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Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, |
would say for my mom, | would rather
have trustees look at it rather than
Members of Congress.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, my mom does not
trust them. She trusts me.

DO NOT CUT MEDICARE FOR A
TAX CUT

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

Mr. HILLIARD. Mr. Speaker, the Re-
publican plan on Medicare is a false-
hood on the people of this country. It is
detrimental to all of those persons who
are above 60. It is detrimental to every-
thing that America should stand for.

We talked about trustees a minute
ago, Mr. Speaker. Every person in this
country should have trust in this body,
trust to do what is right, especially for
those persons who have worked all of
their lives and who in the twilight of
their years see this body snatch from
them their Medicare, their Medicaid
benefits, that they are due because of
trust that they place in this body.
They trust us to do the right thing.

Mr. Speaker, we have failed to do the
right thing because we have taken
money, we are attempting to take
money from Medicare just to support a
tax cut for rich.

CORRECTING TECHNICAL ERRORS
IN ENROLLMENT OF H.R. 1594,
ECONOMICALLY TARGETED IN-
VESTMENTS IN CONNECTION
WITH EMPLOYEE BENEFIT
PLANS

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, | offer
a concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res.
108) to correct technical errors in the
enrollment of the bill, H.R. 1594, and |
ask unanimous consent for its imme-
diate consideration.

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

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, 1 would ask the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
GOODLING] to explain his request.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, during
consideration of the bill H.R. 1594, the
Committee of the Whole adopted an
amendment offered by Mr. TRAFICANT,
which we intended to be language con-
tained in the House Report 104-238. Un-
fortunately, the language offered was
not identical to the House report;
hence, this resolution would instruct a
correction of the House-passed bill.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, further re-
serving my right to object, | rise in
support of the unanimous-consent re-
port.

Mr. Speaker, | withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GooD-
LING]?

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

There was no objection.
The Clerk read the concurrent reso-
lution, as follows:
H. CoN. REs. 108

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That, in the enroliment of
the bill (H.R. 1594) to place restrictions on
the promotion by the Department of Labor
and other Federal agencies and instrumen-
talities of economically targeted invest-
ments in connection with employee benefit
plans, the Clerk of the House of Representa-
tives shall, in section 5 of the bill, strike
“Nothing” and all that follows through the
end of such section and insert the following:
“Nothing in this Act is intended to affect the
ability of the Department of Labor to issue
advisory opinions, information letters, tech-
nical releases, prohibited transaction exemp-
tions, or other pronouncements interpreting
and applying the fiduciary responsibility
rules of the Employee Retirement Income
Security Act of 1974 in relation to particular
factual situations, or exempting specific
transactions from the prohibited transaction
provisions of such Act (pursuant to sections
406 and 408 of such Act (29 U.S.C. 1106,
1108)).”".

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the provisions of clause 5 of rule
I, the Chair announces that he will
postpone further proceedings today on
each motion to suspend the rules on
which a recorded vote or the yeas and
nays are ordered or on which the vote
is objected to under clause 4 of rule
XV. Such rollcall votes, if postponed,
will be taken after debate has con-
cluded on all motions to suspend the
rules, but not before 5 p.m. today.

REVERSING SUPREME COURT DE-
CISION IN ADAMS FRUIT VERSUS
BARRETT

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, | move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1715) respecting the relationship
between workers’ compensation bene-
fits and the benefits available under
the Migrant and Seasonal Agricultural
Worker Protection Act as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1715

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

SECTION 1. WORKERS' COMPENSATION.

(a) AMENDMENTS.—

(1) Section 325 of the Legislative Branch
Appropriations Act, 1993 (Public Law 102-392)
is repealed.

(2) Section 504(d) of the Migrant and Sea-
sonal Agricultural Worker Protection Act (29
U.S.C. 1854(d)) is amended to read as follows:

““(d)(1) Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this Act, where a State workers’ com-
pensation law is applicable and coverage is
provided for a migrant or seasonal agricul-
tural worker, the workers’ compensation
benefits shall be the exclusive remedy for
loss of such worker under this Act in the
case of bodily injury or death in accordance
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with such State’s workers’ compensation
law.

““(2) The exclusive remedy prescribed by
paragraph (1) precludes the recovery under
subsection (c) of actual damages for loss
from an injury or death but does not pre-
clude recovery under subsection (c) for statu-
tory damages or equitable relief, except that
such relief shall not include back or front
pay or in any manner, directly or indirectly,
expand or otherwise alter or affect (A) a re-
covery under a State workers’ compensation
law or (B) rights conferred under a State
workers’ compensation law.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a)(2) shall apply to all
cases in which a final judgment has not been
entered.

SEC. 2. EXPANSION OF STATUTORY DAMAGES.

(a) AMENDMENT.—Section 504 of the Mi-
grant and Seasonal Agricultural Worker Pro-
tection Act (29 U.S.C. 1854) is amended by
adding after subsection (d) the following:

““(e) If the court finds in an action which is
brought by or for a worker under subsection
(@) in which a claim for actual damages is
precluded because the worker’s injury is cov-
ered by a State workers’ compensation law
as provided by subsection (d) that—

“(1)(A) the defendant in the action violated
section 401(b) by knowingly requiring or per-
mitting a driver to drive a vehicle for the
transportation of migrant or seasonal agri-
cultural workers while under the influence of
alcohol or a controlled substance (as defined
in section 102 of the Controlled Substances
Act (21 U.S.C. 802)) and the defendant had ac-
tual knowledge of the driver’s condition, and

““(B) such violation resulted in injury to or
death of the migrant or seasonal worker by
or for whom the action was brought and such
injury or death arose out of and in the course
of employment as determined under the
State workers’ compensation law,

“(2)(A) the defendant violated a safety
standard prescribed by the Secretary under
section 401(b) which the defendant was deter-
mined in a previous judicial or administra-
tive proceeding to have violated, and

“(B) such safety violation resulted in an
injury or death described in paragraph (1)(B),

“(3)(A)(i) the defendant willfully disabled
or removed a safety device prescribed by the
Secretary under section 401(b), or

“(ii) the defendant in conscious disregard
of the requirements of section 401(b) failed to
provide a safety device required under such
section, and

““(B) such disablement, removal, or failure
to provide a safety device resulted in an in-
jury or death described in paragraph (1)(B),
or

“(4)(A) the defendant violated a safety
standard prescribed by the Secretary under
section 401(b),

“(B) such safety violation resulted in an
injury or death described in paragraph (1)(B),
and

““(C) the defendant at the time of the viola-
tion of section 401(b) also was—

‘(i) an unregistered farm labor contractor
in violation of section 101(a), or

““(ii) a person who utilized the services of a
farm labor contractor of the type specified in
clause (i) without taking reasonable steps to
determine that the farm labor contractor
possessed a valid certificate of registration
authorizing the performance of the farm
labor contracting activities which the con-
tractor was requested or permitted to per-
form with the knowledge of such person,

the court shall award not more than $10,000
per plaintiff per violation with respect to
whom the court made the finding described
in paragraph (1), (2), (3), or (4), except that
multiple infractions of a single provision of
this Act shall constitute only one violation
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