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House of Representatives
The House met at 10:30 a.m. and was

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. BLILEY).
f

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
March 9, 1999.

I hereby appoint the Honorable TOM BLI-
LEY to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

f

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate had passed
without amendment a bill and a con-
current resolution of the House of the
following titles:

H.R. 882. An act to nullify any reservation
of funds during fiscal year 1999 for guaran-
teed loans under the Consolidated Farm and
Rural Development Act for qualified farmers
or ranchers, and for other purposes.

H. Con. Res. 40. Concurrent resolution hon-
oring Morris Udall, former United States
Representatives from Arizona, and extending
the condolences of the Congress on his death.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed a concurrent resolu-
tion of the following title, in which the
concurrence of the House is requested:

S. Con. Res. 15. Concurrent resolution hon-
oring Morris King Udall, former United
States Representative from Arizona, and ex-
tending the condolences of the Congress on
his death.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 105–220, the
Chair, on behalf of the Majority Lead-
er, announces the appointment of the
following individuals to serve as mem-
bers of the Twenty-first Century Work-
force Commission—

Susan Auld, of Vermont;

Katherine K. Clark, of Virginia;
Bobby S. Garvin, of Mississippi; and
Randel K. Johnson, of Maryland.
The message also announced that

pursuant to Public Law 105–277, the
Chair, on behalf of the Democratic
Leader, announces the appointment of
the following individuals to serve as
members of the Commission on Online
Child Protection—

Jerry Berman, of Washington, D.C.—
Representative of a business making
content available over the Internet;

Srinija Srinivasan, of California—
Representative of a business providing
Internet portal or search services; and

Donald N. Telage, of Massachusetts—
Representative of a business providing
domain name registration services.

The message also announced that
pursuant to section 194(a) of title 14,
United States Code, as amended by
Public Law 101–595, the Chair, on behalf
of the Vice President, appoints the fol-
lowing Senators to the Board of Visi-
tors of the United States Coast Guard
Academy—

the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
MCCAIN), ex officio, as Chairman of the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation; and

the Senator from Missouri (Mr.
ASHCROFT), Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

The message also announced that
pursuant to section 1295(b) of title 46,
United States Code, as amended by
Public Law 101–595, the Chair, on behalf
of the Vice President, appoints the fol-
lowing Senators to the Board of Visi-
tors of the United States Merchant Ma-
rine Academy—

the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
MCCAIN), ex officio, as Chairman of the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation; and

the Senator from Maine (Ms. SNOWE),
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

MORNING HOUR DEBATES
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 19, 1999, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to 30 min-
utes, and each Member, except the ma-
jority leader, the minority leader, or
the minority whip, limited to 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) for 5 minutes.
f

WE MUST NOT PRIVATIZE
MEDICARE

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
the National Commission on the Fu-
ture of Medicare is poised to rec-
ommend to the President and to Con-
gress that Medicare be privatized. They
are soon likely to propose that Medi-
care, perhaps the Nation’s best govern-
ment program, be delivered to the pri-
vate insurance market.

There is nothing new here. Conserv-
ative newspapers, like the Wall Street
Journal and the Washington Times, for
years have been attempting to pri-
vatize Medicare. Privatize it, they say,
in order to save it.

This is a critical time for Medicare.
The program faces significant financial
difficulty in part because of the im-
pending retirement of the baby
boomers and the fact that people are
living longer. The Republican answer
has been to privatize Medicare by mov-
ing Medicare beneficiaries into man-
aged care and creating Medicare medi-
cal savings accounts.

These efforts to undermine the uni-
versal risk pool that has long sup-
ported Medicare will lead to one pri-
vate system for the healthy and
wealthy and a government-run welfare
program for the sick and the less well
off.
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The managed care industry illus-

trates this point. HMOs understand
that providing health insurance to
Medicare beneficiaries who need little
health care is far more profitable than
providing it to those who need expen-
sive care.

This is not a theoretical example.
HMOs act according to the rules. Their
primary purpose is the pursuit of prof-
it, as it should be. Anyone who thinks
we can ask the private sector to put
qualitative values ahead of their share-
holders’ expectations of profitability
did not take the same economics class-
es that I did.

Medicare is a fundamental part of the
fabric of our society. Thirty-three
years ago, before Medicare, fewer than
50 percent of America’s elderly even
had health insurance. Today, almost
everyone over 65 is part of Medicare. It
has helped people live better, it has
helped people live longer. Medicare is
such an important part of our lives and
our society that it is almost taken for
granted.

Two things about HMOs: They like
profitable enrollees, and they do not
stick around when things do not go
their way. Last year, Medicare HMOs
took it upon themselves to dispel the
myth that privatization works. After
enduring 1 whole year of reduced prof-
its, more than one-fourth of the HMOs
participating in Medicare, 96 plans
total, quit. They left behind some
450,000 Medicare beneficiaries.

In my home city of Lorain, Ohio,
United Health Care of Ohio dropped
2,000 Medicare patients from its plan
because Lorain County seniors simply
were not profitable enough for them.
Yet United Health Care’s CEO was paid
a 1997 compensation of $8 million and
$61 million in stock options.

Insurance that may not be there
when we need it is not insurance.
HMOs that bail out after 1 year are not
serving anyone but their shareholders.

Clearly, the market deserves its very
important place in our society. It is a
dynamic engine of job growth in our
State and across the country. The mar-
ket creates wealth and raises our
standard of living. There are many
things the market does very well. But
the purpose of publicly-owned national
parks is to protect open space and pre-
serve our Nation’s heritage; the pur-
pose of privatized national parks is to
maximize profit through development
and commercialization; the purpose of
public prisons is to protect the public,
to punish and to rehabilitate; the pur-
pose of privatized prisons is to maxi-
mize profit by reducing staff and pos-
sibly cutting back on security; and the
purpose of public medical systems is to
provide the best health care possible to
help people, especially children and the
elderly, live healthier and longer lives;
and the purpose of privatized medical
systems is to maximize profit through
private insurance companies denying
benefits and introducing incentives to
withhold care.

Our Nation has a compelling interest
to maintain a steady, mutually bene-

ficial balance between the public and
private sectors. Private companies are
important. Public programs are impor-
tant. Government regulation is impor-
tant.

We are in danger of becoming a land
of two societies: One society for the
more affluent and another for the less
well off. The problem is that a Nation
that produces the wealth that ours
does should not leave 43 million of its
citizens without health insurance. The
private insurance market simply can-
not provide for the common good by
itself.

Let us remember how our country
achieved its greatness. We are a Nation
that taps the best effort and commit-
ment from its citizens to build the
world’s strongest economy and the
strongest Nation. We are a Nation that
marshaled its military might to stop
Hitler and protect freedom. We are a
Nation that launched the GI bill, So-
cial Security, Medicare, public edu-
cation and the interstate highway sys-
tem. We are a Nation that joins the re-
sources of the private and public sec-
tors to help people pursue a decent
quality of life. It is a balance that
works.

Let us keep Medicare the successful
public program that it is.
f

WAR POWER AUTHORITY SHOULD
BE RETURNED TO CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. PAUL) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, the Presi-
dent has stated that should a peace
treaty be signed between Serbia and
Kosovo he plans to send in at least 4,000
American soldiers as part of a NATO
peacekeeping force.

We, the Congress, have been informed
through a public statement by the
President that troops will be sent. We
have not been asked to act in a con-
stitutional fashion to grant the Presi-
dent permission to act. He is not com-
ing to us to fully explain his inten-
tions. The President is making a public
statement as to his intentions and we
are expected to acquiesce, to go along
with the funding, and not even debate
the issue, just as we are doing in Iraq.

That is not a proper constitutional
procedure and it should be condemned.
Silence in the past, while accommodat-
ing our Presidents in all forms of for-
eign adventurism from Korea and Viet-
nam to Iraq and Bosnia, should not be
the standard the Congress follows.

The Constitution is clear: Our Presi-
dents, from Washington to Roosevelt,
all knew that initiating war was clear-
ly the prerogative of the Congress, but
our memories are flawed and our read-
ing of the law is careless. The Presi-
dent should not be telling us what he
plans to do, he should be giving us in-
formation and asking our advice. We
are responsible for the safety of our
troops, how taxpayers’ dollars are

spent, the security of our Nation, and
especially the process whereby our Na-
tion commits itself to war.

Citing NATO agreements or U.N. res-
olutions as authority for moving
troops into war zones should alert us
all to the degree to which the rule of
law has been undermined. The Presi-
dent has no war power, only the Con-
gress has that. When one person can
initiate war, by its definition, a repub-
lic no longer exists.

The war power, taken from the Con-
gress 50 years ago, must be restored. If
not, the conclusion must be that the
Constitution of the United States can
and has been amended by presidential
fiat or treaty, both excluding the
House of Representatives from per-
forming its duty to the American peo-
ple in preventing casual and illegal
wars.

Some claim that the Kosovo involve-
ment must be clarified as to where the
money will come to finance it, the sur-
plus or Social Security. This misses
the point. We have and should exert
the power of the purse, but a political
argument over surpluses versus Social
Security is hardly the issue.

Others have said that support should
be withheld until an exit strategy is
clearly laid out. But the debate should
not be over the exit strategy. It is the
entry process that counts.

The war powers process was set early
on by our Presidents in dealing with
the North African pirates in the early
19th century. Jefferson and Madison,
on no less than 10 occasions, got Con-
gress to pass legislation endorsing each
military step taken. It has clearly been
since World War II that our Presidents
have assumed power not granted to
them by the Constitution, and Con-
gress has been negligent in doing little
to stop this usurpation.

In the case of Kosovo, no troops
should be sent without the consent of
Congress. Vague discussion about
whether or not the money will come
out of Social Security or the budget
surplus or call for an exit strategy will
not suffice. If the war power is taken
from the President and returned to the
Congress, we would then automatically
know the funds would have to be appro-
priated and the exit strategy would be
easy: when we win the war.

Vague police actions authorized by
the United Nations or NATO, and im-
plemented by the President without
congressional approval, invites disas-
ters with perpetual foreign military en-
tanglements. The concept of national
sovereignty and the rule of law must be
respected or there is no purpose for the
Constitution.
f

AMERICA MUST STAND AS ONE
NATION IN THE NEW MILLENIUM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Puer-
to Rico (Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ) is rec-
ognized during morning hour debates
for 5 minutes.
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Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Mr. Speak-

er, as I stand before the House today,
America enjoys a period of unparal-
leled prosperity and peace. Our country
is strong, and life is good for most
Americans. Unemployment is at one of
the lowest rates ever. Education is a
reality for everyone, and the possibil-
ity of higher education is more achiev-
able than ever. For once, in our halls,
we are debating how to spend a surplus
instead of cutting and retrenching Fed-
eral programs.

These are heady times, and we stand
at the eve of the millennium with
hopeful hearts. As the new century ap-
proaches, we realize that divisions are
blurring and that there is more that
brings us together as Americans and
even as citizens of the world. The prin-
ciples proclaimed by the Declaration of
Independence and our Constitution
continue to shine forth through the
test of time, and our democracy is a
shining beacon throughout the world.
It is now the perfect time to reflect
deeply into our future and ponder
where do we want our Nation to go and
what do we want our Nation to become
in the years ahead.

There is immense potential for our
Nation to grow and boundless opportu-
nities for each of us to reach our poten-
tial. We are blessed with peace and
stand as citizens of the most powerful,
most advanced Nation in the world. It
is indeed a privilege to be an American.
That privilege also entails deep respon-
sibilities and allegiance to the prin-
ciples of freedom and liberty for which
we pledge our own lives.

There is one injustice that be-
smirches our Nation’s final reputation
as the utmost defender of freedom, lib-
erty, and quality. The 3.8 million citi-
zens of Puerto Rico, as well as the
nearly 200,000 citizens of the other four
territories, have pledged their lives,
just like the rest of their fellow citi-
zens in the 50 States, to the cause of
freedom. However, the sad truth is that
throughout the century we have been
sent to the front to protect the rights
and freedoms of people who had more
rights in our own country than we
have.

Imagine, Mr. Speaker, that those
who struggle alongside their fellow
citizens to enable their country to ful-
fill its destiny do not enjoy the same
rights nor the same benefits as any
other citizen in the 50 States. How can
this be possible? How has our Nation
enabled this discrimination to con-
tinue unchecked?

Some say that the issue of the 4 mil-
lion U.S. citizens in Puerto Rico and
the territories is not on their radar
screens this year or even in this Con-
gress. If there is a war, I am certain we
would be on their radar screens. Every-
one knows that more U.S. citizens from
Puerto Rico have served on the front
than residents of many other States.
This duplicitous standard of equal in
danger and war but unequal in times of
peace and prosperity must not and can-
not continue to be tolerated, Mr.
Speaker.

I call on my colleagues in Congress
to eliminate the ignorance and the in-
difference that discriminates against
the most needy of our society, the chil-
dren, the aged, the disadvantaged, the
handicapped, by virtue of living in a
territory.
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Mr. Speaker, I urge Congress to take
the necessary steps to prevent this ne-
glect and discrimination by enabling
their equal participation in the most
fundamental safety net programs that
can make the difference for their fu-
ture health and well-being, just as it
does for all other elderly, disabled and
needy children in any of the 50 States.

Mr. Speaker, if equality must be de-
manded in order to be achieved, then I
am demanding it. How can some Amer-
ican citizens be less equal than others
merely because they live in a territory
and not in a State? Have those of us
who live in a territory not proven our
patriotism and our loyalty during this
century? Can we afford to continue to
ignore and trample the right to equal-
ity in our Nation?

Our Nation fights against injustices
throughout the world, but in our own
house it promotes unequal policies and
programs that adversely affect the
lives of its own citizens. Our Nation
looks to invest in the future. What
could be better than ensuring that all
of our citizens enjoy the same rights
and privileges? In the millennium let
us truly stand as one Nation.

The U.S. citizens in Puerto Rico have
a stake in this, our country, and have
earned the right to be treated equally
with our fellow citizens in the 50
States. I am calling on the wise stew-
ardship of the leaders of this Congress
to ensure that when the new century
dawns, all Americans are truly equal
and equally enjoy not only peace but
also our Nation’s economic prosperity.
f

FUNDING FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLI-
LEY). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 19, 1999, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCKEON)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
address the House on a subject that is
very important to me and our Nation.
This subject is funding for our national
defense. When the Clinton administra-
tion’s budget was released, we heard a
lot of talk that the President had fi-
nally been convinced about the need to
increase defense spending. This was
significant because his previous six
budgets have fallen short of meeting
our defense requirements despite the
fact that the military deployments and
operations tempo were increasing
under this administration. However, as
we examine the President’s budget re-
quest more closely, we find once again
that the increase which he had prom-
ised is failing to materialize. While the
President is proposing a slight increase

in procurement accounts, research and
development accounts are being cut.
Furthermore, military construction
spending is being slashed by over 35
percent. This is particularly disturbing
for two reasons: One, because we are
still paying money to finish the base
closure process; two, our armed serv-
ices are having difficulties retaining
men and women who are currently
serving. As the military-civilian pay
gap increases, we cannot expect to re-
tain military personnel while at the
same time expecting them to live in
1940 and 1950 era housing while working
in outdated facilities. Two weeks ago
in the Committee on Armed Services
the four service chiefs testified about
an $8.7 billion shortfall that they are
facing in the next fiscal year. The ac-
tual shortfall is greater because the
President is relying on favorable eco-
nomic assumptions and changes in
budget rules to make his defense num-
bers look better than they really are.
For example, the Secretary of Defense
testified last month before the Com-
mittee on Armed Services that low in-
flation and fuel costs were being
factored into the fiscal year 2000 budg-
et. Now, we know that gasoline costs
are down. But I was reading in the
paper yesterday that they are project-
ing a 25 percent increase this year.
What happens if in the President’s
budget where he is proposing that we
pick up $8 billion because gasoline and
oil prices are dropping that in reality
they turn around and increase?

Apart from the obvious problems of
relying on economic assumptions, it
was revealed last week that the Senate
is planning on using the projected eco-
nomic savings as an offset for the fiscal
year 1999 supplemental appropriations
bill. If these assumptions are used to
offset the supplemental bill, then the
fiscal year 2000 defense budget will be
stretched even thinner. This will make
it even more difficult to address short-
falls in research and development,
military construction and readiness ac-
counts and will further delay congres-
sional initiatives to improve pay and
retirement benefits for active duty
military personnel as well as for our
veterans.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of both the
Committee on Armed Services and the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, I look
forward to working with other Mem-
bers to truly address the needs of those
who are providing for the defense of
this country.
f

PROTECT AMERICA’S WORKERS
AND SYSTEMS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, it
is my pleasure to reflect for a moment
this morning about the importance of
our being able to provide livable com-
munities for Americans. A lot of what
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we deal with on the floor of the House
of Representatives at times seems a lit-
tle obscure to citizens back home, but
really what they care about is to make
sure that their families are safe when
they go out the door in the morning to
go to school. They want those families
to be healthy, they want them to be
economically secure.

I am particularly concerned about
that element of safety, Mr. Speaker. I
have been witnessing events around the
country of late that give me pause. In
the Pacific Northwest this last Novem-
ber, we had a tragedy where a bus driv-
er was shot and the bus careened
through the guardrail, plunging down
below into an apartment house. Thirty
passengers were injured. We had a situ-
ation just a couple of weeks ago in San
Diego where a bus driver was attacked,
was raped and we are still trying to
solve that situation. Last year in Wis-
consin we had a situation where a bus
passenger boarded and splashed gaso-
line around and seriously burned sev-
eral passengers.

The point of this litany here is not
that transit is inherently dangerous. In
fact it is not. The statistics are clear
that people are far safer taking mass
transit than they are driving a car
when you look at the accidents, drunk
driving, drive-by shootings and
carjackings. But we can and should
make that transportation experience
as safe as possible for the general pub-
lic and the men and women who pro-
vide that service.

The Federal Government has in fact
already taken steps, for example, in
the area of air traffic. The men and
women who provide services to us on
airline flights are covered under Fed-
eral law. It is important not just for
the people who deliver that service but,
of course, sending that important sig-
nal about what the expectation is from
the Federal Government to preserve
safety is also very important to protect
the passengers themselves.

That is why I am introducing legisla-
tion this week to fill this gap, because
sadly there is no Federal protection,
clear Federal signal about public safe-
ty as it relates to the employees who
provide transit service by bus and by
rail, nor do the 6 million Americans
who take transit every day have the
peace of mind that such a clear signal
would afford. The legislation would
make it a Federal crime to inten-
tionally damage mass transit vehicles,
impair the ability to safely operate the
vehicle, commit an act that would
cause the death or serious bodily in-
jury to an employee or a passenger. It
is a comprehensive approach to make
sure that we do fill this gap, that we do
make sure that we are doing every-
thing we can to protect the workers
and passengers of America’s transit
systems.

I hope that my colleagues will join
me in cosponsoring this legislation. I
think the 6 million riders who rely on
mass transit every day to make their
communities more livable expect no
less of us.

HMO’S PULLING OUT AND NOT
RENEWING THEIR CONTRACTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Today, Mr. Speaker,
there is one issue that I hear an awful
lot about from constituents in my dis-
trict. I just finished eight town meet-
ings. The question they ask me repeat-
edly is why are Medicare health main-
tenance organizations no longer avail-
able? It is not an easy question to an-
swer because the issue is a complex one
and there is no simple explanation.

Today I would like to share with
Members my understanding of some of
the major reasons why HMOs have de-
cided not to renew their plans in cen-
tral Florida and elsewhere in this coun-
try. Thus far this action has affected
over 440,000 Medicare beneficiaries
across this country.

Mr. Speaker, the Balanced Budget
Act of 1997 restructured the system for
setting the rates by which Medicare
pays HMOs. The Balanced Budget Act
may have been overly ambitious in set-
ting its deadlines and these ambitious
deadlines may be having the opposite
effect. HCFA, the Health Care Financ-
ing Administration, created numerous
problems by issuing interim final regu-
lations that contain overly expansive
interpretations of the BBA and are
frankly contrary to congressional in-
tent. HCFA also has been rigid in its
implementation of the 1997 Balanced
Budget Act, even though the act called
for flexibility in implementing the new
Medicare choice. Nevertheless, HCFA
has chosen to be heavy-handed and
these regulations have led to less rath-
er than more options and choices for
Medicare beneficiaries.

Health plans must also be more flexi-
ble to the new Medicare program. The
new payments, the requirement for im-
plementation of a risk adjuster, new
patient protections with their empha-
sis on quality and the user fee for pro-
viding information to beneficiaries all
must be taken into consideration. How-
ever, Mr. Speaker, the primary ques-
tion we are talking about this morning
is the disparity in the payments to the
various counties. I believe the payment
methodology is the main reason why
payments are falling behind the rate of
medical care inflation and that is why
the HMO plans are leaving the Medi-
care program.

