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the FEC reported before that commit-
tee that they cannot even get to 68 to
70 percent of the cases because of their
inadequate funding.

I am amused by all of the dialog, the
political rhetoric, the partisan rhetoric
on both sides of the aisle about how we
need to have these investigations by
Congress, and the only nonpartisan
group that is discharged with the re-
sponsibility to conduct investigations
of congressional campaigns is the FEC.
The FEC puts in a request for an appro-
priation for $1.7 million in order to get
funded, and what does the Congress do?

The Committee on Rules, in the mid-
dle of the night, decides we are not
going to take this up. This action is
outrageous, and when the Republican
majority is meeting to try to figure
out, they are all meeting, how are we
going to get this bill passed, what they
ought to do is put the request for the
FEC funding into the budget. It is sig-
nificantly less money than we have ap-
propriated for literally millions of dol-
lars for politically charged investiga-
tion. Let us let the FEC do its job, and
we ought to start with this supple-
mental appropriations bill.

Now is the time for Congress to put
its money where its mouth is and pro-
vide the FEC funding to investigate
congressional abuses.

Mr. Speaker, it was the ax last night,
nothing less than a midnight massacre,
on the obstruction of the process and
the ability of the FEC to conduct in-
vestigations of the congressional cam-
paigns that were held in 1996. It is an
outrage.

I think the fact that this rule was de-
feated lends credence to the fact that
we need to make sure that we fund the
FEC if we are serious about conducting
fair, nonpartisan investigations and
giving the FEC fair enforcement power
so that they can do their job. Let us
make sure we include that funding.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on House Resolution 146.

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

There was no objection.

BLM BULLIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Nevada [Mr. GIBBONS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, today |
want to discuss something so powerful
and hurtful that it cripples the econ-
omy, puts a stranglehold on businesses
and farms, destroys livelihoods and
families, and yet seems unstoppable.

The monster that | am discussing is
the power that was once granted to
Congress in article 1, section 1 of the
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U.S. Constitution, which reads: All leg-
islative powers herein granted shall be
vested in Congress. Today, however,
the executive branch of this very Gov-
ernment has taken control of this re-
served privilege and holds it captive at
the expense of American citizens.

To illustrate my point, | would like
to discuss newly assumed police power
Secretary of the Interior Bruce Babbitt
and the Bureau of Land Management
allege to possess. The proposed law en-
forcement regulations are an attempt
to vastly, and in most cases unconsti-
tutionally, expand the BLM’s law en-
forcement authority by increasing the
number and types of actions which
may result in the violations of law and
substantially increase penalties for
violation of such regulations.

Let me share with my colleagues, Mr.
Speaker, exactly what powers the BLM
is commandeering. A story: On July 24,
1994, a family from New Mexico was on
a family outing in the Santa Cruz Lake
area in the northern part of New Mex-
ico. After fishing and picnicking for 2
hours, the family loaded up their car
and were leaving the area when they
were stopped by a BLM ranger. Accord-
ing to a complaint filed by the family’s
attorney, the BLM ranger approached
the vehicle carrying a shotgun and or-
dered everyone out of the car using
threats of bodily harm laced with pro-
fanity. The BLM ranger fired his shot-
gun at the car to show that he meant
business.

This complaint continues to state
that the three men got out of the car
and asked why they were being
stopped. They asked if it was for fish-
ing without licenses, but they were
never asked for their fishing licenses.
When a man, woman, and the children
tried to leave, the BLM ranger maced
the driver and handcuffed him. The
driver’s mother tried to help her son
but was knocked to the ground by the
ranger who then stomped on her leg be-
fore handcuffing her.

After handcuffing the mother, the
BLM ranger went back to the driver
and sprayed him again in the face with
mace. All this time the children were
crying and the ranger yelled at them to
shut up. According to the complaint,
the BLM ranger said he was going to
blow their, and | will delete the exple-
tive, heads off.

It gets worse, Mr. Speaker. When one
of the men picked up a child to comfort
him, the BLM ranger put a shotgun to
the child’s head and ordered the man to
put the child down. Two other BLM
rangers allegedly arrived and began
waving their weapons around as well.
The BLM rangers refused to say why
they had stopped the family in the first
place.

The adults were incarcerated, and
the BLM ranger did not notify the At-
torney General, as they are required to
do. Although records at the Santa Fe
jail indicate six adults were arrested on
charges of assault and hindering a Fed-
eral employee, a U.S. magistrate re-
leased all those jailed because the BLM
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did not produce a written complaint
and no formal charges were made. To
this day the family has no idea, Mr.
Speaker, why they were arrested.

