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that the step that we are taking today
is appropriate.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Maryland [Mr. HOYER].

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from California [Mr.
FAZIO] for yielding me this time.

As I did earlier today, I rise in sup-
port of this resolution, which I think is
an appropriate resolution. I congratu-
late the chairman of the Committee on
House Oversight for bringing it to the
floor and for moving this process for-
ward.

However, as I did this morning, I
take this opportunity to rise to con-
sider legislation and resolutions which
move the process forward of extending
to employees protections to which I
think they are entitled and which will
enhance morale and the quality of our
work force. I rise because I think that
we have taken action in recent weeks
to undermine both of those objectives.

I will not repeat the facts as I know
them to be with reference to the nine
employees who were removed by the
Clerk just a few days ago, shortly be-
fore the Christmas holidays, some of
whom have spent more than two dec-
ades as employees of this body. Suffice
it to say that none of them were re-
moved for cause.

The reason I rise is because the dis-
tinguished chairman of the Committee
on House Oversight made some obser-
vations at the end of that debate which
I want to comment on. The gentleman
observed that the majority had not in-
dicated that it would not take further
actions after reorganization had been
completed to eliminate redundant posi-
tions, to eliminate, in effect, feather-
bedding which might have been cre-
ated, he did not use that term, but that
was the implication, that had been cre-
ated under the patronage-plagued sys-
tem that the gentleman alleged existed
under the Democrats. Not getting into
that argument, let me say that the un-
fortunate implication was that any of
these positions fall in that category.

None of them do, Mr. Speaker. Let
me repeat, none of the nine fall into a
category of being eliminated because
they were described as was character-
ized by the chairman. I do not say that
the gentleman form California [Mr.
THOMAS] was characterizing these posi-
tions. I do not know that the gen-
tleman was doing that at all. However,
the implication could have been drawn
that in fact that was the rationale for
this action.

In my opinion, it was not. That opin-
ion is drawn after personal conversa-
tions with the Clerk, Ms. Carle, and
after correspondence from her.

I rise once again to discuss this issue
simply because we are moving a proc-
ess forward which in a bipartisan way
we agree will accomplish an objective
of depoliticizing and professionalizing
the ministerial staff that serves this
institution. When I refer to ministerial
staff, I simply mean that staff which is
not involved in the formulation or pro-

mulgation of policy, but simply in-
volved in making sure that the day-to-
day operations of the House of Rep-
resentatives are as efficient and honest
as they possibly can be.

That is, of course, the objective we
want to both accomplish. When I say
both, both the majority party and the
minority party.

Mr. Speaker, I would hope that as we
go through this season, as we adopt,
probably unanimously, perhaps with-
out a vote, this resolution and the pre-
vious resolution, that the majority
party will look once again at the ac-
tions that have been taken with re-
spect to these nine individuals, and see
if that might be reconsidered: see if
very loyal, very hard-working, very ef-
fective employees might be reinstated
to the duties that I think they have
done so well.

Furthermore, within the course of
that review, ensure that other employ-
ees equally talented, equally essential
are not subjected to the same precipi-
tous, and that is my word, not anybody
else’s termination of their services, not
because of lack of performance, but
simply because a decision is made that
their services are no longer needed.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would reit-
erate that a manual has been distrib-
uted to the employees of the Office of
the Clerk which sets forth that termi-
nations will be done in a manner that
will provide employees with an oppor-
tunity to be heard.

It does not imply, nor do I interpret
it to mean, that termination at will
has been changed. In fact, I believe
that House employees should be in the
status of being terminated at will. But
in that context of professionalizing our
staff, they ought to have a sense that it
will not be an arbitrary or political de-
termination that leads to that action.
Rather, it should be based upon their
professional performance on the job.

As I said, Mr. Speaker, I do not in-
tend to oppose this resolution; indeed,
I support this resolution, and I support
the chairman and our committee’s ef-
forts to move this process forward.