In addition, HCFA has decided to im-
plement a new methodology for cal-
culating the adjusted community rate
(ACR). This is how health plans deter-
mine the minimum amount of Medi-
care noncovered benefits that they
must provide and the premiums that
they can charge for such benefits. The
deadline may have been unworkable
under the existing time frame.

So, in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I be-
lieve that one of the most compelling
reasons for HMOs leaving was that
they were asked to file their adjusted

community rate, by May 1. It was just
not feasible. There should have been
more flexibility by HCFA. I wrote a
letter to the HCFA administrator to
express my concern about the fact that
the plans were required to submit pro-
posals by May 1 instead of the tradi-
tional November 15 deadline based
upon the regulations that were not
issued until mid-June of that year.

In central Florida, I have found that
many of my constituents no longer
have HMOs. They are concerned, I am
concerned, and others of us on the
Committee on Commerce have ex-
pressed deep concern to the adminis-
trator of HCFA and we are hoping that
the flexibility that is required in the
program will be implemented by the
new administrator.

The plans that withdrew their Medicare
HMO coverage indicated they did so because
of the new filing date for ACR’s coupled with
the knowledge that the risk adjuster proposal
being designed by HCFA could result in less
payments to plans.

So, Mr. Speaker, for these reasons and oth-
ers we now must act.

We need to act in a bipartisan manner to
help create real choice in Medicare which in-
cludes HMO’s for all of our senior citizens.
f

SUNDRY MESSAGES FROM THE
PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the
President of the United States were
communicated to the House by Mr.
Sherman Williams, one of his secretar-
ies.
f

INTRODUCTION OF LEGISLATION
REGARDING GHB, A DATE RAPE
DRUG

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, this morning I rise to thank
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
UPTON) and the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. KLINK) for the hearing
that they will hold this week as part of
the responsibilities of the Subcommit-
tee on Oversight and Investigations of
the Committee on Commerce. This
coming Thursday, that hearing will be
held, and I will testify before the Com-
mittee on Commerce on GHB, a date
rape drug. This uncontrolled substance
has been used to commit date rape by
rendering victims helpless to defend
themselves against attack.

The GHB legislation that I am spon-
soring, H.R. 75, is a result of a tragedy
that took place in Texas involving a
young woman named Hillory J. Farias.
Hillory was a 17-year-old athlete and
model student who died from an over-
dose of GHB on August 5, 1996.
Throughout the 105th Congress, we
worked very hard to hold hearings to
introduce this legislation and to intro-
duce this Congress to the importance
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and the tragedies of the abuse of GHB.
Hillory and two friends went out to a
club on the night she died. This was a
teenagers club, a club that did not sell
alcohol. While at the club, she drank
only soda. Later that evening she com-
plained of feeling sick and her friends
took her home with a severe headache.
The next morning her grandmother
found her unconscious and not breath-
ing. Hillory was rushed to the hospital
where she tragically died.
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Hillory was an outstanding athlete,
well loved and respected by her fellow
peers. Hillory was a good young lady
and, therefore, did not deserve this
tragic death.

Hillory’s death is not the first in-
stance of GHB overdose. In Los Ange-
les, three men were convicted of using
GHB to drug and rape several women.
The police found photos depicting sex
between the men and the unconscious
women. At a New Year’s Eve party in
1996, 30 to 50 people collapsed after in-
gesting GHB. All these victims sur-
vived.

Parents, have you heard of the so-
called rave parties that are taking the
country by a rave? These are teenage
parties where GHB is used. The GHB
formula can be found on your Internet.
GHB can be made in bathtubs by bath-
tub loads to be able to be utilized by
large masses of people. To date there
have been 19 deaths officially caused by
GHB. There are undoubtedly other
deaths that may not have been classi-
fied as GHB related because the drug is
not part of standard toxicology screen.
How many parents are not aware of
their young people using GHB?

The Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion has been working on placing this
drug on Schedule I of the Controlled
Substances Act at the Federal level.
My bill, H.R. 75, directs the Attorney
General to schedule GHB as a Schedule
I drug and to establish programs
throughout the country to educate
young people about the use of con-
trolled substances.

GHB has been used to render victims
helpless, to defend against attack, and
it even erases memory of the attack,
making law enforcement activities
very difficult. It is responsible for as
many as 60 emergency room admissions
in the past 6 months in Houston, Texas
alone.

GHB is not legally produced in the
United States. It is being smuggled
across our borders, or it is being ille-
gally created here. The recipe for this
drug can be accessed, as I said earlier,
on the Internet.

Scheduling a drug on the Federal
Controlled Substances Act allows pros-
ecutors to punish anyone who uses a
scheduled drug in any sexual assault
crime to suffer penalties on the Drug-
induced Rape Prevention and Punish-
ment Act.

This is an act that cannot be done by
one committee and one group of Mem-
bers alone. We look forward to working

with the Committee on Commerce in
this oversight committee, to work with
the Food and Drug Administration to
encourage it to hurry with its studies
and to be collaborative and coopera-
tive, to stop this abuse of this drug.

It is extremely important that we
make sure that we schedule this drug
as Schedule I to ensure that we stop
the abuse, but also the tragic loss of
life. I believe that we must do whatever
we can do to stop the abuse of these
harmful drugs. We must work with all
of the parties who are interested to en-
sure that this occurs.

I hope that my colleagues will sup-
port this legislation and our effort to
protect women and others from the
violent crime of sexual assault through
these drugs, but, as well, to ensure that
our young people are safe. Let us strike
in a chord of cooperation and biparti-
sanship and ensure that there is a
speedy response to GHB by scheduling
it as Schedule I. We call upon both the
Department of Justice and the FDA to
work with us to move this along as
quickly as we can.

On Thursday, I will testify before the Com-
merce Committee on Gamma Hydroxybutyrate
(GHB) a date-rape drug. This uncontrolled
substance has been used to commit date rape
by rendering victims helpless to defend them-
selves against attack.

The GHB legislation that I am sponsoring,
H.R. 75, is the result of a tragedy that took
place in Texas involving a young woman
named Hillory J. Farias. Hillory was a 17-year-
old athlete and model student who died from
an overdose of GHB on August 5, 1996.

Hillory and two friends went out to a club on
the night she died. While at the club, she only
drank soda. Later that evening, she com-
plained of feeling sick and her friends took her
home with a severe headache. The next
morning, her grandmother found her uncon-
scious and not breathing. Hillory was rushed
to the hospital where she died.

Hillory’s death is not the first instance of
GHB overdose. In Los Angeles, three men
were convicted of using GHB to drug and rape
several women. The police found photos de-
picting sex between the men and the uncon-
scious women. At a New Year’s Eve party in
1996, 30 to 50 people collapsed after ingest-
ing GHB. All of these victims survived.

To date, there have been 19 deaths offi-
cially caused by GHB. There are undoubtedly
other deaths that may not have been classi-
fied as GHB-related because the drug is not a
part of a standard toxicology screen.

The Drug Enforcement Administration has
been working on placing this drug on Sched-
ule I of the Controlled Substances Act at the
federal level. My bill, H.R. 75 directs the Attor-
ney General to schedule GHB as a Schedule
I drug and to establish programs throughout
the country to educate young people about the
use of controlled substances.

GHB has been used to render victims help-
less to defend against attack and it even
erases any memory of the attack. It is respon-
sible for as many as 60 emergency room ad-
missions in the past six months in Houston.

GHB is not legally produced in the United
States. It is being smuggled across our bor-
ders or it is being illegally created here. The
recipe for this drug can be accessed on the
Internet!

Scheduling a drug on the Federal Controlled
Substances Act allows prosecutors to punish
anyone who uses a scheduled drug in any
sexual assault crime to suffer penalties under
the Drug Induced Rape Prevention and Pun-
ishment Act.

I believe we must do whatever we can to
stop the abuse of these harmful drugs. I hope
my Colleagues will support this legislation and
our efforts to protect women and others from
the violent crime of sexual assault through
these drugs.
f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLI-
LEY). Pursuant to clause 12 of rule I,
the Chair declares the House in recess
until noon.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 3 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess
until 12 noon.
f

b 1200

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. LATOURETTE) at noon.
f

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Reverend James David
Ford, D.D., offered the following pray-
er:

Help us to discern, gracious God, that
Your spirit not only ministers to us in
the depths of our hearts and souls, but
Your word also encourages us to be
filled with that spirit and go into our
communities and world and do those
good works that honor You, and help
people in their need. We pray that Your
spirit would bless and forgive us per-
sonally, and also give us enthusiasm to
share the gifts of justice and mercy
with those in great need in our neigh-
borhoods and in our world. In Your
name we pray, Amen.
f

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.
f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. TRAFICANT)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. TRAFICANT led the Pledge of
Allegiance 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 liberty and justice for all.

f

SAVING SOCIAL SECURITY: THE
PROGRESS CONTINUES

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, even though
our economy is doing well and expan-
sion is continuing, each of us wants to
be certain that when it comes time for
our retirement Social Security will be
there for us. Our current senior citi-
zens need this assurance, the baby
boomer generation needs this assur-
ance, and our young people need this
assurance.

Cynicism runs deep, as illustrated by
the fact that today’s young people be-
lieve that it is more likely that they
will spot a UFO than that they will
collect Social Security when their time
comes. That is why Republicans are
showing true leadership by securing 100
percent of the Social Security Trust
Fund for exactly that: saving Social
Security. We are committed to
strengthening Social Security for years
to come.

It is important to note that in the 40
years when the Democrats had control
of the House, they took hundreds of
billions of dollars from Social Security
and spent it on other Federal pro-
grams. When Republicans took control
in 1994, this ended. We balanced the
Federal budget, brought about badly
needed discipline in our spending ac-
tivities. So today we must continue,
forge a budget agreement that saves
and strengthens Social Security. The
progress continues.
f

EDUCATION FLEXIBILITY
PARTNERSHIP ACT

(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, this
week we will take up H.R. 800, the Edu-
cation Flexibility Partnership Act. I
believe this bill can be improved by
amending it to provide for the hiring of
1,000 new teachers.

The need for such an amendment is
apparent. Schools across this Nation
are struggling because student enroll-
ment has drastically increased. Evi-
dence shows that there is a direct cor-
relation between class size and learn-
ing ability. Students in smaller classes,
especially in the early grades, make
greater educational gains, and main-
tain those gains over time.

Smaller classes are most advan-
tageous for poor students, minority
students, and those living in rural com-
munities. However, all children will
benefit from smaller classes.

We need more teachers. It is so criti-
cal in maintaining and improving our
education system, and more impor-
tantly, it indeed is the best flexibility
we can provide to our education sys-
tem.
f

NUCLEAR UTILITY INDUSTRY IS
STRIKING OUT

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1

minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, let us
talk baseball, for once. America’s fa-
vorite pastime is upon us here in Wash-
ington, D.C. and the rich nuclear util-
ity industry is striking out. Today,
they are simply a backstop against
common sense.

It seems that Secretary Richardson
has pitched a proposal to store nuclear
waste safely on site until a permanent
storage area can be determined to be
suitable. A great idea.

To no one’s surprise, the nuclear in-
dustry has balked at the plan, because
it would be paid for, get this, with
their money, heaven forbid, and would
avoid the potentially dangerous task of
shipping nuclear waste across America.
Here was a chance for all America to
hit a home run, but once again, it
seems the nuclear industry is holding
out for a bigger contract just so they
can get paid and put money in their fat
pockets.

Mr. Speaker, the nuclear industry fat
cats are trying to build an expensive,
taxpayer-paid lobbyist expansion team.
Remember, the ballfield is in your dis-
trict, the team is your constituents,
and it is your responsibility to oppose
H.R. 45 so we can win one for all Amer-
ica.
f

H.R. 835: MAKING THE R&D TAX
CREDIT PERMANENT

(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, I rise today
in support of H.R. 835, the bill to make
permanent the research and develop-
ment tax credit. I am proud to be an
original cosponsor of the bill, because
making the research and development
tax credit permanent will help to
maintain the stunning economic ex-
pansion that America now enjoys.

The R&D tax credit is in place right
now. In fact, the Congress has extended
this on a stop-go basis since 1981. The
bill making the credit permanent
would assist companies in research-in-
tensive industries, because they need
to know that they can count on the
credit being there in order to plan their
future.

Imagine if a home mortgage interest
deduction was renewed on a stop-start
basis by the Congress of the United
States. The housing industry would be
in chaos, and American citizens would
not know whether they could count on
it or not.

So I think it is time to make the
R&D tax credit permanent, just as the
home mortgage interest deduction is,
and give American companies the tools
that they need. We need to continue to
expand this economy and keep it stun-
ning. I urge my colleagues to support
it.
f

TRIBUTE TO STEVE MARTIN
(Mr. HILL of Montana asked and was

given permission to address the House

for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HILL of Montana. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today with sadness to remember
the life of a thoughtful young man
from my district. Steve Martin was a
friend to so many of us, and his moth-
er, Thelma, is one of my dearest friends
and supporters. Steve was taken from
us several weeks ago in a tragic and
horrifying accident that shocked us all.

I wish I could offer up some sense of
what happened, but the truth is there
is no earthly answer. Only God in his
infinite wisdom knows his plan for
each of us.

Steve had his mother’s commitment
to volunteerism and service to others.
He never hesitated to roll up his
sleeves and go to work to do what is
right. Indeed, there is much to cele-
brate about a life that was filled with
so much promise and was touched by so
many people.

I sincerely hope that Thelma and her
family can draw strength in these days
ahead from those of us who care so
deeply for them, and they will continue
to trust in God’s eternal promise.
f

CHINA CONTINUES TO THREATEN
NATIONAL SECURITY

(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, even
though China threatened to nuke Tai-
wan, reports say the White House had
planned to sell sophisticated satellites
to a group of ‘‘Chinese businessmen.’’

Unbelievable. Thank God the Penta-
gon intervened. According to the New
York Times, this group of Chinese busi-
nessmen turned out to be the Red
Army. The Red Army, I say to my col-
leagues.

I have said it before, and I will say it
again. With policies like this, I believe
we should hire a proctologist and as-
sign him to the White House to do
some training with their bureaucrats.

I yield back what national security
we have left.
f

TRIBUTE TO HAVIS HESTER

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

Mr. DICKEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to
take this opportunity today to honor a
public servant in Pine Bluff, Arkansas
by the name of Havis Hester for his
years of hard work and commitment,
who has given himself to the citizens of
Jefferson County, Arkansas.

Havis was born on April 29, 1933 on
the porch of a one-room house in south
Arkansas. From an early age, he al-
ways felt a need to heal the physical
pain of others.

Because his family was poor, he could
never afford to attend medical school.
Instead, at the age of 16, Havis became
an orderly at our Davis Hospital. Over
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the next 20 years, Havis did what he
could to relieve the physical pain of pa-
tients. He did this work as a ministry,
and with such good humor and profes-
sionalism that he earned a promotion.

In 1970, Havis ran unopposed as coro-
ner of Jefferson County. Building on
his desire to mitigate the physical pain
of patients, he sought to soothe the
emotional pain of those left behind. He
also fought to end drug abuse by help-
ing to start the Drug-Free Jamboree.

Now, after his 28 years of heart felt
public service and compassion, I want
to personally thank Havis for sharing
his light and goodness with the people
of Jefferson County, Arkansas.
f

SUPPORT H.R. 835, MAKING THE
R&D TAX CREDIT PERMANENT

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

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, today
I rise to call on this Congress to pass
legislation to make permanent the
Federal Research and Development Tax
Credit. I am a strong supporter and an
original cosponsor of H.R. 835, which
really is a bipartisan piece of legisla-
tion sponsored by Representatives
JOHNSON and MATSUI to make it perma-
nent. It is also one of the top issues of
the new Democratic coalition for this
Congress.

The R&D tax credit provides an es-
sential incentive for companies to in-
crease their investment in U.S. re-
search and development. The R&D tax
credit is important to the Research
Triangle Park and the rest of my dis-
trict in North Carolina, which happens
to be the home for 3,100 information
technology establishments and over
195,000 technology employees, and with
a payroll of $5.1 billion.

This tax credit is so important be-
cause it provides a base amount, but
North Carolina has an amount tied to
that that will make a difference, and if
the Federal is lost, so will be the State.
We need to make it permanent this
year.

Unless companies can consistently
depend upon the combined Federal and
State tax credit year in and year out,
we risk the ground-breaking research
that is provided for job placement.
f

SAVING SOCIAL SECURITY

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

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, a moment on Social Security. I
think we are moving ahead very quick-
ly. The challenge is still that the
Democrats and the Republicans should
not demagogue our efforts to try to
save Social Security.

A decision was made last week with
the Republicans that we are going to
set aside 100 percent of the Social Secu-
rity surplus.

I have a bill that I introduced last
January. I invite the cosponsorship of
Republicans and Democrats. Let me
just briefly tell my colleagues what
that bill does.

It says that we are going to lower the
public debt. We are going to pay off the
debt to the public for every dollar that
comes in in surplus from Social Secu-
rity until we use that money, the So-
cial Security surplus, to save Social
Security. It is important that we move
ahead, and it is important that we
work together in a bipartisan effort.
f

PRIVATIZING MEDICARE

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
the National Commission on the Fu-
ture of Medicare is poised to rec-
ommend to the President and the Con-
gress that one of our Nation’s best gov-
ernment programs, Medicare, be deliv-
ered to the private insurance market.
There is nothing new here. Conserv-
ative newspapers like the Wall Street
Journal and the Washington Times,
and conservative Republicans, have
been trying for years to privatize Medi-
care. Privatize, they say, in order to
save it.

This is a critical time for Medicare.
The program faces significant financial
difficulty, in part because of the im-
pending retirement of baby boomers
and the fact that people are living
longer. The Republican answer has
been to move Medicare beneficiaries
into managed care and create Medicare
medical savings accounts. Privatize
the program in order to save it.

Medicare is a fundamental part of the
fabric of our country. Thirty-three
years ago, before Medicare, half of the
elderly of this country had no health
insurance. Today, virtually everyone
over 65 is covered by Medicare.

Meanwhile, the private insurance in-
dustry leaves 43 million Americans un-
insured. That is why our public institu-
tions like Medicare and Social Secu-
rity are so important. We must keep
Medicare the successful public program
that it is.
f

NEW TITLES FOR FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT BUREAUCRATS

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

Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, the Clin-
ton administration announced once
that it was committed to reinventing
government. But according to a new
Brookings Institute study released yes-
terday, it sounds like the administra-
tion is just reinventing job titles.

Yesterday the Brookings Institute
released a study, detailed in the Wash-
ington Post, that discussed this phe-
nomenon of title creep. It stated, This
administration has created as many

new job titles during its 6 short years
than the past seven administrations
created over the preceding 33 years.
Listen to some of the more inventive
titles they came up with: Principal As-
sistant Deputy Under Secretary, asso-
ciate Principal Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary, and my personal favorite is
Principal Deputy to Deputy Assistant
Secretary.

The Federal Engraving and Printing
office must be working overtime on
these new business cards, Mr. Speaker.
It is amazing they can even fit the title
on one small card.

What does all this mean to the aver-
age taxpayer? It means more layers of
bureaucracy, more delays, and more in-
terference. It is hard to imagine that
the American taxpayer is getting any-
thing out of these extra layers of bu-
reaucracy except perhaps a big head-
ache.

But in the true spirit of the Clinton
vision of reinventing government, I
have decided to take a new title for
myself. Imagine my new impressive
business card, when it says, RICHARD K.
ARMEY, B.A., M.A., Ph.D., M.C., Prin-
cipal Deputy Underspeaker of the
House of Representatives for the
United States of America.
f

A TRADE WAR ON BANANAS THAT
AMERICA SHOULD NOT BE IN

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

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, the
United States is in a trade war with
the European Union. It is in a trade
war about bananas. We do not grow any
bananas in the United States. How did
we get into this trade war? One man,
Carl Lindner, has triggered a trade
war, Carl Lindner of Chiquita Bananas.

How did this happen? It is very sim-
ple. The European Union has a rela-
tionship with the Eastern Caribbean.
The European Union that was once the
colonizers, when they left independ-
ence to the colonies, they created a re-
lationship so that these colonies could
sell their bananas and be independent.

Carl Lindner cannot compete with
the Eastern Caribbean, and our Trade
Representatives, starting with Mickey
Kanter, and before, Charlene
Barchefsky, who promised we would
not get into this trade war, took this
issue before the World Trade Organiza-
tion. They made the case on behalf of
Carl Lindner, who is everybody’s
friend, Democrats and Republicans,
and he has gotten us into this trade
war.

