mezvinsky
Markey
Martinez
Matsul
Mazzoll
McCloskey
McCurdy
McDermott
McHale
McKinney
MeNulty
Meehan
Meek
Menendez
Mfume
Miller (CA)
Mineta
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Mollohan
Montgomery
Moran
Murphy
Murtha
Nadler
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver

Ortiz

Orton
Owens
Pallone
Parker
Pastor
Payne (NJ)
Payne (VA)
Pelosl
Penny
Peterson (FL)
Peterson (MN)
Plckett
Pickle
Fomeroy
Poshard
Price (NC)
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Reynolds
Richardson
Roemer
Rose
Rostenkowsk!
Rowland
Roybal-Allard
Rush

Sabo
Sanders
Sangmelster
Sarpalius
Sawyer
Schenk
Schroeder
Schumer
Scott
Serrano
Sharp
Shepherd
Sisisky
Skaggs
Skelton
Slattery
Slaughter
Smith (IA)
Spratt
Stark
Stenholm
Stokes
Strickland
Studds
Stupak
Swett
Swift
Synar
Tanner
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Tejeda
Thompson
Thorntan
Thurman
Torres
Torricelll
Towns
Traficant
Tucker
Unsoeld
Valentine
Velazquez
Vento
Visclosky
Volkmer
‘Washington
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Wheat
Whitten
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Williams Woolsey Wynn
Wise Wyden Yates
NAYS—1TT
Allard Gllman Moorhead
Archer Gingrich Morella
Armey Goodlatte Myers
Bachus (AL) Goodling Nussle
Baker (CA) Goss Oxley
Baker (LA) Grams Packard
Ballenger Greenwood Paxon
Barrett (NE) Gunderson Petrl
Bartlett Hamilton Pombo
Barton Hancock Porter
Bateman Hansen Portman
Bentley Hastert Pryce (OH)
Bereuter Hefley Quillen
Bilirakis Herger Quinn
Bllley Hobson Ramstad
Blute Hoekstra Ravenel
Boehlert Hoke Regula
Boehner Houghton Ridge
Bonilla Huffington Roberts
Bunning Hunter Rogers
Burton Hutchinson Rohrabacher
Buyer Hyde Ros-Lehtinen
Callahan Inglis Roth
Calvert Inhofe Roukema
Camp Istook Royce
Canady Johnson (CT) Santorum
Castle Johnson, Sam Saxton
Clinger Kasich Schaefer
Coble Kim Schiff
Collins (GA) King Sensenbrenner
Combest Kingston Shaw
Cooper Klug Shays
Coppersmith Knollenberg Shuster
Crane Kolbe Skeen
Crapo Kyl Smith (MI)
Cunningham Lazio Smith (NJ)
DeLay Leach Smith (OR)
Diaz-Balart Levy Smith (TX)
Dickey Lewls (CA) Snowe
Doolittle Lewls (KY) Solomon
Dornan Lightfoot Spence
Dreler Linder Stearns
Duncan Livingston Stump
Dunn Lucas Sundquist
Ehlers Machtley Talent
Emerson Manzullo Taylor (NC)
Everett MecCandless Thomas (CA)
Ewing McCollum Thomas (WY)
Fawell McCrery Torkildsen
Flelds (TX) McDade Upton
Fish McHugh Vucanovich
Fowler MclInnis Walker
Franks (CT) McKeon Walsh
Franks (NJ) McMillan Weldon
Gallegly Meyers Wolf
Gallo Mica Young (AK)
Gekas Michel Young (FL)
Gllchrest Miller (FL) Zellfr
Gillmor Molinart Zimmer
NOT VOTING—8
Blackwell Grandy Neal (NC)
Clayton Horn Wilson
Cox Lewis (FL)
0O 1226

The Clerk announced the following

ir:

On this vote:

Mr. Wilson for, with Mr. Cox against.

Mr. LIVINGSTON changed his vote
from *yea'' to “‘nay."

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. LEWIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, because
of a family health emergency, | was unable to
cast a vote on rolicall votes No. 209 and N