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a member of One-Voice, an organization
founded by Dr. Emanuel A. Alfano, who is
dedicated to eradicating negative Italian
stereotyping and defamation.

Mr. Speaker, I cannot express enough ap-
preciation and admiration for these two gentle-
men. They have already contributed more to
their communities than most people could
even dream of accomplishing in a lifetime.
Their actions and characters carry the highest
level of integrity and should be noted by all.
Mr. Speaker, Italian-Americans have suffered
many hardships over the years, and it is
thanks to individuals such as Dr. Bruno and
Mr. Alessi that we begin to reestablish our rich
and notable heritage. Thank you gentlemen,
and may you continue your noble efforts to
propel the heritage of Italian-Americans.
f
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Mr. MOORHEAD. Mr. Speaker, the Inter-

state Insurance Receivership Compact is the
product of the efforts of a group of state insur-
ance regulators and legislators that were con-
cerned about the problems that have been
presented by the administration of multistate
insurance receiverships. After examining the
compact and its plan of operation, I became
convinced that the compact would make an
important contribution to the regulation of in-
surance by the States. As a result, I intro-
duced House Joint Resolution 189 for the pur-
pose of granting the explicit consent of Con-
gress to the compact. I have come to believe,
however, that the Interstate Insurance Receiv-
ership Compact does not actually require con-
gressional consent to be valid.

The compact has now been adopted by four
States, in addition to my home State of Cali-
fornia, Illinois, Michigan, Nebraska, and New
Hampshire. The compact is in the process of
organizing its commission and establishing its
rules so that it can fulfill its intended purpose
of facilitating the open, fair, and efficient ad-
ministration of insurance receiverships that
have a multistate impact.

A hearing on House Joint Resolution 189
took place before the Commercial and Admin-
istrative Law Subcommittee of the Judiciary
Committee of the House of Representatives
on September 18, 1996. The testimony pre-
sented at the hearing, and the written submis-
sions received both before and after the hear-
ing, were, without exception, supportive of the
compact and in some cases, enthusiastic.
Testimony was personally presented by Sen-
ator Leo Fraser, of New Hampshire, a legisla-
tor who was instrumental in advocating the
compact concept, and Robert Lange, director
of insurance of the State of Nebraska and the
first chairman of the compact commission.

Written testimony was submitted by Peter
Gallanis, special deputy receiver for the State
of Illinois. In addition, Gov. Jim Edgar, of Illi-
nois, and Gov. Ben Nelson, of Nebraska,
wrote to Judiciary Chairman HENRY HYDE and
expressed their active support for the agree-
ment. Significantly, no opinions to the contrary
were expressed at the hearing.

A number of important points were made in
support of the compact. First, the purpose of

the compact and its operation are fully consist-
ent with the State regulation of insurance as
set forth in the McCarran-Ferguson Act of
1945. The compact facilitates and enhances
what the States are already doing. It merely
allows them to do so more efficiently.

Second, the terms of the compact clearly
establish that there is no usurpation of any
Federal prerogative by the compact and there
is no unlawful delegation of State authority to
the compact or its commission. The drafter of
the compact carefully provided that each State
would have the opportunity and ability to with-
draw from the compact if it should decide to
do so. In addition, each State has the ability
to opt out of a rule promulgated by the com-
pact commission if that State finds the rule to
be undesirable.

Interstate compacts have made an impor-
tant contribution to the ability of the States to
govern and to regulate, and, therefore, to the
constitutional system of federalism. Many
compacts have received explicit congressional
consent. Many others have not received con-
sent because the law, as interpreted by the
U.S. Supreme Court, does not require it. The
testimony, letters of support, and the language
of the compact itself have now convinced me
that the Interstate Insurance Receivership
Compact is one of those compacts that does
not require the explicit consent of Congress.
f

TRIBUTE TO CLAREMONT
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Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I want to take
this opportunity to salute my alma mater on
the occasion of its 50th anniversary.

Claremont McKenna College was founded
in 1946. Most of its students were returning
veterans who were given a chance to earn a
college education thanks to the GI bill.

Those young men, including my father, were
determined to take the lessons of war and
build a peaceful and prosperous Nation.