We had better wake up. This is not
something we should be in. I am going
to talk about this a lot.
f

REPUBLICANS WANT LOCAL, NOT
FEDERAL, CONTROL OF EDU-
CATION

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

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, Repub-
licans continue to work on what we
call the BEST agenda: B for balancing
the budget and paying down the debt, E
for excellence in education, S for sav-
ing social security and Medicare, and T
for lowering taxes on the middle class
working families in America.

Let me talk a little bit about E for
education. When I was in 11th grade
back at Clark Central High School in
Athens, Georgia, I had a wonderful
teacher, Mrs. Musik. Now Mrs. Musik
was tough. You could not split an in-
finitive, you could not dangle a par-
ticiple in her class. She expected you
to learn grammar. She expected you to
read Emerson and Thoreau.

But she was the master. When she
went in there, she did not have to an-
swer to the Board of Education in At-
lanta or the folks in Washington, the
bureaucrats who want to run the class-
room today. She was in charge.

That is what we want in the Repub-
lican Party, local control of education:
letting the teacher run the classroom,
not the Washington bureaucrats.
f

SOCIAL SECURITY AND MEDICARE

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

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, more than
400,000 elderly Mississippians depend on
Medicare for their health care. In my
home district in Mississippi, the
Fourth District, close to 93,000 elderly
people depend on Medicare. Without
the Medicare system, many people in
Mississippi and across the country
would have to live without health care.

Right now we have the opportunity
to protect both social security and
Medicare by reserving nearly 80 per-
cent of the budget surplus to ensure
the solvency of social security through
2055 and Medicare through 2020.

Look to the fact that prior to Medi-
care’s introduction in the early sixties,
55 percent of Americans who reached
the age of retirement lived in poverty.
That number is less than 10 percent
today. That decline can be attributed
to the success of the Medicare system.

We cannot leave Medicare out in the
cold, this valuable program which is so
special, in order to offer a massive tax
cut. We should take the opportunity to
protect social security and Medicare,
and offer the targeted tax cuts to
working families who need them.
f

CONGRESS IS WAITING FOR THE
PRESIDENT’S SOCIAL SECURITY
PROPOSAL

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

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, the
President has been talking about the
need to save social security for a num-

ber of weeks now, but the talk has not
advanced beyond general talking
points and rough outlines. That is fine
for television and for public relations,
but Congress needs a proposal.

We have heard over and over again
that the White House is ready to work
with Congress in a bipartisan manner
to reform social security, but we are
waiting. We have not seen any legisla-
tion or even a sign of legislation com-
ing.

Rhetoric is great, but now is the time
to get to work. Congress has even set
aside an honored spot for the Presi-
dent’s social security bill, H.R. 1. Con-
gress will immediately get to work on
this bill as soon as it arrives.

It is time for the President to answer
some questions about his social secu-
rity proposal, particularly questions
about the double-counting of imagi-
nary money that it contains, double-
counting that adds up to more than $2
trillion. H.R. 1 is a starting point. Now
let us get started.
f

MEDICARE, SOCIAL SECURITY,
AND PAYING DOWN OUR DEBT

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

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
Medicare and social security are two of
the greatest programs for our citizens.
They provide the two fundamental
keys to retirement security, medical
and financial security.

Before this Congress spends the budg-
et surplus either on tax cuts or any-
thing else, we have a responsibility to
every American, past, present, and the
future, to save these two American
treasures, and also to pay off at least
some of our national debt.

The bad news will only come if people
try to make these programs more po-
litical or, worse yet, to dismantle so-
cial security and Medicare. Retirement
security and senior health care are
popular with the American people for a
simple reason, because they work, and
they have worked for many years, and
paying down the national debt just
make common sense.
f

PATIENTS’ BILL OF RIGHTS

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

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I be-
lieve there is no greater issue that con-
fronts this Congress and the Nation
than health care reform. This is not a
Democratic issue, this is not a Repub-
lican issue, but rather, a matter whose
urgency and scope should unite all of
us in a bipartisan effort to ensure that
each and every American can obtain af-
fordable coverage to meet their health
care needs.

This is why I am pleased to join the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. DIN-
GELL) and my colleagues as an original

cosponsor of the Patients’ Bill of
Rights. Mr. Speaker, my constituents,
the hardworking people of Queens and
the Bronx, strongly support the enact-
ment of comprehensive health care leg-
islation, as the vast majority of them
are in favor of the Patients’ Bill of
Rights.

We must pass legislation that guar-
antees access to specialized care, com-
mon sense emergency room treatment,
and the ability of women to have direct
access to OB–GYN care. We as a Con-
gress must protect the millions of
Americans who are in managed care
programs, and provide them with the
highest quality of health care possible.
f

ENCOURAGING THE REPUBLICAN
LEADERSHIP TO JOIN DEMO-
CRATS IN MAKING DEBT REDUC-
TION A PRIORITY

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

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, today
I rise to encourage the Republican
leadership to join my colleagues in
making debt reduction a priority. My
Democratic colleagues have made a
commitment to dedicate the surplus to
saving social security and Medicare
and paying down the debt. This is the
fiscally responsible decision to be
made.

For the first time in a generation we
will have a surplus. We are finally in
the black. Just because we have some
money on the positive side of the ledg-
er, we cannot let spending fever grip
Congress. I know my colleagues on the
other side of this aisles want to dole
out tax cuts, but now is not the time.
While across-the-board tax cuts may
sound attractive, it is not the most op-
portune time to indulge. The truth is
that such a tax cut will only benefit
the most affluent Americans.

We must practice fiscal responsibil-
ity and restraint. If we dedicate the
surplus to paying down the debt, we
can put money in the pockets of hard-
working families. What I mean by that
is that we can reduce the debt from $3.7
trillion to $1.3 trillion. Such a reduc-
tion will have a ripple effect on our
economy. All Americans stand to gain.
Economists believe that this kind of
reduction would result in lower inter-
est rates.
f

THE 1999 TRADE POLICY AGENDA
AND THE 1998 ANNUAL REPORT
ON THE TRADE AGREEMENTS
PROGRAM—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE) laid before the House the
following message from the President
of the United States; which was read
and, together with the accompanying
papers, without objection, referred to
the Committee on Ways and Means and
ordered to be printed:
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To the Congress of the United States:

As required by section 163 of the
Trade Act of 1974, as amended (19
U.S.C. 2213), I transmit herewith the
1999 Trade Policy Agenda and the 1998
Annual Report on the Trade Agree-
ments Program. This report includes
the Annual Report on the World Trade
Organization, as required by section 124
of the Uruguay Round Agreements Act
(19 U.S.C. 3534).

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, March 9, 1999.

f

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE NA-
TIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE
ARTS, FISCAL YEAR 1997—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on Education and the Workforce.

To the Congress of the United States:
It is my pleasure to transmit here-

with the Annual Report of the National
Endowment for the Arts for Fiscal
Year 1997.

The Arts Endowment awards more
than one thousand grants each year to
nonprofit arts organizations for
projects that bring the arts to millions
of Americans. Once again, this year’s
grants reflect the diversity of our Na-
tion’s culture and the creativity of our
artists. Whether seeing a classic theat-
rical production in Connecticut or an
art exhibition in Arizona, whether lis-
tening to a symphony in Iowa or par-
ticipating in a fine arts training pro-
gram for inner-city students in Louisi-
ana, Americans who benefit from Arts
Endowment grants have experienced
the power and joy of the arts in their
lives.

Arts Endowment grants in 1997 sup-
ported:

—projects in theater, dance, music,
visual arts, and the other artistic
disciplines, demonstrating that our
diversity is an asset—and helping
us to interpret the past, understand
each other in the present, and envi-
sion the future;

—folk and traditional arts programs,
which strengthen and showcase our
rich cultural heritage; and

—arts education, which helps im-
prove our children’s skills and en-
hances their lives with the richness
of the arts.

The arts challenge our imaginations,
nourish our spirits, and help to sustain
our democracy. We are a Nation of cre-
ators and innovators. As this report il-
lustrates, the NEA continues to cele-
brate America’s artistic achievements
and makes the arts more accessible to
the American people.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, March 9, 1999.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the provisions of clause 8 of rule
XX, 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 6 of rule
XX.

If a recorded vote is ordered on House
Concurrent Resolution No. 28 relating
to human rights abuses in China, that
vote will be taken today. If a recorded
vote is ordered on any remaining mo-
tion, those votes will be postponed
until tomorrow, Wednesday, March 10,
1999.

f

NURSING HOME RESIDENT
PROTECTION AMENDMENTS OF 1999

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 540) to amend title XIX of the So-
cial Security Act to prohibit transfers
or discharges of residents of nursing fa-
cilities as a result of a voluntary with-
drawal from participation in the Med-
icaid program.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 540

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

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Nursing
Home Resident Protection Amendments of
1999’’.
SEC. 2. RESTRICTIONS ON TRANSFERS OR DIS-

CHARGES OF NURSING FACILITY
RESIDENTS IN THE CASE OF VOL-
UNTARY WITHDRAWAL FROM PAR-
TICIPATION UNDER THE MEDICAID
PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1919(c)(2) of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396r(c)(2)) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subparagraph:

‘‘(F) CONTINUING RIGHTS IN CASE OF VOL-
UNTARY WITHDRAWAL FROM PARTICIPATION.—

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a nursing
facility that voluntarily withdraws from par-
ticipation in a State plan under this title but
continues to provide services of the type pro-
vided by nursing facilities—

‘‘(I) the facility’s voluntary withdrawal
from participation is not an acceptable basis
for the transfer or discharge of residents of
the facility who were residing in the facility
on the day before the effective date of the
withdrawal (including those residents who
were not entitled to medical assistance as of
such day);

‘‘(II) the provisions of this section continue
to apply to such residents until the date of
their discharge from the facility; and

‘‘(III) in the case of each individual who be-
gins residence in the facility after the effec-
tive date of such withdrawal, the facility
shall provide notice orally and in a promi-
nent manner in writing on a separate page at
the time the individual begins residence of
the information described in clause (ii) and
shall obtain from each such individual at
such time an acknowledgment of receipt of
such information that is in writing, signed
by the individual, and separate from other
documents signed by such individual.

Nothing in this subparagraph shall be con-
strued as affecting any requirement of a par-

ticipation agreement that a nursing facility
provide advance notice to the State or the
Secretary, or both, of its intention to termi-
nate the agreement.

‘‘(ii) INFORMATION FOR NEW RESIDENTS.—
The information described in this clause for
a resident is the following:

‘‘(I) The facility is not participating in the
program under this title with respect to that
resident.

‘‘(II) The facility may transfer or discharge
the resident from the facility at such time as
the resident is unable to pay the charges of
the facility, even though the resident may
have become eligible for medical assistance
for nursing facility services under this title.

‘‘(iii) CONTINUATION OF PAYMENTS AND
OVERSIGHT AUTHORITY.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of this title, with respect to
the residents described in clause (i)(I), a par-
ticipation agreement of a facility described
in clause (i) is deemed to continue in effect
under such plan after the effective date of
the facility’s voluntary withdrawal from par-
ticipation under the State plan for purposes
of—

‘‘(I) receiving payments under the State
plan for nursing facility services provided to
such residents;

‘‘(II) maintaining compliance with all ap-
plicable requirements of this title; and

‘‘(III) continuing to apply the survey, cer-
tification, and enforcement authority pro-
vided under subsections (g) and (h) (includ-
ing involuntary termination of a participa-
tion agreement deemed continued under this
clause).

‘‘(iv) NO APPLICATION TO NEW RESIDENTS.—
This paragraph (other than subclause (III) of
clause (i)) shall not apply to an individual
who begins residence in a facility on or after
the effective date of the withdrawal from
participation under this subparagraph.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) applies to voluntary
withdrawals from participation occurring on
or after the date of the enactment of this
Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 540.

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

There was no objection.
Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.

540, the Nursing Home Resident Protec-
tion Amendments of 1999. This measure
will protect the health and dignity of
nursing home residents who rely on
Medicaid.

In a hearing of my Subcommittee on
Health and Environment on February
11, Mr. Nelson Mongiovi described the
trauma that his mother suffered when
she was targeted for eviction by her
nursing home in Tampa, Florida. That
facility attempted to evict over 50
Medicaid residents last year under the
guise of remodeling their wing.
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In fact, those residents were targeted

for eviction solely, solely because they
relied on Medicaid. Although a court
halted the evictions in Tampa, this was
not an isolated incident. Discrimina-
tion against Medicaid residents has
also been reported in other States.

HCFA estimates that an average of 58
nursing homes voluntarily withdraw
from the Medicaid program each year.
In an informal survey of 47 States’ om-
budsmen, 15 cited transfer and dis-
charge violations as highly problem-
atic.

To stop this outrageous practice, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. JIM
DAVIS) and I worked on a bipartisan
basis to draft H.R. 540. Our bill adopts
a simple and fair approach. It protects
current nursing home residents from
eviction when their facility withdraws
from Medicaid. It does not, and I re-
peat, it does not force nursing homes
to remain in the Medicaid program,
and facilities may continue to decide
which residents to admit in the future.

If a facility, however, withdraws
from the program, H.R. 540 requires the
home to provide clear notice to future
residents that it does not accept Medic-
aid payments. This safeguard will pre-
vent new residents from assuming that
they can remain in a facility once they
exhaust their assets and become Medic-
aid-eligible.

This legislation, Mr. Speaker, is nec-
essary to close a loophole that exists
under current law. In testimony before
my subcommittee, Mike Hash, Deputy
Administrator of HCFA, stated clearly,
and I quote him, ‘‘We do not have the
authority to prevent evictions of Med-
icaid patients if nursing homes leave
the Medicaid program.’’

I represent a district, Mr. Speaker,
with one of the highest concentrations
of senior citizens in the country. I am
committed to reforming our Nation’s
long-term care system.
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The bill before us is part of a larger
effort to remedy these problems. It ad-
dresses one serious concern by guaran-
teeing that nursing home residents and
their families will not have to live with
a fear of eviction.

H.R. 540 is a responsible measure sup-
ported by a broad range of seniors’ ad-
vocates, including AARP, the Seniors
Coalition, and the 60 Plus Association.
In addition, the nursing home industry
and the administration have endorsed
the bill. It is the product of our biparti-
san effort to improve safeguards for
vulnerable residents of nursing homes.

I am proud to bring H.R. 540 to the
floor as the first measure approved by
my subcommittee in this Congress.
Passage of this bill sends a clear mes-
sage that we put patients ahead of
profits. I urge all Members to vote in
favor of H.R. 540.

Before I sign off, Mr. Speaker, I
would like to express my gratitude to
the gentleman from Virginia (Chair-
man BLILEY), to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. DINGELL) and the gen-

tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN), and of
course to the staffs, Todd Tuten of my
personal staff, and Mr. Mark Wheat
and Mr. Tom Giles of the committee
staff, and of course, Mr. John Ford, the
head of the minority staff.

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. DAVIS) for his
hard work and obvious commitment to
preempting further mistreatment of
low-income nursing home residents.

I would also like to recognize the
outstanding efforts of the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS). Under his
thoughtful leadership, this subcommit-
tee worked on a fully informed biparti-
san basis to move this important piece
of legislation.

H.R. 540 has symbolic as well as prac-
tical importance. In practical terms, it
tells nursing facilities they cannot pro-
vide a home to some patients and a
boarding house to others.

There are more than 90,000 licensed
nursing home beds in my home State of
Ohio. They are licensed for the purpose
of providing long-term care. That pur-
pose should not vary with the income
status of the patient.

It is abusive to evict a Medicaid or
pre-Medicaid patient without notice or
without cause. But nursing homes in
Florida and Indiana did just that,
abandoning their residents along with
the premise that long-term care sig-
nified anything more than short-term
profit making.

The practical purpose of this bill is
to prevent that kind of mistreatment
from recurring. Its symbolic purpose is
to assert that nursing home residents
are not to be mistreated, period.

When Congress repealed the Boren
Amendment, it in effect silenced nurs-
ing homes, removing their right to ap-
peal inadequate reimbursement. If
nursing homes are truly being under-
paid, then they are not the only ones to
blame for the mistreatment of nursing
home residents. We should rethink the
1997 Congressional appeal of the Boren
Amendment.

H.R. 540 is a bold effort because it
says Congress can, in fact, prevent mis-
treatment of Medicaid beneficiaries.
Congress should pass H.R. 540 for the
sake of low-income seniors and their
families and because it is the right
thing to do.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 7 minutes to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. DAVIS) who worked so
hard on this bill.

Mr. DAVIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
more so than ever before in the history
of our country Americans are outliving
their savings and good health. Many of
these men and women defended our
country in times of war and built our
country through their hard work and
sacrifice. These men and women are

our parents and grandparents. Thanks
to them, we enjoy a lot of the success
and opportunity we have today. Many
of these seniors are now in nursing
homes across the country, and now it is
our turn to care for them.

The issue before us today is protect-
ing Medicaid residents from being
evicted from nursing homes. The issue
is preventing nursing homes from
draining a patient’s savings dry and
then kicking them out because Medic-
aid is needed to pay the nursing home
bill.

I believe that nursing home residents
and their families should not have to
live with fear of eviction based on how
they pay their bills. It is unfair and
flat out wrong that our most vulner-
able and frail citizens, and their fami-
lies, must worry about being evicted in
nursing homes in favor of people who
can pay higher rates.

The bill before us today provides se-
curity for these patients and their fam-
ilies by ensuring that they cannot be
evicted from a nursing home in favor of
higher paying patients if the nursing
home chooses to voluntarily withdraw
from the entire Medicaid program.
Very simply, Mr. Speaker, our bill will
ensure that our nursing homes do not
put profits ahead of patients.

In April of 1998, a nursing home in
my hometown of Tampa, Florida, in
Hillsborough County, tried to evict 54
Medicaid residents, including Adelaida
Mongiovi, under the guise of emptying
their facility for remodeling. A judge
halted the evictions, and the nursing
home then told residents they could
stay. If it had not been for the commit-
ment and determination of the
Mongiovis, we would not be here today.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank
Nelson and Geri Mongiovi, Adelaida’s
son and daughter-in-law, for their com-
mitment for their loved-one and for
bringing this issue to the forefront. Al-
though Adelaida Mongiovi passed away
late last year, I know that she is proud
of her son and daughter-in-law for con-
tinuing to volunteer at that nursing
home every day and for fighting for the
rights of those nursing home residents.
I am proud to represent them. The
Mongiovis are a clear example of how
citizens throughout this country can
identify problems that need to be ad-
dressed by Congress and persuade Con-
gress to do the right thing.

After the judge halted the evictions
in Tampa, an investigation by the
Florida Agency for Health Care Admin-
istration found the evictions were
based solely on the fact that these resi-
dents relied on Medicaid to pay their
bills. The nursing home was subse-
quently fined by both the State and
Federal Government.

Opponents of this legislation will
argue that what the nursing home in
Tampa did was illegal and that current
law prevents them from evicting Med-
icaid residents. Mr. Speaker, that is
simply not true. Yes, the nursing home
in Tampa was fined because they did
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not follow legal procedures for trans-
ferring and discharging patients. How-
ever, if they had followed those proce-
dures, it would have been perfectly
legal for them to remove these most
frail and vulnerable citizens.

Under the current law, one of the cri-
teria for transferring or discharging a
nursing home resident is failure to pay.
If the national chain that operated the
nursing home in Tampa had been hon-
est about what they were attempting
to do, withdrawing from the Medicaid
program, and had notified the residents
and families of their intention to with-
draw, they could have legally evicted
these Medicaid residents for failure to
pay their bills. If a nursing home no
longer accepts Medicaid payment and
the resident has no other means to pay
their bill, they have failed to pay their
bills.

According to the Health Care Financ-
ing Administration, about 58 nursing
homes a year over the last 3 years have
voluntarily withdrawn from Medicaid.
It has been reported that in one nurs-
ing home chain alone, Medicaid resi-
dents were evicted in 13 homes in 9 sep-
arate States as part of a corporate plan
to withdraw an additional 25 homes
from the Medicaid program.

This is not just a Florida problem. It
is a national problem which must be
addressed by Congress. There are inci-
dents of evictions and improper trans-
fers of Medicaid residents in nursing
homes in Indiana, California, Ten-
nessee and other States. As a result of
this problem, California passed legisla-
tion prohibiting these mass evictions
by requiring the nursing homes that
withdraw from Medicaid to wait until
the patients die or choose to leave the
facility.

While the Omnibus Budget Reconcili-
ation Act of 1987 established standards
to guard against resident abuse, noth-
ing in current law protects Medicaid
nursing home residents who rely solely
on Medicaid to pay their bills. Resi-
dents who spend their life savings on a
lengthy nursing home stay are at the
mercy of a facility which could later
decide to dump them based solely on
the fact that they are using Medicaid
to pay their bills.