I appreciate the gentleman from
California [Mr. FAZIO] giving me this
opportunity to again call to the atten-
tion of the House a matter that I think
is important not from a political stand-
point, but from the standpoint of pro-
fessionalizing this House. That is the
stated intent of the majority. I con-
gratulate and applaud them for that ef-
fort. It is an effort in which I and
many, I think all, of my colleagues
join.

It is an effort, however, that needs to
be more than rhetoric. It needs to be
reality for each and every one of our
employees. I hope we will accomplish
that objective, and I thank the gen-
tleman from California for yielding me
the time.

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

If anyone has watched the House of
Commons, one of the things that goes
on there is something that we might

adopt; and I will see if we can work it
today. I will refer the gentleman to
comments the chairman made a few
hours ago in response to his statement,
but I will also say that the gentleman
from Maryland [Mr. HOYER] is cer-
tainly entitled to his opinions.

The Clerk has indicated that the re-
organization was not based upon arbi-
trary or political reasons, and I am not
going to replace the Clerk’s judgment
with the opinions of the gentleman
from Maryland.

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

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I have no further speakers on this
side, so I yield back the balance of my
time.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California [Mr.
THOMAS] that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, 123.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

POSTPONING CONSIDERATION OF
VETO MESSAGE ON H.R. 2076, DE-
PARTMENTS OF COMMERCE,
JUSTICE, AND STATE, THE JUDI-
CIARY, AND RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 1996,
UNTIL WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER
20, 1995

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent if the Chair lays
before he House a veto message from
the President on the bill, H.R. 2076
today, that the objections of the Presi-
dent be spread at large upon the Jour-
nal and that the message and bill be or-
dered printed as a House document;
and that consideration of the veto mes-
sage be postponed until tomorrow, De-
cember 20, 1995.

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

There was no objection.
f

b 1730

POSTPONING CONSIDERATION OF
VETO MESSAGE ON H.R. 1058, SE-
CURITIES LITIGATION REFORM
ACT UNTIL WEDNESDAY, DECEM-
BER 20, 1995

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent, if the Chair lays
before the House a veto message from
the President on the bill, H.R. 1058
today, that the objections of the Presi-
dent be spread at large upon the Jour-
nal and that the message and bill be or-
dered printed as a House document;
and that consideration of the veto mes-
sage be postponed until tomorrow, De-
cember 20, 1995.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

HASTINGS of Washington). Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman
from California?

There was no objection.
f

PERMITTING USE OF ROTUNDA
FOR CEREMONY COMMEMORAT-
ING VICTIMS OF THE HOLO-
CAUST

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 106)
permitting the use of the rotunda of
the Capitol for a ceremony to com-
memorate the days of remembrance of
victims of the Holocaust, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES. 106

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the rotunda of the
Capitol is authorized to be used from 8
o’clock ante meridiem until 3 o’clock post
meridiem on April 16, 1996, for a ceremony as
part of the commemoration of the days of re-
membrance of victims of the Holocaust.
Physical preparations for the ceremony shall
be carried out in accordance with such condi-
tions as the Architect of the Capitol may
prescribe.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California [Mr. THOMAS] will be recog-
nized for 20 minutes, and the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. FAZIO] will
be recognized for 20 minutes.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, the week of April 14 to
21, 1996, has been designated as the
Days of Remembrance by the U.S. Hol-
ocaust Memorial Council. This particu-
lar week is chosen to commemorate
the liberation of the Dachau concentra-
tion camp by American troops on April
19, 1945.

I believe it is entirely appropriate for
a society, indeed, societies around the
world and cultures to remember the
pleasant human experiences, the tri-
umphs and the achievements of man-
kind. I think it is also important that
we remember man at his basest hour so
that we will not repeat, but that the
memories will be held forever in terms
of how man can degrade his fellow
man.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. GILMAN], the chairman
of the Committee on International Re-
lations.

(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to rise in support of House Con-
current Resolution 106, sponsored by
our distinguished colleague from Illi-
nois, Mr. YATES, and wish to also com-
mend the distinguished chairman of
the House Committee on House Over-
sight, Mr. THOMAS, for the expeditious
consideration of this bill.