Remember these are Federal public
land management employees who are
committing these atrocious acts. It be-
comes very evident that these power
hungry bureaucracies have designated
themselves unconstitutional police
powers without having proper author-
ity or training. The agents are turning
into bullies with little respect for pub-
lic safety or property.

Mr. Speaker, no longer are Ameri-
cans free. They are chained to the dic-
tatorship of bureaucratic monsters. It
is time for Congress to stand up for its
constitutional rights and the protec-
tion of the American people. This is ex-
actly what | and the Subcommittee on
National Parks and Public Lands in-
tend to do tomorrow when we bring the
BLM and the Department of the Inte-
rior before our committee and the
American people.

The regulatory authority now used
by these Government agencies to cre-
ate rule after rule and regulation after
regulation has begun to put a strangle-
hold on the Western part of this coun-
try to the extent that it may never
breathe again.

THE WIC PROGRAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Michigan [Ms. STABENOW]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. STABENOW. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to commend my colleagues who
supported voting no on the rule that
came before us that addressed the issue
of funding for WIC. Unfortunately, the
rule that was in front of us did not
guarantee solid, long-term funding for
WIC. I am very pleased that the rule
was voted down and that we now have
an opportunity to come back and do
the right thing.

I also rise today, Mr. Speaker, to
commend colleagues of mine in a bipar-
tisan basis, the gentlewoman from
Ohio [Ms. KAPTUR] and the gentle-
woman from New Jersey [Mrs. Rou-
KEMA], who have worked very hard in a
bipartisan way to guarantee that
women and children under the WIC
Program have the nutritional services
and the food that they need in order to
be healthy and successful.

My colleague from the other side of
the aisle from Florida spoke a few mo-
ments ago very eloquently about the
need for the WIC Program. | would just
add to that. In my years of working in
county and State government, | have
not felt more confident about any
other program of government as | have
about the WIC Program. It provides
supplementation directly to pregnant
women and women and young children
up to 5 who are low income and in need
of good nutritious food, vegetables,
fruit, other nutritional supplementa-
tion, eggs, milk, and so on.
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We know without a doubt that for
every $1 we put into prenatal care,
much of it is nutritional services to
make sure that women are healthy,
that babies are healthy. For every $1
we put into prenatal care we know we
save more than $6 immediately in in-
tensive care costs, many times related
to low birthweight babies.

The WIC Program works. It is one
that makes sense. It ought not to be a
partisan issue. | would strongly urge
that my colleagues in the majority
come back with a process that we can
all support to guarantee WIC funding.

I also need to respond as a member of
the Committee on Agriculture for just
a moment, because in addition to pro-
viding direct nutritional food and serv-
ices for women and children to guaran-
tee that they are healthy and have a
good start in life, this is also a wonder-
ful opportunity to provide additional
markets for agricultural products.

Michigan is strong in agriculture. We
have more agricultural products that
we grow than almost any other State
in the Union. We are very proud of the
fact that Michigan farmers have ex-
panded markets for fresh produce
through the farmers market nutrition
program, which in Michigan we call
Project Fresh. This is a way for our
farmers to provide fresh vegetables,
fresh fruit, to women and children who
are in need of that, and it also allows
them to have another market for their
goods, so it works on all accounts.

It is good for agriculture, it is good
for families, it saves costs on health
care, and | am very hopeful and urge
that our colleagues who are determin-
ing the way to proceed on the rules re-
garding WIC funding will come back
with an open process that we can em-
brace in a bipartisan way to guarantee
that one of the most cost-effective and
one of the most commonsense pro-
grams provided through Government,
the WIC Program, is allowed to con-
tinue in a way that would allow our
women and children in this country to
be healthy.

WILL COCKROACHES BECOME PRO-
TECTED UNDER THE ENDAN-
GERED SPECIES ACT?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GiIB-
BONS). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. KNOLLENBERG] is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker, |
think we should stop the presses. It ap-
pears that the EPA has their facts
wrong again. After weeks of chatter
about proposed new clean air standards
and their urgent necessity, this week
we find out that the EPA has been
given some incorrect or bogus data,
certainly very questionable.

First, they cried that 20,000 people
are killed every year by PM 2.5 pollu-
tion. Then it was revised to 15,000. The
EPA Administrator, Ms. Browner, pa-
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raded before the Committee on Appro-
priations and my subcommittee to tell
us how important these tough stand-
ards are and why they were needed.