H.R. 540 is simple and fair. This bill
prohibits nursing homes who have al-
ready accepted a Medicaid patient or
private pay patient from evicting or
transferring that resident based on his
or her payment status. Nursing homes
may continue to decide which residents
are admitted to their facility and could
withdraw entirely from the Medicaid
program. However, they will not be
permitted to dump these residents once
they are admitted.

Under this bill, nursing homes can
still voluntarily leave the Medicaid
system, and they should be free to do
so. However, residents need minimum
protection once they enter these facili-
ties which have left Medicaid.

Many residents enter a facility as
private paying clients with the expec-
tation that they will become eligible

for Medicaid when they have depleted
their personal assets by paying for
their care. Sixty-three percent of nurs-
ing home residents who enter a nursing
home do so as a private pay patient
and exhaust their personal savings in
just 13 weeks, and 87 percent of them
exhaust their savings in just 36 weeks.

H.R. 540 addresses this problem. If a
patient enters a nursing home with the
expectation that they will be eligible
for Medicaid coverage in the future,
they will, in fact, be protected should
the nursing home withdraw from the
Medicaid program in the midst of their
spend down of personal assets.

Another protection included in the
bill is advance notification when the
nursing home decides not to partici-
pate in the Medicaid program. Under
this provision, if a nursing home no
longer participates, it must provide
clear and conspicuous notice to future
residents that the nursing home does
not participate in the Medicaid pro-
gram and it does not accept Medicaid
patients.

Mr. Speaker, fortunately, I have not
yet and hopefully will not have to ex-
perience having a loved one in a nurs-
ing home. I can only imagine what a
trying and stressful time that must be.
This provision of the bill is intended to
relieve some of the stress of that situa-
tion. Under our bill, family members
will know in advance whether the nurs-
ing home they are choosing to enter
their loved one in is the appropriate
nursing home for them.

I am pleased this bill has received bi-
partisan support in the House with 62
cosponsors. I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Florida (Chairman BILI-
RAKIS) for his support of the legislation
and for moving it so swiftly through
the House of Representatives. I want to
also thank the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. DINGELL), the ranking Demo-
crat on the Committee on Commerce,
and the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN), the ranking Democrat on the
Subcommittee on Health and Environ-
ment, for their support.

In addition to their support of this
bill, the bill is supported by many sen-
ior citizen advocacy groups, including
the National Senior Citizens Law Cen-
ter, the AARP, the National Citizens’
Coalition for Nursing Home Reform,
the Seniors Coalition and the 60 Plus
Association.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, 1.6 million
nursing home residents are at risk of
eviction if this legislation is not ap-
proved. To these most vulnerable citi-
zens, their nursing facility is, in fact,
their home. Everyone should feel safe
and secure in their home, including
residents in nursing homes.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
passing this bill to prevent our most
frail and vulnerable citizens from being
evicted from their homes.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Florida

(Chairman BILIRAKIS) for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Speaker, let me just say that it
would appear that the challenge of fu-
ture nursing home care is as much a
challenge as Social Security or Medi-
care or Medicaid. As we look at the
dramatic demographics in the changes
of an increased senior population, the
challenge in the future is even going to
be more overwhelming.

My neighbor, Eddie Michel, of
Addison, Michigan, came to me a cou-
ple of years ago concerned about the
care that her mother was getting in a
nursing home. That was a factor in my
request from GAO along with the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. DINGELL)
and others that GAO investigate the
Federal compliance with our rules in
terms of the care in nursing homes.
That report, at a press conference, will
be released officially on March 18 of
this month.

In conclusion, let me say that I com-
pliment the gentleman from Florida
(Chairman BILIRAKIS) for bringing this
bill forward and for all of the people
that have supported this kind of legis-
lation. I hope that we can work to-
gether in a bipartisan effort in the fu-
ture to face the challenge of the tre-
mendous cost of nursing home care in
the future. A logical alternative, of
course, is expanding the kind of legis-
lation that is going to make it easier
for seniors to live in their own homes.
It is going to be a significant chal-
lenge. I look forward to working with
Republicans and Democrats.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. WAXMAN).

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 540, the Nursing
Home Residents Protection Amend-
ments of 1999. This legislation provides
new and strengthened authority to pro-
tect frail elderly and disabled nursing
home residents who rely on the Medic-
aid program for their support.

This legislation was developed in re-
sponse to an action by the Vencor nurs-
ing home chain to withdraw from the
Medicaid program and evict residents
in the facility whose care was paid for
by Medicaid. The bill was developed by
our colleague, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. DAVIS), with strong bipar-
tisan support, including that of the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS), the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Health and Environment
of the Committee on Commerce. Fur-
ther, it has the strong support of the
administration, consumer groups, and
others.

Yet, during the consideration of this
bill, the gentleman from Oklahoma
(Mr. COBURN) raised concerns about the
unintended consequences that he
thought might be possible. He feared
States will take advantage of the re-
quirement that nursing homes must
continue to care for Medicaid patients
once they are a resident in the facility
and would reduce their Medicaid pay-
ments to those facilities.
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I think it is important to separate

the issues here. First, there is no ques-
tion that the residents in the facilities
deserve protection, as the bill would
give them. What a State may do with
its reimbursement rates should not be
used as an excuse to put the resident
patients at risk.
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But the issue of adequate payment to
Medicaid nursing homes so that they
can provide quality care to their resi-
dents is an important issue. And let me
remind my colleagues we used to have
a provision in the Medicaid law, the so-
called Boren Amendment, that re-
quired States to pay nursing homes
reasonable and adequate rates, rates
that would allow an efficiently run fa-
cility to provide the required care.
That provision was repealed in the Bal-
anced Budget Act.

I believe that was a mistake. I think
the concerns some of my colleagues
have raised, that State payments
might be inadequate to support what
we are requiring in this bill, is a strong
argument to return to consideration of
the Boren Amendment. It should be
part of the Medicaid law.

So I urge my colleagues to support
this bill that is before us. I urge that
we also return to a reconsideration of
the Boren Amendment at some time in
the future, and the assurance that
Medicaid payments are reasonable and
adequate to provide the quality care we
all support for the frail elderly and dis-
abled people who are in nursing homes.

I urge support for the bill and appre-
ciate this opportunity to make these
comments for the RECORD.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my colleague very
much for his kindness and thank the
chairman and all of the cosponsors for
a very needed and instructive piece of
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 540 is long overdue.
This bill prohibits nursing homes from
evicting patients who receive Medicaid
after the facility has voluntarily with-
drawn from the Medicaid program.

Let me say that I have experienced
this in recently walking through a
nursing home facility in my district,
receiving many, many calls from con-
stituents who have loved ones in nurs-
ing homes near their community. This
was a different set of facts, because
this happened to be a nursing home
that was being sold, and the word went
out that these individuals, these family
members, would be dispersed through-
out the State, moved away from their
particular loved ones. What an enor-
mous burden. What a responsibility.
What a feeling of helplessness.

This bill helps in another area, where
a particular nursing home no longer
uses Medicaid and they seek to replace

the Medicaid-based patients with those
who can privately pay.

Nursing homes provide long-term
medical and residential care to pa-
tients with complex medical needs, and
these services should not be based on
the patient’s receipt of Medicaid.

Traditionally, nursing facilities pro-
vided long-term custodial services for
the elderly. However, age is no longer
the predominant factor in determining
a patient’s need for long-term care.
Nursing facilities also care for children
and other adults with mental and phys-
ical disabilities and other chronic ill-
nesses.

Despite this trend, the elderly con-
tinue to need the long-term care serv-
ices provided by nursing facilities due
to chronic illnesses, such as Alz-
heimer’s and Parkinson’s disease. So
many Americans do not plan for their
long-term care and later become im-
poverished when their private insur-
ance runs out.

Medicaid is the major funding source
for long-term care at most nursing fa-
cilities. I realized that many of those
who I saw were individuals who no
longer had any family members.

It covers almost 52 percent of the cost
which includes room, board and nursing care.
Although Medicaid will only pay for nursing
care for patients who meet a state-determined
poverty level, half of the nursing home resi-
dents eventually rely on Medicaid because
they have depleted their financial resources.

This bill is important to protect the rights of
patients who receive Medicaid. Nursing facili-
ties cannot evict patients because it voluntarily
chooses to withdraw from the Medicaid pro-
gram.

This bill is an important bill, Mr.
Speaker, to protect the rights of pa-
tients who receive Medicaid. I ask my
colleagues to join us in supporting H.R.
540.

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

In closing, I would just merely com-
municate that we have checked with
HCFA. We are trying to address a con-
cern raised by a member of the sub-
committee. There is no record of Med-
icaid reimbursement reductions. Fur-
ther, in CBO’s opinion, and I quote
them, ‘‘Nursing facilities are highly de-
pendent on Medicaid revenue. There-
fore, it is unlikely that there would be
a large-scale withdrawal from Medicaid
program participation under current
law.’’

And, additionally, something maybe
we are overlooking or forgetting, the
1997 Balanced Budget Act, which did re-
peal the Boren Amendment, directed
the Secretary of Health and Human
Services to study these concerns. HHS
must report to Congress by August 2001
on the effect of States’ reimbursement
rates on nursing home patient care.

I also would like to read from three
comments that we have received in
writing from Florida Secretary of
Elder Affairs, Secretary Hernandez.

I applaud and strongly support your efforts
to provide additional protection to elders.
The evidence is overwhelming that, without

extraordinary preparatory efforts that are
hardly ever made, any move is harmful for
the preponderance of the frail elderly; the
technical term is ‘‘transfer trauma’’.

And from AARP, Mr. Horace Deets,
the Executive Director,

H.R. 540 establishes clear legal authority
to prevent inappropriate discharges, even
when a nursing home withdraws from the
Medicaid program. AARP believes this is an
important and necessary step in protecting
access to nursing homes for our Nation’s
most vulnerable citizens.

And from Mr. James L. Martin,
President of the 60 Plus Association, in
testifying before our committee, when
he said,

Nursing homes become just that. They are
not a hospital room, nor a hotel room, they
are a ‘‘home’’ to these patients. Attrition,
not eviction, should be the rule, so indigent
patients do not suffer relocation trauma.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume to simply ask for a ‘‘yes’’ vote on
H.R. 540 and again thank the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. DAVIS) for his
exceptional work.

Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, nursing home
residents and their advocates welcomes
speedy passage of this bill, which is designed
to prevent facilities that prospectively withdraw
from Mediciaid from kicking out frail elderly
people whose care is paid for through that
program.

Last April, the Wall Street Journal brought
national attention to evictions of Medicaid resi-
dents from a nursing home in Indiana run by
the chain Vencor, Inc. Subsequently, Florida
fined a Vencor facility in Tampa $270,000 for
doing the same thing.

The legislation before us today is only a first
step. Congress can and should enact addi-
tional legislation to confirm the Health Care Fi-
nancing Administration’s authority to prevent
nursing homes that are reimbursed by Medic-
aid from arbitrarily changing the number of
beds allocated for residents who are enrolled
in this program. If we fail to do this, facilities
will continue dumping elderly people who are
admitted as private-pay residents, and later
told that they must leave once they have
‘‘spent down’’ because ‘‘ no Medicaid beds are
available.’’

Similarly, we should ensure that seniors are
protected who are Medicaid-eligible at the time
they seek admission to nursing homes. Too
often, facilities tell these folks that their Medic-
aid beds are full, in hopes that a patient who
can afford to pay a higher private rate will
soon apply.

Such discriminatory practices, which are un-
fortunately all too common today, deny need-
ed care and services to vulnerable elderly indi-
viduals who deserve our help. Yet under cur-
rent law, seniors and their families have very
limited ability to seek redress. The legislation
we are considering today will protect some
residents now living in facilities that choose to
withdraw from Medicaid. However, few nursing
homes voluntarily withdraw from Medicaid.
And for those who are denied admission in the
first instance as Medicaid enrollees, or who
are asked to leave after they have exhausted
their resources, this proposal is not an an-
swer.
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In the coming weeks, I will introduce legisla-

tion designed to add protections to Medicare
and Medicaid to bolster enforcement efforts
and improve residents’ rights. I hope my col-
leagues will join me in supporting additional
efforts to improve the quality of care in our na-
tion’s nursing facilities.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
strong support of this important legislation to
protect some of the most vulnerable in our so-
ciety—residents of nursing homes.

This bill would prohibit a nursing home from
discharging or transferring a resident if the
nursing home voluntarily withdraws from Med-
icaid. It would also require nursing homes that
do not participate in Medicaid to inform individ-
uals who would become residents that it does
not participate in Medicaid and that it may
transfer or discharge such a resident if he or
she no longer is able to pay on their own,
even if they become Medicaid-eligible.

The series of events that brought us this
legislation are the worst nightmare for nursing
home residents and their families. In April,
1998, a Tampa, FL, nursing home attempted
to evict 52 Medicaid residents under the guise
of remodeling the facility. Eventually, after the
courts and the state intervened, the nursing
home relented and invited back all the dis-
charged patients.

But the point is not that the residents are
back in their nursing home. The point is that
they shouldn’t have had to put up with this cal-
lous and potentially fatal disruption in their
lives. The culmination of a year of confusion
came last April. As Nelson Mongiovi of Tampa
testified before the Health Subcommittee last
month, when he went to the facility where his
mother was living after newspaper stories
began to appear about Medicaid dumping:

(I) saw many residents being moved out so
rapidly that no one knew what was going on.
The residents were crying hysterically, not
knowing what was happening or where they
were going. Within two days, ten residents
had been evicted from this facility . . . There
was utter chaos at the facility at this time
with everyone, residents and family mem-
bers, trying to determine what, if anything,
would we be able to do.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation will hopefully
put an end to scenes like that.

Protection for Medicaid-eligible nursing
home residents is critical because of the large
proportion of residents, often over 60% of a
facility, who eventually end up on Medicaid.
Typically, nursing home residents rely on
Medicare to finance the first 100 days of nurs-
ing home, and then the resident relies on his
or her own resources until they become eligi-
ble for Medicaid. According to some esti-
mates, 63% of the elderly exhaust their own
resources within 13 weeks and 87% within 52
weeks. These residents, who have spent all
their own resources, should not be treated as
second class citizens in nursing home facilities
just because they now fall under Medicaid.
This bill offers that protection, for residents
now in homes and for future residents.

I am pleased that the Commerce Committee
acted swiftly on this legislation and that the
House has seen fit to act quickly as well. We
must protect our vulnerable seniors in nursing
homes, and their families, from the type of cal-
lous disruptions that the Mongiovi family
faced.

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
support of H.R. 540, the Nursing Home Resi-
dent Protection Amendment. This legislation

will prevent nursing homes from discriminating
against residents who rely on Medicaid to
cover their nursing home costs.

We have all heard the horror stories of sen-
iors who have been evicted because their
nursing home decided to withdraw from the
Medicaid program. H.R. 540 will protect our
seniors from being unfairly removed from their
homes. This legislation will also serve to pro-
tect the nursing homes ability to withdraw from
the Medicaid program, or determine which
residents are admitted in the future. Under
H.R. 540, nursing homes which choose to
leave Medicaid are required to provide a
‘‘clear and conspicuous’’ notice to incoming
residents that Medicaid payments are no
longer accepted. Facilities will also be allowed
to transfer residents who pay with private
funds, but later become Medicaid-eligible.

Mr. Speaker, the choice to enter a nursing
home is often one of the most difficult deci-
sions to make for individuals and families.
Let’s not increase the stress associated with
this decision by leading our seniors to believe
that they could be evicted simply for the meth-
od of payment they choose.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 540
and protect our Nation’s seniors.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 540.

The question was taken.
Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, on

that I demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed until tomorrow.
f

REREFERRAL OF H.R. 809, FED-
ERAL PROTECTIVE SERVICE RE-
FORM ACT OF 1999, TO COMMIT-
TEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND
INFRASTRUCTURE
Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on
the Judiciary be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of the bill, H.R. 809
and that it be rereferred to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

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

There was no objection.
f

THREE-MONTH EXTENSION OF RE-
ENACTMENT OF CHAPTER 12,
TITLE 11, UNITED STATES CODE
Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I move to

suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 808) to extend for 3 additional
months the period for which chapter 12
of title 11 of the United States Code is
reenacted, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 808

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

SECTION 1. AMENDMENTS.
Section 149 of title I of division C of Public

Law 105–277 is amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘April 1, 1999’’ each place it

appears and inserting ‘‘October 1, 1999’’,
(2) in subsection (a)—
(A) by striking ‘‘September 30, 1998’’ and

inserting ‘‘March 31, 1999’’, and
(B) by striking ‘‘October 1, 1998’’ and in-

serting ‘‘April 1, 1999’’, and
(3) by striking subsection (c).

SEC. 2. EFFECTIVE DATE.
The amendments made by section 1 shall

take effect on April 1, 1999.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GEKAS) and the gen-
tlewoman from Wisconsin (Ms. BALD-
WIN) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GEKAS).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on
H.R. 808, the bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.
Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, the bill before us today

will extend for 6 months a very impor-
tant segment of the bankruptcy law,
which is at this very moment under-
going gigantic reform considerations.
But as to this particular segment,
there is no dispute, no controversy, no
opposition of any worth with respect to
whether or not the current bill will see
the light of day.

This 6-month extension for the spe-
cial segment having to do with farmers
and agriculture enterprises in our com-
munities is a natural extension borne
of the first introduction of specialized,
particularized bankruptcy for farmers
dating back to 1986. Since that time,
again with very little opposition and
with full understanding of the need to
meet the changing requirements con-
stantly of the farm community, those
extensions have brought us up to April
1, 1999, and we will need this extension
in order to continue granting to farm-
ers the options accorded them through
the bankruptcy under chapter 12.

The bill that we have introduced,
which is also fast approaching full de-
bate, the full bankruptcy legislation
reform bills that we have comprehen-
sively bonded together, that debate
will include eventual inclusion of chap-
ter 12 considerations. But in the mean-
time, following the pattern that we
have seen evolving over the last year,
we do not want to jeopardize any single
farm, farmer, or entrepreneur in agri-
culture from taking full advantage, if
need be, for the fresh start that is
available to them under chapter 12.

With that in mind, we would then
urge the passage of this 6-month exten-
sion under the current extension,
which dates back to last year, and this
will comprise an extra promise on the
part of the Congress that the concerns
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of the farmers and entrepreneurs in ag-
riculture are in mind, they will be a
part of the fuller debate on bankruptcy
reform, and this chapter, chapter 12,
will find full support, I am sure, in the
eventual debates.

Chapter 12 is a form of bankruptcy relief
only available to ‘‘family farmers,’’ which was
enacted on a temporary basis to respond to
the particularized needs of farmers in financial
distress as part of the Bankruptcy Judges,
United States Trustees and Family Farmer
Bankruptcy Act of 1986. It was thereafter ex-
tended in 1993 to September 30, 1998. Last
year, it was further extended to April 1, 1999
to September 30, 1998. Last year, it was fur-
ther extended to April 1, 1999 as part of the
Omnibus Consolidated and Emergency Sup-
plemental Appropriations Act.

As we know, there currently is a financial
crisis in the farming industry as the result of
weather conditions and economic turmoil in
the international commodity markets.

If Chapter 12 is not available, farmers will
be forced to file for bankruptcy relief under the
Bankruptcy Code’s other alternatives. None of
these forms of bankruptcy relief work quite as
well for farmers as does Chapter 12. Chapter
7 would require the farmer to liquidate his or
her farming operation. Many farmers would
simply be ineligible to file under Chapter 13
because of its debt limits. Chapter 11 is an ex-
pensive process that does not accommodate
the special needs of farmers.

This 6-month temporary extension of Chap-
ter 12 provides important protections to family
farmers, during which time Congress can fur-
ther assess these provisions. Only last month,
I introduced, H.R. 833, the ‘‘Bankruptcy Re-
form Act of 1999,’’ a bill that would make
Chapter 12 a permanent form of bankruptcy
relief for family farmers. In fact, included in the
comprehensive series of hearings on bank-
ruptcy reform that the Subcommittee on Com-
mercial and Administrative Law will hold, be-
ginning this week, will be a segment devoted
to the consideration of Chapter 12 and the
ways it can be improved.

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to vote
for this bill.

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

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

(Ms. BALDWIN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 808,
introduced by the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. SMITH), would extend
chapter 12 of the bankruptcy code for
an additional 6 months.

Chapter 12 is similar to chapters 11
and 13 of the Bankruptcy Code. Chapter
12 is the part of the Bankruptcy Code
that is tailored to meet the economic
realities of family farming during
times of severe economic crisis.