House Concurrent Resolution 106 will
permit the use of our great congres-

sional rotunda for the annual cere-
mony to commemorate ‘‘the Days of
Remembrance of Victims of the Holo-
caust.’’ The annual days of remem-
brance, sponsored by the Holocaust Me-
morial Council of which Mr. Yates and
I are both congressional members, will
be held on April 16, 1996. This impor-
tant commemorative program allows
Congress and our Nation to appro-
priately observe the days of remem-
brance for victims of the Holocaust, to
pay tribute to the American liberators
of the concentration camp’s survivors,
and by commemorating this enormous
tragedy, ensure that it will never hap-
pen again anywhere in the world.

Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, I urge
swift adoption of this resolution.

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

Mr. FAZIO of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, the minority strongly
supports this resolution which has
passed numerous times here in the
House of Representatives. It has been
once again cosponsored by a child of
Holocaust survivors, the gentleman
from Connecticut [Mr. GEJDENSON] and
the gentleman from California [Mr.
LANTOS], who is the only Member of
Congress to have survived the Holo-
caust, and has been authored for many
years by a colleague, the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. YATES]. Those are
Members on our side who have a par-
ticular and personal interest in this,
but we all share the views expressed by
the gentleman from California [Mr.
THOMAS].

Mr. Speaker, with those comments, I
yield back the balance of my time and
urge once again this resolution be
adopted.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California [Mr.
THOMAS] that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, House Concurrent Resolution
106, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

The title of the concurrent resolution
was amended so as to read: ‘‘Concur-
rent resolution permitting the use of
the rotunda of the Capitol for a cere-
mony as part of the commemoration of
the days of remembrance of victims of
the Holocaust.’’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

CHARLES J. COYLE POST OFFICE
BUILDING

Mr. MCHUGH. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1398) to designate the U.S. Post
Office building located at 1203 Lemay
Ferry Road, St. Louis, MO, as the

‘‘Charles J. Coyle Post Office Build-
ing’’.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 1398

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION.

The United States Post Office building lo-
cated at 1203 Lemay Ferry Road, St. Louis,
Missouri, shall be known and designated as
the ‘‘Charles J. Coyle Post Office Building’’.
SEC. 2 REFERENCES.

Any reference in a law, map, regulation,
document, paper, or other record of the Unit-
ed States to the United States Post Office
building referred to in section 1 shall be
deemed to be a reference to the ‘‘Charles J.
Coyle Post Office Building’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York [Mr. MCHUGH] will be recog-
nized for 20 minutes, and the gentle-
woman from Michigan [Miss COLLINS]
will be recognized for 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York [Mr. MCHUGH].

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

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform and Oversight voted
favorably on H.R. 1398. This legislation
was introduced by Representative WIL-
LIAM CLAY of Missouri and was cospon-
sored by the entire House delegation of
the State of Missouri as required by
the Committee on Government Reform
and Oversight. This bill designates the
U.S. Post Office building located at
1203 Lemay Ferry Road, St. Louis, MO,
as the ‘‘Charles J. Coyle Post Office
Building’’.

Mr. Coyle, who is honored in this leg-
islation, was a U.S. Army veteran be-
fore he started his career with the Post
Office Department in 1960. He started
in the clerk craft and later served as a
letter carrier. He was active with the
National Association of Letter Carriers
in his local chapter and at the national
level. He later served as that organiza-
tion’s national secretary/treasurer in
1994. Charlie Coyle died on February 18,
1995, at the age of 60.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all our colleagues
to support this legislation.

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

Miss COLLINS of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
1398, legislation sponsored by Congress-
man WILLIAM L. CLAY, designating the
U.S. Post Office building located at
1203 Lemay Ferry Road in St. Louis,
MO, as the ‘‘Charles J. Coyle Post Of-
fice Building.’’

Charles Coyle began his career with
the Postal Service in 1960, working in
the clerk craft. Within a very short
time he moved up to letter carrier only
to feel the need to affect change within
the union structure. In 1973, Mr. Coyle
was elected president of his Branch,
number 343, and served as a full-time
union officer at the local and national
levels for the rest of his career. He
served with pride and worked hard for
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