Founding President George Benson, who
will celebrate his 89th birthday in January,
kept Claremont McKenna College focused on
its mission to educate young men and women
for responsible leadership in business and
government.

Today, Claremont McKenna is recognized
as one of the Nation’s finest colleges and en-
rolls nearly a thousand students from across
the country and the world.

Among its graduates are leaders in busi-
ness, the arts, education, science, medicine,
and of course, public service.

I am proud to be a graduate of Claremont
McKenna College and invite my colleagues to
join me in saluting a remarkable institution.
f
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Mr. MARTINI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
pay tribute to an outstanding individual of the

Eighth Congressional District of New Jersey,
Dr. Armand Leone.

Dr. Leone has given a great deal of time
and care to the people of Paterson through his
undying service at Wayne General Hospital. A
native of Paterson, Dr. Leone began his medi-
cal career in his hometown after graduating
from New York Medical College in 1947. His
first position was as a rotating intern at Wayne
General, followed by a residency in pathology.
With these experiences, Dr. Leone realized his
inner calling to practice at Wayne General
Hospital.

Next, Dr. Leone served as the first radiology
resident at St. Barnabas Hospital. His enthu-
siasm and dedication led him to serve a resi-
dency in radiation therapy and two preceptor-
ships in nuclear medicine. Dr. Leone fulfilled
his practicing desire in 1951 when he was ap-
pointed to the medical staff of Wayne General
Hospital—then Paterson General. Later, he
was appointed clinical professor at New York
Medical College in Westchester. Currently, Dr.
Leone serves as chairman of the department
of radiology at Wayne General and chairman
of the Wayne General Hospital Foundation.

Mr. Speaker, it is overwhelmingly apparent
that Dr. Leone’s dedication to the practice of
medicine warrants utmost admiration. His de-
votion to Wayne General Hospital and the in-
dividuals it serves goes above and beyond the
call of normal doctors. I applaud the achieve-
ments of Dr. Armand Leone and wish him
many more years of excellence in practicing
medicine.
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Mr. DEUTSCH. Mr. Speaker, I want to join

my colleagues from south Florida in support of
a new, significant economic development
project which is planned for Homestead, FL.
This project involves the establishment of a
Motorsports Exhibition and Education Center
as part of the existing South Dade/Homestead
Motorsports Complex.

Mr. Speaker, in 1992, Homestead and
South Dade County experienced extreme
damage from Hurricane Andrew which de-
stroyed countless homes and businesses. In
the years since the hurricane, we in south
Florida have worked hard to restore and revi-
talize the economy of this community. It takes
a true partnership of government and business
to make such an economic recovery. The Mo-
torsports Exhibition Center is an example of
such a partnership. The city of Homestead
and a number of businesses involved in the
Motorsports Speedway have joined together in
a nonprofit foundation to seek funding for es-
tablishment of the exhibition center which is
expected to draw some half million tourists to
the Motorsports Complex each year. The
project will create hundreds of jobs throughout
the South Dade area.

Mr. Speaker, the city of Homestead has in-
dicated that it plans to approach the Economic
Development Administration [EDA] for partial
funding of the Exhibition Center. We are hope-
ful that the agency will move expeditiously to
review the project so that it may consider
funding in fiscal year 1997.
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Finally, Mr. Speaker, I want to express my

support for the job that EDA has been doing
in Florida and around the country in address-
ing local economic development needs. I look
forward to working with the EDA officials in
our region on the Motorsports Exhibition Cen-
ter project.
f
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Mr. MARTINI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
pay tribute to The Daughters of Miriam Center,
a nonprofit geriatric and rehabilitation center,
which will be celebrating 75 years of excel-
lence, with the opening of the Gallen Institute
for Subacute Care on October 27, 1996.

Mr. Speaker; as you know, one of America’s
greatest assets is the wisdom of our seniors.
As Supreme Court Justice Felix Frankfurter
once said, ‘‘Wisdom too often never comes,
and so one ought not to reject it merely be-
cause it comes late.’’ The Daughters of Miriam
Center realizes the same sentiments that Jus-
tice Frankfurter once espoused. The 13 acre
Daughters of Miriam Center campus consists
of 340 beds with various services available to
over 700 elderly persons.