With chapter 12, Congress sought to
create a chapter of the Bankruptcy
Code that provided a framework for
successful family farm reorganizations.
At the time of its first enactment, in
1986, Congress was unable to foresee
whether chapter 12 would be needed by
America’s family farmers indefinitely.
Congress extended chapter 12 twice
since then, and it is currently set to

expire on April 1, 1999, and H.R. 808
would extend it for an additional 6
months. Chapter 12 is the safety net of
last resort for our farmers, and we
must extend it.

The family farm is the backbone of
our rural economy in Wisconsin and all
over this Nation. Without chapter 12, if
economic crisis hits a family farm,
that family has no choice but to liq-
uidate the land, equipment, crops and
herd to pay off creditors, losing the
farm, a supplier of food, and a way of
life. With chapter 12 in place, a fami-
ly’s farmland and other farm-related
resources cannot be seized to pay off
debt.

A bankruptcy judge for the Western
District of Wisconsin notes that chap-
ter 12 has been used in his district
about 50 times over the past year. Ob-
viously, chapter 12 is needed.

Mr. Speaker, family farmers in Wis-
consin have had a tough year. Our pork
producers, like pork producers every-
where, are losing thousands of dollars
every month. Soybean prices are at a
25-year low, and milk prices just
dropped $6 per hundredweight in 1
month alone. This is on top of an ar-
chaic milk pricing system that un-
fairly disadvantage midwestern farm-
ers. Safety nets that were in place be-
fore are now gone. Our farmers must
have the assurance that if they are to
reorganize their farm, to keep their
farm, they can do so, and chapter 12
must be there for them.

I am pleased that my amendment to
extend chapter 12 for 6 months pre-
vailed in committee, and I thank the
gentleman from Pennsylvania for
bringing this bill to the floor so quick-
ly. However, I believe that we should
permanently extend chapter 12. Indi-
viduals in this country who consider
filing for bankruptcy under chapter 7
or 13 do not have to worry whether
that part of the Bankruptcy Code will
be in place because it is permanent. I
believe we should do no less for our
family farmers and make chapter 12 a
permanent part of our laws. I believe
farmers, like all of us, should be able to
plan for their futures.

I support H.R. 808 and hope it be-
comes law quickly, and I also look for-
ward to working with the gentleman
from Pennsylvania to ensure that
chapter 12 gets permanently extended.

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

b 1300

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREU-
TER).

(Mr. BEREUTER asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

The gravity of the situation for fam-
ily farmers nationwide makes it imper-
ative that chapter 12 bankruptcy is ex-
tended 6 months. Beyond this, it is this

Member’s hope that chapter 12 bank-
ruptcy is extended permanently as it is
done in the Bankruptcy Reform Act of
1999, H.R. 833. This Member is an origi-
nal cosponsor of that Bankruptcy Re-
form Act introduced by the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GEKAS), the
distinguished chairman of the Sub-
committee on Commercial and Admin-
istrative Law of the Committee on the
Judiciary.

I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, this Member rises today to ex-
press his support for H.R. 808, of which he is
a co-sponsor, that extends Chapter 12 of the
Bankruptcy Code for six additional months as
amended by the Judiciary Committee. Chapter
12 bankruptcy, which allows family farmers to
reorganize their debts as compared to liquidat-
ing their assets, is set to expire on March 31,
1999.

First, this Member would thank the distin-
guished gentleman (Mr. NICK SMITH), from
Michigan for introducing H.R. 808. In addition,
this Member would like to express his appre-
ciation to the distinguished Chairman of the
Judiciary Committee from Illinois (Mr. HENRY
HYDE), and the distinguished Ranking Minority
Member of the Judiciary Committee from
Michigan (Mr. JOHN CONYERS, Jr.) for their ef-
forts in bringing this measure to the House
floor today.

Chapter 12 bankruptcy has been a viable
option for family farmers nationwide. It has al-
lowed family farmers to reorganize their assets
in a manner which balances the interests of
creditors and the future success of the in-
volved farmer. If Chapter 12 bankruptcy provi-
sions are not extended for family farmers, this
will have a drastic impact on an agricultural
sector already reeling from low commodity
prices. Not only will many family farmers have
to end their operations, but also land values
will likely plunge downward. Such a decrease
in land values will affect both the ability of
family farmers to earn a living and the manner
in which banks, making agricultural loans, con-
duct their lending activities. This Member has
received many contacts from his constituents
regarding the extension of Chapter 12 bank-
ruptcy because of the situation now being
faced by our nation’s farm families—although
the U.S. economy is generally healthy, it is
clear that agricultural sector is hurting.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, this Member would
encourage your support for H.R. 808, the six
month extension of Chapter 12 bankruptcy.

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
ETHERIDGE).

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman for yielding me
this time. I rise today in strong sup-
port of this bill to extend for 6 months
chapter 12 bankruptcy for America’s
small farmers. I want to thank the gen-
tlewoman from Wisconsin (Ms. BALD-
WIN), the gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. GEKAS), the gentleman from New
York (Mr. NADLER) and the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. SMITH) for their
work on this important piece of legisla-
tion and for bringing it to the floor in
this expedited manner.

I have been pleased to cosponsor this
legislation that we will be passing
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today and thank them for their efforts
to help the hardworking small farmers
throughout this country who are facing
some of the most difficult times they
have faced in decades. I have been say-
ing for more than a year that farmers
are not seeing the benefit of our Na-
tion’s unprecedented economic prosper-
ity.

While many folks are watching the
Dow, small farmers are just trying to
get through this current crisis. We
should permanently extend the chapter
12 farmer bankruptcy provision so that
small farmers have one less worry
every morning when they get up to
make sure that they harvest America’s
bounty that each of us enjoy each day.
We are taking action today to make
sure that these small farmers can still
stay on their land and work through
these hard times.

Chapter 12 allows farmers the option
to reorganize debt over 3 to 5 years
rather than having to liquidate their
assets when they declare bankruptcy.
It also encourages responsible efforts
by farmers facing bankruptcy by re-
quiring them to designate income not
needed for farm operations or family
costs to pay off their debt. As these
payments are made, chapter 12 pre-
vents foreclosure on the family farm. I
think it is important for us to remem-
ber, we are talking about family farm-
ers. To qualify, these farmers will have
to have at least 50 percent of their
gross annual income coming from
farming, no less than 80 percent of
debts resulting in farm operations, and
total debts not more than $1.5 million.

Mr. Speaker, Congress must take ac-
tion to lend a helping hand to so many
folks whose backs are against the wall
through really no fault of their own.
They are facing tough times.

I strongly support this noncontrover-
sial legislation on behalf of the hard-
working farmers of North Carolina’s
Second District and across America.

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. SMITH).
This gentleman, the House should rec-
ognize, is a leader in the effort to pre-
serve the options for farmers and agri-
culture entrepreneurs that are lodged
in this extension and in the full bank-
ruptcy debate which is yet to come.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for yielding
me this time. I certainly want to asso-
ciate myself with the remarks of the
gentlewoman from Wisconsin (Ms.
BALDWIN) as well as the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GEKAS) and the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
ETHERIDGE).

Mr. Speaker, agriculture is in a seri-
ous situation right now. Times are
tough in farm country. While the rest
of the economy is booming, American
farmers and ranchers have not been in-
vited to the party. Commodity prices,
as the gentlewoman from Wisconsin in-
dicated, are at record lows, export mar-
kets are shriveling up, and no relief is
expected any time soon. While the farm

credit system is currently sound, there
are some producers who just will not be
able to make ends meet in the short
term. Some bankruptcy filings are in-
evitable.

In my district, a hog producer, a pork
farmer, called me last week. He is the
fourth generation on that farm. He is
as smart as most any entrepreneur of
small business. Yet because of prices,
even with his efforts to lay off workers
and to expand his working week to 55
or 60 hours, it still looks like that fam-
ily farm may not make it.

Chapter 12 of the title 11 bankruptcy
code is only available to family farm-
ers. Last October, Congress tempo-
rarily extended chapter 12 for 6
months. My bill was passed out of this
Chamber. Now we are looking at an-
other extension because chapter 12 now
is set to expire March 31, 1999. H.R. 808
will temporarily extend chapter 12 for
another 6 months so that this critical
option for America’s family farmers
does not expire.

Chapter 12 allows family farmers the
option to reorganize debt rather than
having to liquidate when declaring
bankruptcy. The logic is that a farmer,
like anybody else that needs particular
tools to survive and make it back from
a tough financial situation, needs the
allowance to keep those tools. In this
case, chapter 12 allows a farmer to con-
tinue to have some of those tools of
production in order to keep farming
and reorganizing. I think it is impor-
tant that we note, to be eligible pro-
ducers must be a family farm. That is
characterized under current law by a
debt not to exceed $1.5 million, not less
than 80 percent of the debt related to
agricultural activity, and they must
have over 50 percent of their individual
gross income from agriculture and
their farming operation.

I am pleased that the chairman and
this body is taking action on this legis-
lation today. With less than a month
to go before expiration, time is very
short. I encourage as strongly as I
might the other Chamber to move
ahead on this legislation and get it to
the President. I realize that many of us
would prefer to see chapter 12 extended
for a longer period of time or even
made permanent. I trust that as the
general bankruptcy reform debate is
debated, a permanent fix for chapter 12
can be accomplished. In the interim,
this legislation is needed to assure pro-
ducers that this risk management tool
is available to them.

Again, I thank both sides of the aisle
and the chairman for moving ahead.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, today we con-
sider legislation to give family farmers an in-
sulting 6 additional months of protection under
chapter 12 of the Bankruptcy Code. While I
seriously doubt anyone will vote against this
bill, it is shameful, that we are being asked to
play games with the future of family farms in
America as we are witnessing the worst farm
crisis since the birth of chapter 12 more than
a decade ago.

No one disagrees that chapter 12 should be
made permanent. No one. Bipartisan legisla-

tion has been introduced in the Other Body,
by Senators GRASSLEY and DASCHLE, and in
the House by our colleagues Representatives
DAVID MINGE and NICK SMITH. Those bills also
increase the eligibility threshold from the cur-
rent $1.5 million in aggregate debt to $3 mil-
lion, and give certain tax debts non-priority
status if the debtor completes the plan. The
first two provisions were recommendations of
the National Bankruptcy Review Commission,
and all three have been endorsed in a joint
statement by the Commercial Law League of
American, the National Bankruptcy Con-
ference and the National College of Bank-
ruptcy.

In fact, the sponsor of this legislation intro-
duced a measure earlier in this Congress
which would have extended chapter 12 by 6
months past the sunset date, rather than
merely by the 3 months in this bill. He then in-
troduced a bill granting only an additional 3
months. Evidently this more modest effort has
found favor with the Republican leadership. It
attracted the cosponsorship of the Chairman
of the Subcommittee on Commercial and Ad-
ministrative Law and was given a fast track.

The Gentlewoman from Wisconsin at-
tempted to make chapter 12 permanent in
Committee and was stopped by a procedural
technicality. She then attempted a 2-year ex-
tension which was cut back to the 6 months
we are considering today. As my colleagues
know, the procedure being used today pre-
vents us from even considering amendments
to provide more time.

We had a similar experience in the last
Congress, when the Gentleman from Michigan
and I introduced H.R. 4697, which would have
extended chapter 12 until September 30,
2000. This was short of our common goal of
making chapter 12 permanent, but in view of
the fact that the leadership of this House had
allowed chapter 12 to sunset during a farm cri-
sis, we felt it was a justifiable compromise.
Unfortunately, the bill which ultimately was
brought to the floor by the Republican leader-
ship, H.R. 4831, and which ultimately passed
the House and was enacted into law as part
of the Omnibus Appropriations Act, extended
chapter 12 only until the end of March 1999.

So for all you family farmers in crisis, the
Republican leadership of the Congress wishes
you a happy April Fools Day.

Why are we stringing family farmers along
during a crisis? What policy justification could
there be when there is bipartisan agreement in
both houses that we give them permanent
protection and provide other beneficial
changes to protect America’s family farms?
Are the policy objections to doing so? If so, I
have yet to hear one.

No, Mr. Speaker, this charade, which threat-
ens family farms across the country, cannot
possibly be justified on policy grounds. It cer-
tainly creates the unseemly appearance that
family farmers are being cynically held hos-
tage to a larger, more controversial bill which
would undermine the existing legal protections
for families and small businesses in financial
crisis. ‘‘You want to be protected? Help us
strip protections from other families across the
country.’’ That certainly appears to be the
message being sent today.

And who would be benefited by that larger
legislation? Many of the same big banks who
are trying to foreclose on America’s small
farms. Is that what we want? A nation owned
by nothing but big banks and industrial farm-
ing operations?
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Mr. Speaker, I fear that if we continue to

proceed in this manner, people will lose their
farms and members from farming communities
will be afraid to vote their consciences on the
larger bill. Let’s call an end to this political
game. Let’s free America’s family farmers and
give them the protection we all agree they de-
serve.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I rise in support of H.R. 808, authorizing the
extension of chapter 12 of title 11 of the
United States Code for an additional 6
months.

Chapter 12 provides necessary protections
for family farmers with regular annual income.
Farming is a way of life not only in the heart-
land but also in the Southwest, Midwest and
Southern regions of America. We must save
America’s farms! Chapter 12 is temporary leg-
islation—we need permanent legislation—we
need a bankruptcy bill that takes into account
the financial crisis of farmers.

It is imperative that we pass permanent leg-
islation that will adequately protect families
with annual farm income. This extension of
Chapter 12 is insufficient! Farmers need per-
manent legislation that will provide adequate
and legal protection under the shield of bank-
ruptcy. Now is neither the time to play partisan
politics with bankruptcy nor America’s farmers!

We should offer permanent legislation that
will ensure the viability of agriculture and the
family farmer. Now is not the time to play par-
tisan politics with bankruptcy legislation—in an
attempt to garner support for a draconian
bankruptcy reform bill.

Chapter 12 was enacted on a temporary
basis in 1986, then extended in 1993 for an
additional 5 years—today we offer an addi-
tional 6 months of relief—Chapter 12 should
be available to farmers on a permanent basis!

If we are serious about bankruptcy legisla-
tion—let us work together to provide a system
that will safeguard the interest of the debtor,
the debtor’s family obligations and creditors. If
we are serious about bankruptcy legislation—
let us work together to pass legislation that will
provide protection for everyone, especially in-
dividuals with special circumstances like farm-
ers. There is no legitimate rationale for enact-
ing permanent bankruptcy legislation to assist
family farmers.

We must press forward and work together
to find the best way to accomplish these goals
for the benefit of all of the parties involved in
the bankruptcy process. Congress must come
together in the spirit of bipartisanship to enact
bankruptcy reform to protect everyone.

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GEKAS) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 808, as amended.

The question was taken.
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-

er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed until tomorrow.

EXPRESSING SUPPORT FOR FREE,
FAIR, AND TRANSPARENT ELEC-
TIONS IN INDONESIA

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 32) expressing sup-
port for, and calling for actions in sup-
port of, free, fair and transparent elec-
tions in Indonesia.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 32

Whereas Indonesia is the world’s fourth
most populous country, has the world’s larg-
est Muslim population, and has repeatedly
demonstrated itself to be a good friend of the
United States;

Whereas a stable and democratic Indonesia
can continue to play an important leadership
role in the security and stability of South-
east Asia;

Whereas Indonesian national elections in
1955 were judged to be free and fair, but more
recent elections have been far more problem-
atic;

Whereas in response to overwhelming pub-
lic demand, long-time leader (32 years)
Soeharto resigned on May 21, 1998;

Whereas elections for the House of Rep-
resentatives of Indonesia (DPR) have been
scheduled for June 7, 1999;

Whereas it is in the interests of all Indo-
nesians and friends of Indonesia that the
June 1999 elections be free, fair, and trans-
parent;

Whereas the Government of Indonesia has
welcomed international interest and tech-
nical support for the elections, under the co-
ordination of the United Nations Develop-
ment Program;

Whereas United States and international
nongovernmental organizations such as the
National Democratic Institute for Inter-
national Affairs (NDI), the Asia Foundation,
the International Republican Institute (IRI),
the International Foundation for Election
Systems (IFES), and the American Center
for International Labor Solidarity (ACILS)
are providing election assistance throughout
Indonesia; and

Whereas the active participation in elec-
tion monitoring by the international com-
munity, including the United States Con-
gress, would contribute meaningfully to the
Indonesian election: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of
Representatives—

(1) supports the aspirations of the Indo-
nesian people for democratic elections;

(2) urges the Government of Indonesia to
take all steps, including the provision of ade-
quate financial and administrative re-
sources, to ensure that the parliamentary
elections scheduled for June 7, 1999, are free,
fair, and transparent, according to inter-
nationally recognized standards, and that an
institutional capacity is put in place for free
and fair elections in the future;

(3) calls upon the Government of Indonesia
to enact election laws that ensure that the
will of the people is respected, both in the
parliamentary elections scheduled for June 7
and in the general session of the People’s
Consultative Assembly (MPR) that will elect
a new President and Vice President later in
1999;

(4) appeals to all political leaders and re-
sponsible persons to strive to ensure that the
campaign period remains peaceful;

(5) calls upon all Indonesian political par-
ties, the armed forces, and the pubic at large
to respect the results of free and fair elec-
tions;

(6) recognizes with approval the activities
of domestic and international nongovern-
mental organizations in the areas of voter

education, technical assistance, and election
monitoring;

(7) acknowledges the important financial
support provided by the United States Agen-
cy for International Development for the
elections;

(8) calls upon other countries to provide fi-
nancial support for the elections as well; and

(9) urges the Speaker and minority leader
of the House of Representatives to designate
congressional observers for the June 7, 1999,
election.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this measure.

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

There was no objection.
Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
(Mr. BEREUTER asked and was

given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, as
original cosponsor of H. Res. 32, this
Member rises to express his strong sup-
port for actions in support of free, fair
and transparent elections in Indonesia.

The fourth most populous nation in
the world and a key to the stability
and prosperity of the Southeast Asia
region, Indonesia is undergoing a pro-
found political transformation in the
midst of a devastating economic crisis.
With a culturally, linguistically and
religiously diverse population of 210
million people spread over 14,000 inhab-
ited islands, Indonesia in a geographic,
ethnic and linguistic sense may be the
most complicated nation in the world.
Achieving a free and fair multiparty
election in such a country is a
daunting task, particularly since more
than four decades have passed since the
last such election in Indonesia.

Mr. Speaker, since the resignation of
former President Soeharto in May of
last year, the Government of Indonesia
has taken a number of important steps
toward the establishment of a more
open and more genuinely democratic
political system. While much remains
to be done, positive actions thus far in-
clude the lifting of restrictions on free-
dom of the press, the freeing of a num-
ber of political prisoners, and the end
to the ban on the formation of new po-
litical parties. More than 140 political
parties have been formed over the past
few months and out of that number 48
parties have officially qualified to com-
pete in the parliamentary elections
scheduled to take place on June 7. A
successful, free and fair democratic
election in June is essential to ensure
that the new Indonesian President and
Government, to be elected later this
year, in November, will have the legit-
imacy and popular support to carry
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through on difficult but badly needed
political and economic reforms.

Mr. Speaker, this Member had the
opportunity to visit Indonesia in Janu-
ary with a bipartisan delegation of
Members co-led by the distinguished
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. KOLBE).
The delegation members witnessed at
firsthand the momentous events that
are occurring on a daily basis in Indo-
nesia. As a result, this Member and the
other Members on the delegation came
away impressed by the importance of
the election and the need to work to-
gether on a bipartisan basis to draft
the resolution now before the House.
Indeed, we completed most of the work
during that trip.

It was clear from the delegation’s
meeting that the Government of Indo-
nesia would also welcome the presence
of congressional observers for the elec-
tion under the coordination of the
United Nations Development Program,
UNDP. The resolution, therefore, ex-
presses its support for adequate assist-
ance for the U.S. Government to sup-
port election training programs, voter
education and election monitoring. It
calls upon the Speaker, therefore, and
the Minority Leader to designate such
observers. And it warns of the danger
of missing this opportunity to promote
peace and democracy in this critically
important country where the con-
sequences of failure are potentially
very severe and very much contrary to
the best interests of U.S.-Indonesian
relations.

Mr. Speaker, although it is not the
subject of the resolution now before us,
many will also note with appreciation
the recent dramatic developments con-
cerning East Timor. For the first time,
the Government of Indonesia has stat-
ed that if the people of East Timor do
not accept the broad autonomy pack-
age now being negotiated under United
Nations auspices, a breakthrough ini-
tiative in itself, then Indonesia would
grant East Timor its independence.
The latest round of these negotiations
is taking place in New York this week.
As a matter of fact, tomorrow. This
Member knows that many of his col-
leagues will join him in wishing for a
prompt and successful outcome in
these negotiations between Portugal
and Indonesia.