Now we find out it is not 20,000, not
even 15,000 lives that are at stake, that
we are not even clear as to how many
there are. In fact, scientist K. Jones,
whose name appears along with some
commentary in yesterday’s Congress
Daily, suggests that because of inad-
equate research, that EPA'’s first revi-
sion of their data now shows it could be
below 1,000, less than 1,000 people are
affected by the finer particulate mat-
ter pollution.

What is the EPA going to do now
that this information has emerged? |
believe they are hell-bent on imposing
tougher clean air standards on our
communities, businesses, and resi-
dences, even though the air quality
across the country, across America,
has improved immensely since we
began this quest. After Mr. Jones, a
scientist, caught them in their first
mistake, how can we really trust the
EPA data now when billions of dollars
in costs are at stake for our commu-
nities?

I believe we have to get the facts
straight before asking our local com-
munities to pay up for costly regu-
latory reform. Also | might add, in ad-
dition, this week the New England
Journal of Medicine, which is often
quoted certainly by EPA as their
source, has, it seems, driven another
stake into the EPA drive to impose
costly tougher air quality standards on
us.

After hearing about how many chil-
dren, for example, are hurt by PM 2.5,
this Nation’s most respected health
journal reports that cockroaches are
more of a problem than the air. That is
right, cockroaches. The study, and it
was not just a short-term study, it was
for 10 years, focused on children and
found that those exposed to cock-
roaches are more likely to suffer from
asthma. They are over three times
more likely to be hospitalized, and 80
percent more likely to have unsched-
uled doctor visits for asthma. Yet the
EPA says it is not the bugs, it is the
air. Our communities, businesses, and
people are still going to be stuck with
the EPA’s bill.

| just hope as we rid our communities
of the roaches to fight asthma, they do
not become protected under the Endan-
gered Species Act.

Let us get the facts straight before
we impose new air standards on our
communities. One scientist suggests
there should be a 5-year moratorium, a
5-year study, before we present any
facts, any conclusions.

The EPA seems determined in spite
of the conflicting data to move ahead.
They seem to have a sense of urgency
that is wrapped up in the willingness to
accept anything, any information that
will justify their personal proposal,
their own idea, about what is the prop-
er proposal. They ignore, along the
way, common sense and cost as part of
the equation.
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DEVASTATION CAUSED BY FLOOD-
ING OF THE RED RIVER IN
NORTH DAKOTA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Dakota [Mr.
PoMEROY] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. Speaker, | rep-
resent the State of North Dakota. | am
the only Representative in Congress
that North Dakota has. It is my re-
sponsibility to advocate for North Da-
kota at a time when we are reeling
from the worst natural disaster we
have ever experienced.

Many of the Members are aware of
the pain that we have suffered in light
of the floods of the Red River this
spring. The national media coverage
has documented the destruction of the
city of Grand Forks, N.D. These pic-
tures, | believe, tell what words cannot
in terms of just what a devastating
event this was.

This is a street sign at the corner of
Fourth Street and Eighth Avenue. You
can see the water right up to the bot-
tom of the sign. At this juncture the
water was literally in excess of 6 feet,
flooding neighborhoods, street after
street after street. Even in areas of
town that were not hit with this depth
of water, the water still was sufficient
to fill basements and come up on the
main floor. We are still dealing with
the devastation that flood water causes
to homes and personal belongings.

At a time when we thought things
could not get any worse, they did get
worse. Fires broke out in downtown
Grand Forks, destroying our historic
business district. Eleven buildings
burned. A fireman who fought the fire
explained it this way. He said it was so
unusual, because water is usually the
fireman’s friend. “‘In this instance it
prevented us from stopping the de-
struction of these buildings. We were
simply incapable of getting our equip-
ment to the fire. Then when we dove
below the water to hook up the hoses
to the hydrants, water pressure had
failed and we had to stand by and
watch the buildings burn.”

The net result was reflected by this
picture, a business district in smolder-
ing ruin, a city standing in water. The
water has receded, and the picture that
we would see in Grand Forks if we
drove around the neighborhoods today
is of huge mounds; not mounds of snow
that we often see during some of our
winters, but mounds of wet, wrecked
sheet rock removed from basements
and main floors, commingled with be-
longings, belongings that now appear
just as rubble but before the flood were
baby pictures, wedding pictures, letters
from relatives that may not even be
living any longer, priceless family
mementoes, the things that make a
house a home, all destroyed in the wa-
ter’s wrath.

That has left the people of Grand
Forks, N.D. in a very terrible situa-
tion. We have literally hundreds of
homes in the flood water, and I com-
mend the city leaders because they are
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