Mr. Speaker, the Daughters of Miriam Cen-
ter was founded in 1921 by Nathan Bennet, a
former Paterson mayor. It served as a shelter
for elderly persons and orphaned children.
Today, the Daughters of Miriam Center is ac-
knowledged as one of the leading facilities in
the Nation for the care of the elderly. It offers
a nursing facility, subacute unit, the Gallen In-
stitute for Subacute Care, sheltered workshop,
medical day care, program for the elderly with
outpatient alzheimer disease unit, two apart-
ment buildings which offer congregate serv-
ices, and the B.I. Cohen Family Building.

Mr. Speaker; on behalf of my colleagues in
Congress, I wish the Daughters of Miriam
Center success in the opening of the new
Gallen Institute and another 75 years of con-
tinued success.
f
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Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, today I bring to
my colleague’s attention the 1995–96 Private
Property Rights Congressional Vote Index cre-
ated and published by the League of Private
Property Voters in Battle Ground, WA.

This index, first published in 1990, was de-
veloped in response to actions of Federal
agencies that result in the taking of private
property without just compensation. The cur-
rent index is sponsored by several hundred
grassroots-wise use and private property
rights groups. Among the Oregon cosponsors
are Oregon Cattlemens Association, Oregon
Farm Bureau, Oregon Lands Coalition, Orego-
nians for Food and Shelter, and Oregonians in
Action.

I urge my colleagues to read and study this
index to learn more about the concerns of pri-
vate property rights advocates.
UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

The votes listed below show how the House
supported (S) or opposed (O) the League of
Private Property Voters position. A descrip-
tion of each vote is listed below along with
the scorecard.

You will gain the greatest benefit by first
looking up your Representative to see what
his private property score was on the right
side of the scorecard. Then read each vote
description. The league private property po-
sition listed near the top of the scorecard
shows how we believe your Representative
should have voted on each issue. Check to
see whether you Representative supported
(S) or opposed (O) the League private prop-
erty position.

U.S. HOUSE VOTES

HOUSE VOTE #1: WEAKENING UNFUNDED
MANDATE REFORMS

H.R. 5 requires a Congressional Budget Of-
fice cost analysis and specifics on how a bill
or regulation would be financed on any
measure imposing costs of more than $50
million on state and local governments. Rep-
resentative James Moran (D–VA) offered a
substitute amendment to severely weaken
H.R. 5 by removing a provision in the bill
blocking the consideration of legislation
that does not provide money for meeting a
federal mandate. The Moran substitute was
rejected February 1, 1995 on a 152–278 vote.
Private property rights supporters voted NO.

HOUSE VOTE #2: REGULATORY MORATORIUM

H.R. 450 would temporarily prohibit federal
agencies from implementing new federal reg-
ulations. The freeze would be in effect until
December 31, 1995, or when the regulatory re-
visions in the ‘‘Contract With America’’ were
enacted, whichever is sooner, and would
retroactively cover regulations proposed or
put into effect since November 20, 1994. The
bill would exempt routine regulations and
those that address an ‘‘imminent threat to
health or safety.’’ H.R. 450 passed 276–146 on
February 24, 1995. The President’s position
was a no vote. Private property advocates
voted YES.
HOUSE VOTE #3: STRENGTHENING RISK ASSESS-

MENT AND COST/BENEFIT ANALYSIS FOR NEW
REGULATION ACT

H.R. 1022 requires that any new regulations
affecting the environment, health and safety
that would likely cost the economy more
than $25 million annually must first undergo
an assessment of risk and the relative costs
and benefits. Representatives Joe Barton (R–
TX), Mike Crapo (R–ID) and Billy Tauzin (D–
LA) offered an amendment to strengthen
H.R. 1022 by establishing a process whereby
citizens could petition federal agencies to re-
view EXISTING regulations. The Barton-
Crapo-Tauzin Amendment was rejected on a
206–220 vote on February 28, 1995. Private
property rights advocates voted YES.
HOUSE VOTE #4: PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS—30