This Member notes with appreciation
the cosponsorship of this resolution by
the distinguished gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. KOLBE) and all other mem-
bers of the delegation that visited In-
donesia in January, including the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. MORAN), the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER), the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA), the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER), the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
GREENWOOD) and the gentleman from
California (Mr. KUYKENDALL). This
Member urges all of his colleagues to
support H.Res. 32.

Mr. Speaker, I note with great appre-
ciation the assistance of the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS), my dis-

tinguished ranking member, who has
also cosponsored this legislation as has
the gentleman from Guam (Mr. UNDER-
WOOD) and several other Members on
both sides of the aisle.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for the
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Let me first express my appreciation
to the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr.
BEREUTER) for bringing this resolution
to the body. I rise in strong support of
this resolution, and, Mr. Speaker, I
first visited Indonesia in 1956. It was a
country of enormous promise. It clear-
ly is one of the wealthiest nations on
this planet in terms of natural re-
sources, and it has enormous human
resources which, had they been led by
farsighted and democratic leadership,
would now be one of the most success-
ful societies on the face of this planet.
That clearly is not the case.

Cronyism, corruption, lack of democ-
racy, Mr. Speaker, resulted in a series
of horrendously bad economic decisions
which, when the Asian economic crisis
erupted, forced Indonesia into an eco-
nomic downward spiral. Millions of In-
donesians are suffering and are on the
verge of starvation and economic disas-
ter.

Our resolution expresses support for
free, fair and transparent elections in
Indonesia. It was reported out of the
House Committee on International Re-
lations last week with strong biparti-
san support. We are pleased that Indo-
nesia will have elections in June, and
these elections will probably be the
most important elections in the his-
tory of this young and potentially
promising society.

Our resolution supports the demo-
cratic aspirations of the Indonesian
people and calls on all Indonesian citi-
zens, of whatever ethnic background,
to strive for a peaceful campaign and
to respect fully the results of the elec-
tions. The resolution urges the govern-
ment of Indonesia to take all steps nec-
essary to ensure that the June elec-
tions are free and fair and transparent,
and it also expects that the election
laws under which the elections will
take place will stand up to democratic
scrutiny.

Our resolution is strongly supportive
of all domestic and international non-
governmental organizations and the
government of the United States in the
areas of voter education, technical as-
sistance and election monitoring, and
the resolution calls on other demo-
cratic societies that care about the fu-
ture of Indonesia to provide similar
aid.

Mr. Speaker, these Indonesian elec-
tions in a country of over 200 million
people could be a history-making step
in making Southeast Asia an arena of
democracy. It will at long last take
root. It is critical that we have con-

gressional observers during the course
of these elections. It is critical that the
American media be represented in full
force. We must not allow the still ex-
isting anti-democratic forces to take
control of these elections, and I ask all
of my colleagues to support H.R. 32.

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

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. KOLBE).

(Mr. KOLBE asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KOLBE. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate very much the gentleman from
Nebraska yielding this time to me, and
I also appreciate his bringing this reso-
lution to the floor. I rise in strong sup-
port of H. Res. 32.

In January, along with the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER),
I had the honor of leading an official
delegation that went to Indonesia as
well as other countries of Asia. I was
moved by the spirit that we saw in In-
donesia and struck by the daunting
economic and political crisis that faces
that Nation. President Soeharto, who
ruled Indonesia for over 30 years, left a
tremendous political void in the wake
of his resignation last year. Although
he had brought stability and economic
growth to Indonesia during the years
that he ruled, when he left there was a
tremendous void of institutions
equipped to handle a true democracy.

So today, with a precarious economic
situation, we also find a very precar-
ious political situation.

President Habibie faces a tremendous
challenge in helping steer Indonesia to-
ward democracy. To some degree I be-
lieve that President Habibie has met
this challenge. He has instituted a se-
ries of steps, including the release of
political prisoners, and he has provided
greater press liberties. He has ordered
investigations into human rights viola-
tions and granted labor unions and po-
litical parties the right to organize. He
has introduced and supported a series
of election laws which will provide the
framework for elections in Indonesia in
June of this year.

But the question still remains, is it
too little and is it too late? Indonesia
remains a very close ally of the United
States. Continued stability in that
country is critical. It is critical to sta-
bility throughout all of Southeast Asia
and, to a lesser degree, to the rest of
Asia and the rest of the developing
world, and that stability in Indonesia
is intimately tied to elections that are
free and fair and transparent.

Should this election process fail, I
think the worst could happen. Cer-
tainly we should fear the worst of civil
unrest, and that would have ominous
consequences for Indonesia and the re-
gion.

Unfortunately little will get done fi-
nancially or economically in this coun-
try until after these elections take
place. Because these elections are fun-
damental to creating political stabil-
ity, to achieving economic reform, the
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international community must take a
lead role in helping to ensure that the
elections are conducted freely and fair-
ly and that they are seen as being cred-
ible.

The United States has an immense
interest in ensuring that the elections
are free and open, and we have an im-
mense international credibility that we
can lend to this process. If we do not
have progress on the political front, it
is very difficult to see how we are
going to make progress on the eco-
nomic front afterwards.

So, Mr. Speaker, I believe the United
States must take a leading role in as-
suring that the elections scheduled for
this June are free and fair, and I pledge
my strong support to assuring that
that takes place. This resolution is one
way for us as a Nation, as a Congress,
to go on record in support of these elec-
tions, these free and open elections,
and I commend the gentleman for
bringing this resolution to the floor.

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
for his eloquent statement, as well as
that of the gentleman from California
(Mr. LANTOS).

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

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

Before yielding to my colleague from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER), let me just
say that some of us are particularly
concerned with respect to Indonesia
with the plight of the Chinese ethnic
minority in that country. In the vio-
lent eruptions following the economic
collapse there was a severe persecution
of the Chinese ethnic minority involv-
ing large-scale rapes and abuse of
women. The Indonesian government
will need to understand that for it to
be accepted into the family of civilized
nations it will have to guarantee all
human rights to all citizens of Indo-
nesia irrespective of their ethnic back-
ground.

Let me also say, as one who has been
seized with the issue of East Timor and
its population, that we welcome the fa-
vorable direction in which matters are
now moving. But the people of East
Timor, as indeed the Chinese ethnic
minority in Indonesia, are entitled to
live under a government of their own
choice. They are entitled to all human
rights, as are indeed all ethnic groups
on the face of this planet. This election
will give Indonesia an opportunity to
abandon its former failed ways and to
move towards a democratic and pros-
perous society.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER), my friend, who has just
completed a very interesting and suc-
cessful trip to the region.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding this
time to me. I strongly identify with his
comments, and it is a pleasure for me
to share a few moments this afternoon
with my colleagues, the gentleman

from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER) and the
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. KOLBE),
who so ably led our delegation in the
recent CODEL dealing with some of the
economic problems of Southeast Asia. I
have forever, I think, seared in my
mind more than any of the other stops
along the way during our visit in that
troubled region, the visions of what
happened in Indonesia. It has been al-
ready mentioned on the floor of this
Chamber that this is a huge country. It
is the fourth most populous in the
world. It has the largest Muslim popu-
lation. It is spread out over 15,000 is-
lands, most of which are inhabited, but
two statistics loom large in my mind:

One is that of this vast population,
over half are now at or below the Indo-
nesian poverty level and that in this
context they have moved forward to
move from three political parties to
over 140, and in three short months
they are going to attempt without any
real election infrastructure to admin-
ister their first democratic election in
over 40 years.

It is a country that is troubled on
several levels. The gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS) mentioned the
tragedy of East Timor, where over
200,000 people have been killed in sense-
less violence in the last 25 years. There
is also another violence that is occur-
ring in this vast archipelago where we
have a violence against the environ-
ment, where driven by economic im-
peratives and poor infrastructure they
are exploiting the forests, the coral
reefs, the endangered species and the
fishing stock. If we are not active in
this region, there will be environ-
mental damage that will have impacts
throughout Southeast Asia and the
world for years to come.

I strongly commend to this Chamber
adoption of the resolution and our
being forthright as to why these elec-
tions are so critical. Over 125,000 poll-
ing places are going to be staffed. We
need to give our support for this effort.

Second and implicit here, and I hope
that we find ways to make it explicit
on the floor of this House and with our
own personal involvement, is the
American pressure to deal with these
forces of transition as they try and cor-
rect their economy, as they try and
have a military that makes a transi-
tion to a civil society and dealing with
these environmental and ethnic issues
that have been mentioned. There is an
opportunity for Members of this Con-
gress to be active both in the observa-
tion of the election process and making
sure that we step forward with the ap-
propriate aid for this giant country. I
cannot conceive of any place in the
world where our time and our money
will be better spent, will have more im-
pact than in Indonesia.

Mr. Speaker, for most Americans In-
donesia is sort of the country that was
the background for the movie, ‘‘Year of
Living Dangerously’’. They have
maybe some vague recollection of what
has happened in East Timor. They may
have some sense of this being the
former colony of the Dutch East Indies.

b 1330
We must, on this floor, find ways to

make this image more real and more
impactful, because we cannot afford to
avoid making our responsibilities
known as we help them deal with the
change to which they are being sub-
jected.

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

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER) for his support and his
assistance. It was important not only
to stress the fundamental importance
of this election but, as the gentleman
suggested, some of the burdens or dif-
ficulties that face Indonesia in prepar-
ing for these elections. Those of us that
watched the election preparations, the
infrastructure being put in place in
smaller, less complicated countries
like Namibia or Nicaragua, are quite
concerned about the ability to put ev-
erything together in time to have that
free, fair and transparent election.

The United Nations Development
Program is serving as the coordinating
entity for all of the bilateral and inter-
national assistance from NGOs and
from our government, and so I think
that is a good way to proceed and we
will hope that the resources that are
necessary are called upon in a timely
fashion by the Indonesian government.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. STEARNS), who has an in-
terest in this subject.

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

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my distinguished colleague, the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER)
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I also rise in support of
House Resolution 32. I would say to my
colleagues, I also had a similar resolu-
tion in the last Congress, which was
House Resolution 281. This had biparti-
san support with the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH), the gentleman
from California (Mr. ROHRBACHER) and
also the gentleman from Rhode Island
(Mr. KENNEDY), the gentleman from
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) and the gentle-
woman from Georgia (Ms. MCKINNEY).

I want to put into the record some of
the things in this House resolution be-
cause I think Mr. Habibie might want
to adopt some of the things that were
in my House resolution, so just as a
matter of record and courtesy, I would
like to provide that.

My House resolution expressed a
sense of Congress that the United
States should support a complete tran-
sition that will lead immediately to a
democratically-elected nonmilitary
government in Indonesia, which in-
cludes, one, the release of all political
prisoners; two, legalization of political
organizing activities; international
monitoring of human rights conditions;
roundtable all-party discussion; a tran-
sitional government of national unity;
of course, democratic elections; a truth
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commission to address past political
crimes; and recognition that past in-
justices require redress.

As many have already pointed out,
we are heartened by the transitional
government of President Habibie and
the fact that he has scheduled elections
on June 7. I hope later this year he will
schedule elections for president and
vice president. I think many of us
would have preferred elections earlier
but I can understand the need for sta-
bility in the transition.

Congress and the United States must
speak with a strong voice. We are doing
that this afternoon in supporting free
democratic elections. This resolution
does so, and I compliment the authors.
The international community should
understand the United States is serious
here and we will make an investment
of legislation and House resolutions to
make our point.

We need to continue to transmit our
belief to Indonesia about Americans’
constitutional history that places the
power of government solely in the
hands of democratically elected civil-
ians, and the House and the Senate
have an opportunity to communicate
those principles by adopting this House
resolution.

I commend the authors, and I thank
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. BE-
REUTER) for the time.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for his comments
and for his long interest in this subject
and for his support today.

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

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to my friend and colleague,
the gentleman from Guam (Mr. UNDER-
WOOD).

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from California
(Mr. LANTOS) for yielding. I also thank
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. BE-
REUTER) and all of my colleagues for
introducing this very timely resolution
calling for fair and free elections in In-
donesia.

Mr. Speaker, as the westernmost ter-
ritory of the United States, Guam is
the closest American neighbor to Indo-
nesia and we are as concerned as the
rest of the Asian Pacific region regard-
ing the plight of its people. Indonesia is
strategically located in the Pacific and
controls important waterways vital to
our American interests. In addition, as
has been pointed out, it boasts the
fourth largest population in the world,
as well as access to rich natural re-
sources.

These factors ensure Indonesia’s piv-
otal role in the Southeast Asian region
and the world. Its leadership roles in
the Association of South East Asian
Nations, the ASEAN Regional Forum
and APEC are testimonies to its impor-
tant role as a regional stabilizer.

We as Americans should always stand
strong in support of democratic proc-
esses throughout the world in small
and large nations alike, but in this par-
ticular instance, in Indonesia’s in-

stance, the stability of the region de-
pends upon seeing in place in Indonesia
a country with a functioning democ-
racy which recognizes the rule of law
and the will of the people and which
recognizes the ethnic diversity that is
Indonesia, and which also extends the
benefits of its vast resources and eco-
nomic potential to all sectors of soci-
ety. This is why free, fair and trans-
parent elections are critical during the
June elections this year.

Triggered by the Asian financial cri-
sis 2 years ago, we have seen the fall of
the authoritarian regime in Indonesia
and the emergence of a more active and
vocal Indonesian electorate ready to
take on the responsibility of electing
their officials.

H. Res. 32 calls for peaceful, trans-
parent, fair and responsible elections. I
fully support this resolution, not only
on behalf of democracy but on behalf of
national security and human rights,
and I would also like to take the oppor-
tunity to congratulate Indonesia for
going in the right direction on East
Timor.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, before
yielding time to my good friend and
colleague, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE), let me call
the attention of all Members here to
the extraordinary profile that the New
York Times ran on this remarkable
Member of our body. I was very proud
and pleased to read the well-deserved
accolades that the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) received in
the Times.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE), to speak on this issue.

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I guess I will take the same
number of seconds and minutes to
thank my good friend, the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS), for what
has been years and years of commit-
ment to this very important issue and
as well his both legacy and continuing
service in the Congress.

Mr. Speaker, this is an important
issue on human rights. Let me thank
the gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. BE-
REUTER) for his leadership along, with
the gentleman from New York (Chair-
man GILMAN), for continuously being
at the cutting edge of ensuring that
the words that we speak here on the
Floor of the House are translated into
our foreign policy and foreign rela-
tions.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to enthusiasti-
cally support H. Res. 32, which I think
very succinctly calls upon the govern-
ment of Indonesia to do something that
we in America have come to expect,
whether it is our local school bond
election or city council elections, or
whether or not we are electing the
President of the United States. We be-
lieve in unfettered access to the right
to elect those of our choice.

I believe this is an important state-
ment to call upon the government of

Indonesia to enact election laws that
ensure that the will of the people is re-
spected, both in the parliamentary
elections scheduled for June 7 and in
the general session of the People’s
Consultive Assembly. We are appealing
to all of the political leaders and re-
sponsible persons to strive to ensure
that the campaign for peace remains
peaceful.

I am very much aware of the good
works of our committee, that deals in
international relations, as it related to
last week’s elections in Nigeria. It is
important that we mix the concepts of
foreign relations, foreign policy, the
idea of business exchange with the
question of human rights and the free
access to democracy. If we had not
done that in years past, we would not
have some of the stable situations
going on in places where democracy
had not been heard of.

In instances where the Berlin Wall
stood, it was our voices that helped to
bring it down, and so I would ask that
we support H. Res. 32 and bring to Indo-
nesia a friend, a shining democracy.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H. Res. 32,
calling for Open Elections in Indonesia.

This body has been a fervent supporter of
groups and nations, which have chosen to
embrace the principles and ideals of democ-
racy.

A basic a tenant of our democracy has been
the peaceful transition of legislative and exec-
utive authority. Our nation and the world wit-
ness a shinning example of this as every four
years our nation holds a presidential election.
Despite the acrimony of the presidential cam-
paign, our nation has consistently transferred
the power of the presidency in a peaceful and
fair manner.

The peaceful transition that has character-
ized American elections has unfortunately not
been the case in Indonesia.

Most casual observers would agree that In-
donesia elections have been problematic at
best. In Indonesia, free and fair elections have
been replaced by anarchy, chaos, and the
lack of recognition of democratically elected
officials.

Beginning with Indonesia’s independence,
through the Presidency of Suharto, Indo-
nesia’s elections have been marred by vio-
lence.

The armed forces of Indonesia have been
cited by human rights observers for human
rights abuses such as torture, extra-judicial
killings and the imprisonment of East Timor-
ese advocating independence.

In light of these past abuses Mr. Speaker; it
is poignant that this Body urge the Indonesian
government to conduct its upcoming elections
in a free and fair manner.

This Resolution would send a message to
citizens, political parties, and the military com-
munity that the viability of a democracy rests
in part on the respect with which this process
is fulfilled.

These parties should adhere to the Amer-
ican model in carrying out their elections, by
conducting them in a free and fair manner.
This body stands ready to assist the Indo-
nesians in the carrying forth of the election
process with any assistance necessary.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the members of this
body to support this resolution and assist the
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Indonesian people in strengthen their democ-
racy.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). Without objection, the
balance of the majority’s time will be
controlled by the gentleman from New
York (Mr. GILMAN).

There was no objection.
Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve

the balance of my time.
Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am de-

lighted to yield as much time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. PELOSI), a voice for
human rights in all of Asia and indeed
in a global sense, my colleague and
neighbor from San Francisco, who has
been a champion of human rights ever
since she joined us in this body. It has
been with a great deal of pleasure and
pride that I have followed her incred-
ibly successful and articulate struggles
for the rights of oppressed people ev-
erywhere to live in freedom and de-
cency.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my distinguished colleague, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
for yielding the time, and for his very,
very generous remarks.

Mr. Speaker, I commend the makers
of this resolution and rise in support of
it, but in doing so I first want to ac-
knowledge the considerable contribu-
tion of our colleague, the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) to human
rights throughout the world. Everyone
has known for a long time, certainly in
our city and in the State of California
we have taken great pride in the lead-
ership of the gentleman from Califor-
nia (Mr. LANTOS). Now the whole world
knows more about where his leadership
and his drive on promoting human
rights springs from and, of course, it
was his own experience in the Holo-
caust. He has moral authority. He has
knowledge. He has exercised leader-
ship. So I am honored to be recognized
by him to speak on this important res-
olution.

This resolution urging free and fair
elections in Indonesia is important be-
cause promoting freedom, and free and
fair elections, is important, but also
because Indonesia is in a fragile state
at this time.

It is just a matter of months since
the fall of Soeharto and now many,
many parties, scores of political par-
ties, are lining up for the elections.

We have some issues, we have, some
of us in this Congress, with Indonesia,
and that would be the resolution of the
situation in East Timor and that looks
promising now; the situation in terms
of the role of the military in a civilian
society, that was better before, has
worsened and hopefully these elections
will return the military to its appro-
priate role in a civilian society.

Most recently, there was concern in
Congress, and it continues, on the
treatment of the ethnic Chinese popu-
lation in Indonesia, particularly with
the rapes that happened of the Indo-
nesian Chinese women. Those are no
longer alleged. They are admitted to in

reports from the government, and
many of us in Congress have written to
the Indonesian government, to the
President, urging that the disposition
of that issue be central to our relation-
ship with the Indonesians.

We have concerns generally about
human rights in Indonesia and also
about the conflicts between Muslims
and Christians and how the govern-
ment is dealing with that. Nothing
could create a better climate for toler-
ance in the diverse country that Indo-
nesia is than the legitimacy of a free
and fair election.

We anticipate that with great hope.
We urge the Indonesian government to
do everything in its power to make
sure the elections are free and fair, and
we look forward to working on many
issues, some of which I named here,
with the newly-elected Indonesian gov-
ernment. That includes, of course, the
members of parliament there, too.

It is a very diverse country, as I have
said. There are many, many, many dif-
ferent fragments in Indonesia. The
country could disintegrate but I think
that that prospect would be diminished
greatly if the elections were free and
fair and the new government were le-
gitimate and was addressing some of
the concerns I mentioned in terms of
respecting everyone in that diverse so-
ciety, as well as respecting the appro-
priate role of the military in a civilian
society.

Again, I commend the leadership of
the committee, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN), and the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER)
on the subcommittee, my colleague,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
LANTOS), and the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. GEJDENSON) for their
leadership in bringing this to this floor
and I hope we will have a unanimous
vote in support of it.
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Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentlewoman’s observations.

We have no more requests for time.
Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
I want to commend the gentleman

from California (Mr. LANTOS) and the
Members who have spoken on the floor
today in support of this resolution. I
thank the gentlewoman from Califor-
nia (Ms. PELOSI) for her remarks.

I want to commend the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER), the
distinguished chairman of our Sub-
committee on Asia and the Pacific, for
introducing this timely resolution that
calls for free, fair and transparent elec-
tions in Indonesia, and I am proud to
cosponsor this resolution.

H. Res. 32 appropriately calls for free
and fair elections in Indonesia this
June and supports the aspirations of
the Indonesian people for democratic
elections and greater political freedom.

Indonesia is a country in transition,
and I believe it is incumbent upon our
Nation, as a world-leading democracy,
to provide the necessary support to the

Indonesian government and hopeful
people of that large country, to bring
about credible elections, and we all
recognize it is not going to be any
small task.

I also want to commend American
NGOs, such as IRI, NDI and IFES, and
others, for the important work that
they have been doing to try to bring
about a democratic transition in the
world’s fourth most populous nation.

Finally, I would call upon all parties
in Indonesia to refrain from political,
ethnic or religious violence. I hope we
can achieve an early, equitable and
nonviolent resolution to the East
Timor issue. I would advocate contin-
ued reform in political, economic and
social arenas in Indonesia’s society.

Indonesia is at a critical juncture in
its history. Historic changes have al-
ready taken place since President
Soeharto stepped down last year. It is
our hope that we will soon welcome In-
donesia into the family of democratic
nations after free and fair elections
that will be held there this summer.
Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues to adopt this measure, H.R.
32, in support of reform and democracy
in Indonesia.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of H. Res. 32, and its goal of free and
fair and transparent elections in Indonesia be-
ginning with the parliamentary elections on
June 7. I would like to point out however, that
the resolution fails to mention the on-going
and extreme occurrences of human rights
abuses on the part of the Indonesian military
in the areas of occupied East Timor and oth-
ers. Violations of human rights continue and it
is critical that these abuses are addressed as
well as the need for a free and fair election.

Congress must continue to call on the U.S.
administration and the Indonesian government
directly for the implementation of the introduc-
tion of international monitors in East Timor,
and disarming paramilitary units that the Indo-
nesian military arming and supporting.

Last week, Secretary of State, Albright vis-
ited with Xanana Gusmao in Jakarta. At that
time the Secretary said that ‘‘We see an ur-
gent need to stabilize the situation through
disarmament of all paramilitary forces, as
Xanana Gusmao has proposed and General
Wiranto supports,’’ and that ‘‘We favor con-
fidence-building measures, such as a reduc-
tion in the number of troops, and an inter-
national presence to reduce the prospects for
future violence.’’ It is critical that this Congress
follow through on these statements, and as-
sure that the East Timorese people are freed
from Indonesian sponsored violence in addi-
tion to supporting free and fair elections.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of this resolution. The presidential
election scheduled for June is the first election
for President since President Suharto stepped
down last year. This is an opportunity for Indo-
nesia to move into a new era of stability and
prosperity.

Indonesia has been wracked by economic
crisis. The international community wants to
help the Indonesian people recover from their
current economic difficulties. Indonesia has
been, and should continue to be, an important
regional ally for the United States. However,
Indonesia’s international reputation has been
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tarnished by the Suharto government’s brutal
occupation of East Timor, the grave human
rights abuses committed by the Indonesian
military in East Timor and in Indonesia, its lack
of respect for democracy and the corrupt cro-
nyism that enabled the economy to grow but
disenfranchised large portions of the popu-
lation.

Thousands of brave Indonesians took the
streets last year calling for an end to the
Buharto regime and the beginning of truly
democratic political system which allowed for
multi-party participation. They were tired of
President Suharto’s administration and its cor-
ruption. They demanded free and fair elec-
tions. They deserve to have them. It is their
right to have them.

This is an opportunity for Indonesia to follow
the way of Taiwan, South Korea, and the Phil-
ippines, Asian countries who have success-
fully transformed themselves into pluralistic,
multi-party democracies.

President Habibie has every incentive to
make the June elections as free and as fair as
international standards dictate. If he does so
and continues to take steps to resolve the cri-
sis in East Timor in a manner that respects
the wishes and views of the people of East
Timor, Indonesia’s reputation will be enhanced
and the international community will have
great incentive to embrace the new govern-
ment. There are many good benefits that can
come from this—both for the Indonesian gov-
ernment and for the Indonesian people. The
key is in the hands of the Habibie government.
By the manner in which they conduct the June
elections, they hold the key to the future sta-
bility and prosperity of Indonesia.

I commend Mr. BEREUTER and Mr. LANTOS
for sponsoring this resolution. I urge my col-
leagues to support it.

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

Mr. LANTOS. 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 Nebraska (Mr. BE-
REUTER) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution,
House Resolution 32.

The question was taken.
Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I

demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed until tomorrow.
f

SENSE OF CONGRESS URGING
CRITICISM OF PEOPLE’S REPUB-
LIC OF CHINA FOR HUMAN
RIGHTS ABUSES IN CHINA AND
TIBET AT ANNUAL MEETING OF
UNITED NATIONS COMMISSION
ON HUMAN RIGHTS

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H.Con.Res. 28) ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress that
the United States should introduce and
make all efforts necessary to pass a
resolution criticizing the People’s Re-
public of China for its human rights
abuses in China and Tibet at the an-

nual meeting of the United Nations
Commission on Human Rights, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES. 28

Whereas the Government of the People’s
Republic of China has signed two important
United Nations human rights treaties, the
International Covenant on Civil and Politi-
cal Rights and the International Covenant
on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights;

Whereas the Government of the People’s
Republic of China recognizes the United Na-
tions Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, which calls for the protection of the
rights of freedom of association, press, as-
sembly, religion, and other fundamental
rights and freedoms;

Whereas the Government of the People’s
Republic of China demonstrates a pattern of
continuous, serious, and widespread viola-
tions of internationally recognized human
rights standards, including violations of the
rights described in the preceding clause and
the following:

(1) restricting nongovernmental political
and social organizations;

(2) cracking down on film directors, com-
puter software developers, artists, and the
press, including threats of life prison terms;

(3) sentencing poet and writer, Ma Zhe, to
seven years in prison on charges of subver-
sion for publishing an independent literary
journal;

(4) sentencing three pro-democracy activ-
ists, Xu Wenli, Wang Youcai, and Qing
Yongmin, to long prison sentences in Decem-
ber 1998 for the announced effort to organize
an alternative political party committed to
democracy and respect for human rights;

(5) sentencing Zhang Shanguang to prison
for ten years for giving Radio Free Asia in-
formation about farmer protests in Hunan
province;

(6) putting on trial businessman Lin Hai
for providing e-mail addresses to a pro-de-
mocracy Internet magazine based in the
United States;

(7) arresting, harassing, and torturing
members of the religious community who
worship outside of official Chinese churches;

(8) refusing the United Nations High Com-
missioner on Human Rights access to the
Panchen Lama, Gendun Choekyı́ Nyima;

(9) continuing to engage in coercive family
planning practices, including forced abortion
and forced sterilization; and

(10) operating a system of prisons and
other detention centers in which gross
human rights violations, including torture,
slave labor, and the commercial harvesting
of human organs from executed prisoners,
continue to occur;

Whereas repression in Tibet has increased
steadily, resulting in heightened control on
religious activity, a denunciation campaign
against the Dalai Lama unprecedented since
the Cultural Revolution, an increase in polit-
ical arrests, the secret trial and sentencing
of former Middlebury College Fulbright
Scholar and Tibetan ethnomusicologist
Ngawang Choephel to 18 years in prison on
espionage charges, and suppression of peace-
ful protests, and the Government of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China refuses direct dia-
logue with the Dalai Lama or his representa-
tives on a negotiated solution for Tibet;

Whereas the annual meeting of the United
Nations Commission on Human Rights in Ge-
neva, Switzerland, provides a forum for dis-
cussing human rights and expressing inter-
national support for improved human rights
performance;

Whereas during his July 1998 visit to the
People’s Republic of China, President Clin-
ton correctly affirmed the necessity of ad-

dressing human rights in United States-
China relations; and

Whereas the United States did not sponsor
a resolution on China’s human rights record
at the 1998 session of the United Nations
Commission on Human Rights: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of the
Congress that the United States—

(1) should introduce and make all efforts
necessary to pass a resolution criticizing the
People’s Republic of China for its human
rights abuses in China and Tibet at the an-
nual meeting of the United Nations Commis-
sion on Human Rights; and

(2) should immediately contact other gov-
ernments to urge them to cosponsor and sup-
port such a resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN).

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

I want to thank the chairman and
the ranking minority member of the
Subcommittee on International Oper-
ations and Human Rights and the Sub-
committee on Asia and the Pacific for
acting expeditiously on H. Con. Res. 28,
a resolution expressing the sense of
Congress that our Nation should intro-
duce and make all efforts necessary to
pass a resolution criticizing the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China for its human
rights abuses in China and Tibet at the
next annual meeting of the United Na-
tions Commission on Human Rights.

In a December 22, 1998 speech com-
memorating the 20th anniversary of
the Third Plenary Session of the 11th
Communist Party Central Committee,
China’s President and Party Secretary
Jiang Zemin stated that China needed
to ‘‘nip those factors that undermine
social stability in the bud, no matter
where they come from.’’ In that very
same speech Jiang emphasized, ‘‘the
Western mode of political systems
must never be copied.’’ Soon after
those remarks, arrests were made of
key dissidents. To this very day, the
crackdown on China’s fledgling democ-
racy movement continues.

The Democracy Wall movement in
the late 1970s and the Hundred Flowers
Campaign in the late 1950s were periods
when citizens were first encouraged to
express their beliefs, and then subse-
quently they were severely persecuted
for their criticism of the Communist
Party and their desire for democracy.
Similarly, the period before President
Clinton visited China in June also saw
an easing of political repression by the
authorities, though some of us were
concerned that this was only a tem-
porary change and that the govern-
ment would, as it has, indeed, revert to
form.

Some so-called China experts would
have us believe that this is a cyclical
historical process. But having seen it
done so many times, it appears to us to
be a method to flush out dissidents and
to be able to preserve power.
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In the last 8 months, the Communist

government in China has carried out
the most symptomatic crackdown on
democracy activists since the
Tiananmen Square massacre of 1989.
Scores of democracy activists have
been arrested, hundreds more have
been detained, and three leaders, Xu
Wenli, Wang Youcai and Qin Yongmin
have been sentenced to long prison
terms.

I ask, is the administration certain
that it still wants a strategic partner-
ship with such a government?

In December, our Select Committee
on U.S. National Security and Mili-
tary/Commercial Concerns with the
People’s Republic of China released
their report stating that China has
been stealing weapons designs from
American nuclear laboratories and ob-
taining sensitive computer missile and
satellite technologies. A select com-
mittee confirmed Pentagon and State
Department findings that two Amer-
ican companies not only helped the
Chinese space industry, but also may
have helped improve the reliability of
China’s missiles. Yet, every year, bil-
lions of dollars of more goods from Chi-
nese sweatshops and from their labor
camps come into our Nation adding to
our growing trade deficit with China.

In a few months, flush with foreign
currency reserves, the PLA, the Chi-
nese military organization, will be re-
ceiving SS–N–22 Sunburn missiles that
they bought from Russia. Those mis-
siles are designed to destroy our most
sophisticated naval ships. If in the fu-
ture China blockades democratic Tai-
wan, I ask how effective will our Sev-
enth Fleet be? We question what the
administration has done to prevent the
Chinese from obtaining such deadly
missiles.

We have now learned that Beijing
stole nuclear weapon technology from
our labs. The New York Times reported
that the administration knew that this
was going on since 1997. Last weekend
in Beijing, Secretary Albright met
with the Chinese leaders, and we were
pleased that she raised the issue of the
ongoing crackdown of the democracy
movement there and in occupied Tibet.
Regrettably, years of words not backed
up by any action has gone on much too
long, through too many administra-
tions, and has permitted our Nation’s
security and our economy to be weak-
ened and our moral stand to be ques-
tioned.

If the administration seriously sup-
ports a resolution in Geneva, as H. Con.
Res. 28 recommends, then it would give
some help to those brave Chinese and
Tibetan democracy advocates who are
struggling against the brutal dictator-
ship in Beijing, and it would give the
American people some hope that per-
haps this administration has started to
reformulate a China policy that we feel
has been misguided and has been a dis-
aster.

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to
support H. Con. Res. 28.

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

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume
and I rise in strong support of this res-
olution.

Mr. Speaker, I listened to the distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on
International Relations, and there are
many observations that he made with
which I agree. He has been an effective
champion of human rights in China,
and I pay tribute to him for his human
rights efforts as they relate to China
and other countries.

But I need to correct the historical
record as it comes to administration
policy. As one who has opposed admin-
istration policy with respect to China
under both Republican and Democratic
administrations because I believe they
both have been ill-advised, as the most
recent spying episode so dramatically
underscores, it is important to keep
the record straight and to keep the bi-
partisan voice of Congress honest.

Our Republican colleagues are in no
position to be surprised that China has
been spying on the United States. That
spying has been going on during the
last many years. It did not originate
last year or the year before, and the
previous 2 Republican administrations
bear their full share of the responsibil-
ity as we now see the chickens coming
home to roost.

So the historical record must be
made clear. China’s human rights
record is abominable. We have spent
untold hours in committee and on this
floor denouncing China’s human rights
record, ranging from forced abortion to
the restriction of the right of individ-
uals to practice their religion, from the
lack of press freedom to the lack of po-
litical freedom, and recent develop-
ments in China clearly indicate that
the human rights condition has dete-
riorated in recent months. It is now
reaching a new low. There is not much
dispute on this floor about the abomi-
nable human rights record of China.

What this resolution calls for is for
our administration to introduce and
support at Geneva at the United Na-
tions Human Rights Commission meet-
ing a powerful resolution denouncing
China’s human rights record, and to
lobby and lead the way so we will have
enough friends and allies in that orga-
nization so that our resolution will, in
fact, prevail. I think it is important for
this administration to understand that
the other body passed a similar resolu-
tion urging the administration to de-
nounce China’s human rights policy in
Geneva by a vote of 99-to-nothing.

When this debate is over, I will ask
for a recorded vote in this body, and I
suspect we will have a similar over-
whelming vote calling on our adminis-
tration to introduce and to lead the
fight to denounce China’s human rights
record.
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We speak powerfully when we speak
on a bipartisan basis. I am critical of
our administration for not having in-
troduced this resolution at last year’s

meeting, and I expect my Republican
colleagues to be equally critical of pre-
vious Republican administrations for
their attempt to sweep China’s abomi-
nable human rights policy under the
rug.

Human rights transcend parties and
differences. We should be demanding
human rights for the people of China,
and we should demand, whether we
have a Republican or a Democrat in
the White House, that the United
States stand up for our own principles.

I call on all of my colleagues to join
me in urging our State Department to
introduce and to lead to a successful
vote a resolution denouncing China and
China’s abominable human rights poli-
cies.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield
such time as she may consume to my
friend and neighbor, the gentlewoman
from San Francisco, California (Ms.
PELOSI) someone who has been a leader
in the fight for human rights in China.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
our colleague for yielding time to me.
I again applaud him for his great lead-
ership on human rights throughout the
world. I associate myself with the re-
marks in his statement, both in sup-
port of human rights and in clarifying
the record about the bipartisan nature
of the security issues that were raised
by the gentleman from New York (Mr.
GILMAN).

I also want to salute the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN), the dis-
tinguished chairman of the committee.
He has been a champion on human
rights throughout the world. He has
worked tirelessly for human rights in
China and Tibet, and he has been an ar-
ticulate voice that should be a comfort
for all of those who fight for freedom
throughout the world.

Mr. Speaker, this is a particularly
significant year for us, the U.S., to
take the lead on the U.N. resolution in
Geneva. It has been 40 years since the
Dalai Lama fled Tibet. It has been 20
years since the democracy wall repres-
sion in China, where those who dared
speak out for freedom in 1979 were ar-
rested for very long prison terms.

It has been, can we believe it, Mr.
Speaker, 10 years since the tragedy of
Tiananmen Square, since the massacre
of those young people who dared to
take as their symbol our statute of lib-
erty, and as their clarion call the
words of our Founding Fathers.

So it behooves the United States of
America in this particularly signifi-
cant anniversary year that commemo-
rates serious repression in China and
Tibet to take the lead, as our col-
league, the gentleman from California
(Mr. LANTOS) said, not only to intro-
duce a resolution but to urge other
countries to support it, too.

In the absence of our leadership
brave Denmark, in which the United
States is so ably represented by the
son-in-law of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS) and his family as
our distinguished ambassadors there,
brave Denmark introduced the resolu-
tion.
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China’s response? China said this res-

olution, at the U.N. commission, will
be the rock which smashes Denmark’s
head. How distinguished of them to
frame it in that way. But let us show
the bravery of Denmark. It is the very
least, I think, that we can do.

Some of our allies, the Brits, for ex-
ample, said they were not going to in-
troduce the resolution because they
were going to give China this year to
demonstrate an improvement in human
rights, and then make an evaluation
this year. Well, what did they see in
that year but increased repression?

Sure, there was a show when Presi-
dent Clinton went to China, and there
was just enough done on both sides for
domestic consumption, both in China
and in the United States. But the fact
is, and as the record shows, it was not
real.

I have been an ardent supporter of
human rights in China, and foe of the
failed policy of both the Republican
and the Democratic administrations.
The irony of it all is that we are dimin-
ishing our voice in human rights for
trade purposes, and ha, ha, ha, the Chi-
nese regime has the last laugh there,
because they have refused to open their
markets to our products.

Our reward for ignoring their human
rights violations and their repression is
a $60 billion trade deficit with China;
$60 billion for the Chinese regime to
buy more weapons for their military
and more money to consolidate their
position in power, and to continue to
repress those who speak out for demo-
cratic reforms, the same democratic
reforms, by the way, which they, in
theory, signed up to support when they
signed the U.N. Technician resolution,
which they have not ratified and which
they have not implemented.

Mr. Speaker, what is it that will hap-
pen if this resolution passes? If this
resolution passes on the Floor, we will
be giving the Clinton administration
the leverage that they need, the lever-
age that they need to go in to the U.N.
Commission and say, the Congress of
the United States, speaking for the
people of the United States, wants us
not to ignore the human rights viola-
tions in China any longer.

If we win, and if we are serious about
our leadership there we will win, be-
cause our failure will be indicative of
our lack of enthusiasm there, and we
have to get moving soon, but if we win
there, it will make a serious difference
to the pro-democratic reforms in
China. We lose all moral authority to
talk about human rights anyplace in
the world if we refuse to speak up on it
in a place because there are some trade
deals involved. Our ideals and our deals
are important. We cannot ignore our
ideals.

So let us hope that when the Presi-
dent and the administration boast of
having a consensus for their trade pol-
icy with China, which they do boast,
that they will now also recognize the
vote in Congress; as the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) indi-

cated, 99 to nothing in the Senate, and
congratulations to them in the other
body, and hopefully we will have a
unanimous vote in this House of Rep-
resentatives. When we do, we will be
sending a very clear message to the
Chinese regime that we know what is
going on there.

My colleague, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN) very gener-
ously named many of the prisoners
there. They say, Mr. Speaker, the most
excruciating form of torture to a pris-
oner of conscience is to tell him or her
that nobody in the world knows that
they are there or cares that they are
there.

Today this Congress has the oppor-
tunity to say, we know you are there,
we salute your fight for freedom, we
want to associate ourselves with your
aspirations, we want to live up to the
legacy of our Founding Fathers, and we
are not going to be a prisoner, our-
selves, of any trade relationship; one,
of course, that does not even advantage
us. Because what would it profit a
country if it gained the whole world in
terms of money, but suffered the loss of
its soul?

Today we have an opportunity, be-
cause of the leadership of the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS),
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
GILMAN), the gentleman from Nebraska
(Mr. BEREUTER), and the gentleman
from Connecticut (Mr. GEJDENSON) to
make our message a very clear one,
and urge the administration, in the
strongest possible vote, to support and
take the lead on the resolution in Ge-
neva.

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

Mr. Speaker, I want to first thank
the gentlewoman from California for
her supporting remarks. As the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
indicated earlier, she has been a long-
term fighter for human rights around
the world, and particularly in China.
We are grateful for her strong advocacy
of this measure.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER), a member of our committee.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding time
to me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of House Concurrent Resolution 28.
This resolution is right on a number of
counts. It is right philosophically, it is
right practically, it is right in terms of
trying to get the American people to
think about the defense and technology
policies that bind us to the People’s
Republic of China.