PERCENT THRESHOLD

H.R. 925 was a private property rights bill
that would provide for landowners to be com-
pensated for the loss of the use of their land
caused by federal regulations. The Goss
Amendment (Porter Goss (R–FL)) would
have weakened H.R. 925 in two ways. First it
would have raised the threshold to 30% from
10% before the bill would kick in and require
compensation to the landowner. Second, the
Goss Amendment would have required that
the 30% apply to all the landowners prop-
erty, not just the portion affected by the reg-
ulation as stated in H.R. 925. The Goss
Amendment was defeated 210–211 on March 2,
1995 (the House eventually settled on a 20%

threshold). The property rights position was
a NO.

HOUSE VOTE #5: PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS

H.R. 925 would require federal agencies to
compensate private property owners for fed-
eral actions taken under the Endangered
Species Act, the Wetlands provisions of the
Clean Water Law and the 1985 Farm Bill, and
certain laws affecting Western water rights
that reduce the value of any section of their
properties by 20 percent or more. If a regula-
tion took 50% or more of the property value,
the landowner would be able to force the
government to buy out his property. H.R. 925
passed 277–148 on March 3, 1995. The Presi-
dent’s position was a no vote. Private prop-
erty advocates voted YES.
HOUSE VOTE #6: EMERGENCY HARVEST OF DEAD

AND DYING TREES ON FEDERAL LANDS

During the last five years a net of 21 bil-
lion board feet of dead and dying timber has
accumulated on Forest Service lands nation-
wide. Unfortunately, existing federal bar-
riers have prevented these trees from being
harvested before they deteriorate and lose
commercial value. They merely rot and pro-
vide no employment for rural timber econo-
mies and increase the cost of forest products
used to build houses. H.R. 1158, the Emer-
gency Supplemental Appropriations and Re-
scissions bill, contained a common sense pro-
vision by Representatives Charles Taylor (R–
NC) and Don Young (R–AK) which estab-
lished expedited procedures for removing
these dead and dying trees while still retain-
ing important environmental safeguards. An
amendment by Rep. Sidney Yates (D–IL) to
strike the Taylor-Young provisions and thus
retain existing barriers to harvesting these
trees was defeated on March 15, 1995 by a 150–
275 vote. Private property rights supporters
voted NO.

HOUSE VOTE #7: WETLANDS DEFINITION AND
COMPENSATION

H.R. 961 is a bill to revise the Clean Water
Act and regulation of wetlands. The Boehlert
Amendment (Sherwood Boehlert (R–NY))
would have gutted H.R. 961. It would have
broadened the definition of wetlands to cover
more land and eliminated the provisions of
the bill that would require federal compensa-
tion for private landowners affected by wet-
lands regulation. This amendment was sup-
ported by 39 moderate Republicans and op-
posed by 51 conservative Democrats. The
Boehlert Amendment was defeated 185–242 on
May 16, 1995. The private property vote was
a NO.
HOUSE VOTE #8: MORE FUNDING FOR CONVERT-

ING PRIVATE PROPERTY INTO FEDERAL PROP-
ERTY

H.R. 1977, the FY 1996 Interior Appropria-
tions bill, contained $51 million for federal
agencies to acquire only the highest priority
lands for national parks, national forests and
wildlife refuges. Representative George Mil-
ler (D–CA) offered an amendment to increase
this amount by $183 million which is offset
by a corresponding cut in fossil fuel research
and development funding. The Miller Amend-
ment was defeated 170–253 on July 13, 1995.
Private property rights supporters voted NO.
HOUSE VOTE #9: FUNDING FOR NATIONAL TRUST

FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION

An amendment to the Fiscal year 1996 In-
terior Appropriations bill (H.R. 1977) by Rep.
Tim Hutchinson (R–AR) would have elimi-
nated the $3.5 million provided in the bill for
the National Trust for Historic Preservation.
The House Appropriations Committee had al-
ready decided to defund the trust over 2
years but the Hutchinson Amendment would
have cut the funds immediately. The Hutch-
inson Amendment was defeated 129–281 on
July 13, 1995. The private property position
was YES.
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