First of all, in terms of the principle
of House Concurrent Resolution 28, the
principle is that we are asking the
United States, and I commend the
chairman, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. GILMAN) for the strong lead-
ership he has always had, and my good
friends on the other side of the aisle,
the gentleman from California (Mr.

LANTOS), the gentleman from Vermont
(Mr. SANDERS), the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. PELOSI) and others who
have long fought the battle that
human rights and democracy should
mean more to the people of the United
States than just platitudes on the
Fourth of July.

The fact is that human rights and de-
mocracy are the foundation of what
makes us, as Americans, different from
people elsewhere in the world. The
United States of America, unlike other
countries, is not composed of a single
religion or a single culture or a single
ethnic group. We are people who are
made up of various races and various
religions. The one thing that binds us
together is a love of liberty and justice,
and a sense of human decency and
honor that is not found as the basis of
other societies.

This is the glue that ties together
the United States of America. When
that glue is in some way loosened, or in
some way becomes unaffixed, it is a
threat, it is a dire threat, not only to
ourselves but to people around the
world that depend so dearly on the
commitment of our country to the
founding principles.

In fact, the United States of Amer-
ica, without our commitment to
human freedom and democracy, there
is no freedom and democracy anywhere
in the world that is not threatened by
our own lack of commitment.

Today this resolution underscores
that. It insists that even though in
other countries, for pragmatic reasons,
they may be afraid of what is going on
in China, afraid to make the Com-
munist Chinese regime in Beijing mad
at them, they are not willing to vocal-
ize those concerns about human rights
abuses that are going on in the main-
land of China, this resolution insists
that the United States take the prin-
cipled stand in these international bod-
ies and officially oppose the degenera-
tion of the human rights situation in
Communist China.

I know it has already been stated,
but on February 26 the State Depart-
ment issued its human rights report
and found that over the last year, in
terms of human rights, China’s record
has ‘‘sharply deteriorated.’’ This is un-
fortunate, because the policies of the
United States have not kept pace with
the deterioration of human rights that
is going on in China. At least this reso-
lution will put us, in principle, where
we should be in terms of this vital
issue.

There is a symmetry in this world. If
we are not right on the issues of human
rights and democracy, if we base our
principles on something other than
those principles that George Washing-
ton and Thomas Jefferson laid out, no
matter how imperfect we were in those
days, and how we have struggled to
overcome our imperfections over these
many decades and into this century,
those principles hold firm, and trying
to use those principles as a guiding
light has served our country well, and
has served the world well.
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One note. If it was not for the com-

mitment of the people of the United
States to democracy and freedom, the
Nazis and the Japanese militarists
would undoubtedly dominate this plan-
et at this time. Undoubtedly the mil-
lions of people who died under the
genocide of the Nazis, there would be
millions more people who would have
died under the genocide of communists
and Nazis and other dictatorships.

So it was our commitment, it was
the Saving Private Ryan generation,
that not only saved Private Ryan but
saved the world and provided us, pro-
vided us with a message. It is now our
job. They have done their duty. We
must do ours. So this goes a long way
in establishing that principle.

But there are practical issues when
we set this principle down. Although
this is not dealt with specifically in
this resolution, I will mention them
only in passing. We must, when setting
down this principle, that human rights
counts, democracy counts, and that if a
country is the world’s worst human
rights abuser and is expanding its mili-
tary power, that that is a concern for
us; that we must then look at our poli-
cies and say, is it indeed right that we
treat the People’s Republic of China,
the world’s worst human rights abuser,
in the same way that we treat Belgium
or Italy or other democratic countries?

This is a national debate that we
need to have. We need to know what we
should do in situations like this. Con-
gress does not have all the answers, but
we do know that in the last 10 years, as
the human rights situation in China
has continued to decline, as there has
been more and more repression, as
there has been genocide, genocide in
Tibet and murders in the Muslim areas
in the far reaches of China, as well as
the repression of people of religion in
China, we have not changed our trade
policies or some of our other policies to
deal with this.

We condemn those policies or actions
today, but we need to have a discus-
sion, an honest and open discussion of
what our trade policies should be. As it
is, our trade policy has provided the
Communist Chinese regime with bil-
lions of dollars worth of surplus which
they are using to upgrade their mili-
tary capabilities and to increase the
control over their own people.

By the way, this trade policy is done
at the expense of our own people. Quite
often we are subsidizing the invest-
ment of manufacturing units in China
which are then used to manufacture
goods to put our own people out of
work. This may be a policy that we
might not want to have with a demo-
cratic country; but to a dictatorship,
for a country that is the world’s worst
human rights abuser, to a country that
is expanding its military power, I do
not think so.
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Finally, we have to confront the
issue as has become more evident this
weekend when, finally, word leaked out

about the technology transfers, the
awesome technology transfers that
have taken place over these last few
decades.

The Communist Chinese, not only
have been able to obtain military tech-
nology, sophisticated military tech-
nology, but they have obtained tech-
nology that will permit them to
produce weapons of mass destruction
that put in jeopardy the lives of mil-
lions of Americans.

Then we hear about American com-
panies trying to keep down the cost of
putting in satellites by increasing the
reliability and the efficiency of Com-
munist Chinese rockets to deliver
those very same weapons of mass de-
struction possibly to the United States
if we are ever in a confrontation.

These are items that can no longer be
ignored. These are things that should
be on our agenda to discuss as a free
and democratic people, a people of
goodwill on both sides of the aisle.

Today we express our concern for the
principle, for the underlying principle
of human rights and democracy. We ex-
press this to reconfirm our commit-
ment to what George Washington and
Thomas Jefferson and our Founding
Fathers talked about. But we should
also reaffirm it as the foundation of
practical policy.

So today, as I rise in support of H.
Con. Res. 28, I would also call on my
colleagues to begin a debate, a sincere
debate on how this positive stand for
human rights should be interpreted in
our trade and technology and defense
policies that guide our country.

I thank the gentleman from New
York (Chairman GILMAN) and for the
leadership he has provided, the leader-
ship that the gentleman from Califor-
nia (Mr. LANTOS) has provided on
human rights throughout the years.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield 3 minutes the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE),
my friend and colleague.

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to associate my
words with those stated by the gen-
tleman from New York (Chairman GIL-
MAN) and the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI), and the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS), the
ranking member. Let me acknowledge
again the very dedicated, committed,
and consistent voice that the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS)
has been on this issue.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today with a little
repentance and a question as well, be-
cause I think, if the American people
understand why we are here on the
floor of the House, there may be a wave
of support for having this resolution
under our name in the United Nations,
this resolution to condemn the human
rights abuses in China.

I say that because, as the weekend
approaches, whether it is Friday
evening, whether, for Muslims, it is

throughout the week at different
times, whether it is a Sabbath Satur-
day or a Sabbath Sunday, we are unfet-
tered by our ability to worship our God
or our beliefs or express those beliefs.

If there are those that would inter-
fere with religious beliefs, we can be
assured that we have access to griev-
ance and to a response. How would we
like to have a country, a Nation that
we live in that continues to turn up its
nose on the issue of mere, simple and
obvious rights for their people?

China has continued to do this in a
very arrogant manner, to the extent
that when Denmark offered to have
this resolution presented to denounce
their human rights, they indicated
that they would be crushed.

Where are our principles? Yes, I be-
lieve in trade. In fact, I have been con-
vinced on one or two occasions that
China should be constructively en-
gaged. So my repentance is such that I
have offered them an olive branch. I
have said, ‘‘If we engage with you, will
you understand that Tiananmen
Square meant something to Americans,
that the Dalai Lama means something
to Americans? The Dalai Lama means
something to us. The people of Tibet
need to be able to respect and acknowl-
edge their leader. Forced abortions
mean something to us.’’

So I think it is more than appro-
priate for a nation who has, time after
time, received from Republican admin-
istrations and Democratic administra-
tions the push for Most Favored Na-
tion, of which it seems that we have
not benefited. My own city of Houston
has just recently returned officials
from a trade mission because we are
looking to engage.

Now I believe, Mr. Speaker, is the
time that we follow the other body and
unanimously engage with China and
have this motion before the United Na-
tions, using every ounce of strength
that the United States has. We will not
tolerate the human rights abuse. We
will stand up and be counted for all of
the tragedies and the incarcerated per-
sons and the elimination of religious
freedom. Now is the time.

Let me say on the floor of the House,
I have repented. It is a time now to ad-
dress the question of human rights
abuse for China to hear us loudly and
clearly before we go one step of the
way.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of House Res-
olution 28, which urges the introduction and
passage of a resolution on the human rights
situation in the People’s Republic of China at
the United Nations Commission on Human
Rights.

I know that physically the United States can
do very little to relieve the suffering of people
in other nations at the hands of their own gov-
ernments. However, we as members of this
representative body on the behalf of the Amer-
ican people and those without voices can ad-
vocate our concerns regarding human rights
policies which are inconsistent with our own
interest and values.

In its annual report on human rights, the
State Department stated that the human rights
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situation in China has continued to ‘‘deterio-
rate sharply.’’ The government in Beijing con-
tinues to commit ‘‘widespread and well docu-
mented human rights abuses.’’

Despite China’s recognition and signature
on two United Nations human rights treaties,
China’s government continues to commit wide-
spread violations of internationally recognized
standards. These violations include torturing
prisoners, forcing confessions, restricting non-
governmental political and social organiza-
tions, and restricting the press.

The Chinese government has continued its
repression of religious freedom outside of the
official Chinese church. This religious crack-
down has manifested itself in Tibet, with the
continued denunciation of the Dalai Lama.
Tibet continues to see an increase in the num-
ber of political arrests and the Chinese sup-
pression of peaceful protests.

With these human rights abuses in mind this
body must and should encourage the Adminis-
tration to support and make all efforts nec-
essary to pass a resolution at the annual
meeting of the United Nations Commission on
Human Rights criticizing the People’s Republic
of China for its human rights abuses in China
and Tibet.

In the past the Government of China has
made some modest improvements in human
rights just before the annual Human Rights
Commission consideration of a China resolu-
tion. For example, we know that conditions for
political prisoners improve when the resolution
is being debated and they deteriorate when
the resolve of the United States weakens.

China in the past has shown a willingness
to respond to the concerns of the United
States regarding human rights, and I believe
that this resolution will prompt the attention of
the Chinese government.

The Senate has already signaled its frustra-
tion and displeasure with the Chinese govern-
ment’s human rights record by passing a simi-
lar resolution to the one now being debated by
a unanimous vote. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I
strongly encourage my colleagues to support
House Concurrent Resolution 28.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE) for her very power-
ful and eloquent statement.

Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to yield
as much time as he might consume to
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr.
SANDERS), my friend, who has been a
champion of all human rights causes
globally and will now speak on the
issue of China.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from California (Mr.
LANTOS) very much for yielding me
this time, and I appreciate the fact
that he is perhaps the conscience of
this Congress in terms of human
rights. We thank him very much for his
work, and we applaud the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN) for his
leadership as well.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this resolution which addresses the
horrendous record that China has on
human rights, both within their own
borders and within Tibet as well.

Under the 50 years of the Chinese oc-
cupation, the Tibetan people have been
denied most rights guaranteed in the
universal declaration of human rights,

including the rights to self-determina-
tion, freedom of speech, assembly,
movement, expression, and travel.

In the 20 years after the 1959 Tibetan
uprising, 1.2 million or 20 percent of Ti-
bet’s population was killed. Today the
Chinese are further undermining Tibet
with a massive influx of ethnic Chinese
into Tibet. In some areas, Chinese out-
number Tibetans by two or three to
one. With this influx, the Chinese are
controlling the cultural, economic, and
religious life as well as the political
and military structure in Tibet.

Religious repression is one of the cru-
elest aspects of the Chinese regime in
Tibet. Over 6,000 monasteries and sa-
cred places have been destroyed by the
Chinese who are making a concerted
effort to wipe Tibetan Buddhism off the
face of the Earth.

Interestingly, and one of the reasons
I became involved in this issue, is that
the horrendous human rights record in
China struck home to the people of the
State of Vermont, and specifically the
people of Middlebury College Commu-
nity when the Fulbright scholar and
former Middlebury College student
Ngawang Choephel was seized by the
Chinese authorities in 1995 for the
crime of doing videotaping in Tibet.

He was charged for this horrendous
crime of using a videotape to record
the culture of Tibet. He was charged
with espionage, and the result is that
he was tried in secret. No evidence has
ever been made public to support the
charges of espionage, which most of us
think is absolute nonsense.

Ngawang Choephel was sentenced to
18 years in jail for videotaping cultural
activities in Tibet. His frail elderly
mother, Sonam Dekyi, who I had the
privilege of meeting in Middlebury,
Vermont, is spending all of her energy,
not only trying to get her son out of
jail, but trying to visit him, to see
what is going on, and she has up to this
point not been successful.

In July of last year, Ngawang
Choephel was transferred to Puatromo
Prison, which is a high security facil-
ity in a remote isolated area. Unlike
other prisons, inmates are denied visi-
tation rights. This is a brutal treat-
ment for an innocent young man. Yet
it is treatment of Tibetans, and worse
occurs regularly under the Communist
Chinese rule.

My friend, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH), chairman of the
Subcommittee on International Oper-
ations and Human Rights, recognizes
the plight of Ngawang Choephel and
was kind enough to insert an amend-
ment into the resolution specifically
citing Choephel’s unjust imprisonment
as an example of China’s violation of
basic human rights.

I thank the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. SMITH) as well as the gentle-
woman from Georgia (Ms. MCKINNEY)
who is the ranking member, for their
attention to the plight of this young
man. I would also like to thank the
committee chairman, the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN) and the

gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
GEJDENSON) the ranking member, for
their commitment for human rights
and for bringing this resolution for-
ward.

I would simply conclude, Mr. Speak-
er, by saying that, as the gentleman
from California (Mr. ROHRABACHER)
mentioned a moment ago, I think, as
important as this action is, we have
got to go further and ask ourselves why
we continue to provide Most Favored
Nation status to China, why we con-
tinue to sit back while major corpora-
tion after major corporation throws
American workers out on the street,
runs to China where people are paid 20
cents and hour and have no basic demo-
cratic rights.

So I think that whole issue of trade
and responsibility of an element of cor-
porate America to perpetuate and
strengthen the regime in Peking has
got to be addressed as well.

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, how
much time do we have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KINGSTON). The gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS) has 30 seconds.

Without objection, the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) will con-
trol the time allotted to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN).

There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH)
has 41⁄2 minutes remaining.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
we have 6 additional minutes equally
divided between us.

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

There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS).

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER), one of the most ef-
fective and successful champions of
human rights in this body.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my very good friend, the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) for yield-
ing me this time. I want to thank also
the gentleman from New Jersey (Chair-
man SMITH) for his graciously asking
for additional time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.
Con. Res. 28 and urge my colleagues to
do the same. We must make it clear to
the government of China that it will
not be business as usual with the
United States if they continue to abuse
their own citizens. Some of us frankly
have been voting that way consistently
on MFN.

The government of China rhetori-
cally recognizes the universal declara-
tion of human rights and, indeed, its
own constitution and laws provide for
fundamental rights. That is, of course,
on paper. Obviously, and tragically,
these laws are honored more in the
breach than in the practice. In fact, ac-
cording to the recently released State
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Department Country Report on Human
Rights Practices in China, the situa-
tion has substantially deteriorated
since President Clinton’s visit in July
of last year.

Beginning in the fall, dozens of polit-
ical activists were arrested for at-
tempts to register a political party and
engage in other political activities
which we believe to be fundamental to
the rights of individuals.

Over 30 members and supporters of
the China Democracy Party were de-
tained, and three of its leaders were
sentenced to lengthy jail terms in
closed trials that flagrantly violated
due process.

The State Department report also re-
veals that the government of China
continues to commit widespread and
well-documented human rights abuses,
including extrajudicial killings, tor-
ture, and mistreatment of prisoners,
forced concessions, and arbitrary ar-
rests and detention.

At a minimum, Mr. Speaker, our gov-
ernment should take the steps called
for by H. Con. Res. 28 and formally re-
buke the government of China before
the United Nations Commission on
Human Rights.

Mr. Speaker, the Statute of Liberty
stands at the gateway of America and
says, ‘‘Give me your tired, your poor,
your huddled masses yearning to
breath free, the wretched refuse of your
teeming shores, send these, the home-
less, tempest-tossed, to me.’’ Millions
have come seeking freedom, seeking
justice, seeking fundamental human
rights.
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Mr. Speaker, we know that America

cannot take all of the homeless, all of
those tossed by tempest within our
borders. But what we can do, and what
we must do, as the leader not just of
the free world but as the leader of the
world committed fundamentally to
human rights, we need to speak up,
speak out, and act upon our principles,
and make it clear to the rest of the
world that we will not do business as
usual with those who undermine
human rights in this world.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
for yielding me this time, and I urge
strong support of this resolution.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

(Mr. SMITH of New Jersey asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Speaker, I
am very proud to be a cosponsor of H.
Con. Res. 28, the Gilman-Gephardt res-
olution which urges the United States
to sponsor a human rights resolution
regarding Chinese violations at the
U.N. Human Rights Commission in Ge-
neva and, equally important, to work
vigorously for the resolution, not just
to introduce it, but to work very hard
with other member states to secure its
passage.

Mr. Speaker, on January 8, the Com-
mittee on International Relations held

a hearing on the ongoing and very de-
plorable state of human rights in China
today. Each of our witnesses was a
prisoner of conscience who had re-
cently managed to get out of China. All
of them called for the United States to
be far more forceful in responding to
the human rights violations in China
than we had been in recent years. The
following week we heard from human
rights organizations, and each and
every one of them agreed that our pol-
icy of constructive engagement has
been a failure.

I would remind my colleagues that
last year, and the year before, and the
year before that, and even when the
gentleman from California (Mr. LAN-
TOS) was chairman of the subcommit-
tee that I now chair, we held hearing
after hearing—matter of fact, in the
last 4 years alone, about a dozen hear-
ings—on the deplorable state of human
rights in China. We heard from Harry
Wu, that great leader who spent years
in the laogai, who got out and actually
went back to try to bear witness to the
ongoing oppression that comes the way
of religious and political prisoners in
China.

We heard from Wei Jingsheng, and
many other political prisoners, who
had been tortured, who had suffered
unspeakable atrocities, both psycho-
logical and physical. And they said
that we need to know the true nature
of this regime; that it is oppressive.

We have heard about Tibet, and we
heard from the representatives of the
Dalai Lama. Richard Gere came to one
of our hearings on refugees and spoke
very eloquently about how the Buddist
nuns and priests are routinely tor-
tured.

I will never forget when we heard
from survivors of the laogai, the gulag
system. Six of them came before us:
Catherine Ho, Palden Gyatso, and
many others. Palden Gyatso, a Bud-
dhist monk, came in with some of the
implements routinely used to torture
people. He could not even get through
security downstairs in the Rayburn
Building. We had to escort him
through. And he told of the agony that
is routinely visited upon these individ-
uals.

We heard from Mrs. Gao, a woman
who used to run a forced abortion,
forced sterilization program in Fujian
Province. She got out, with the assist-
ance of Harry WU, and she told story
after story about how women as late as
in the ninth month of their pregnancy
would be forcibly aborted.

We heard from women who had es-
caped on the Golden Venture at an-
other hearing, and how one woman,
when 6 months into her pregnancy, was
forcibly aborted by the dictatorship, to
comply with the one child per couple
policy.

We heard from another woman who
found a baby girl who had been aban-
doned, because very often girls are
abandoned in China, when couples are
only allowed one child. She scooped up
that child, like the good samaritan

that she was, only to have the family
planning cadres come knocking at her
door to say that now that she had her
one child, she must be forcibly aborted
and she needed to be sterilized.

These are the every day realities of
what goes on in the People’s Republic
of China: Religious persecution of the
house church movement and the Catho-
lic church. All of them suffer unbeliev-
able cruelty at the hands of the Chi-
nese dictatorship.

Amnesty International recently
issued a report card, and they made it
known at our hearing on China. They
listed a number of concrete bench-
marks and said let us look at these
areas and determine whether or not
constructive engagement has indeed
borne any fruit. In each one of those
categories, they found total failure.

For example, they spoke of the re-
lease of the Tiananmen Square pris-
oners and other prisoners of con-
science. Their verdict: Total failure.

Review all counterrevolutionary pris-
on terms. Bottom line, total failure.

Allow religious freedom. Their bot-
tom line: Continued strong repression.

Prevent coercive family planning and
the harvesting of organs: They said, no
improvement.

Amnesty then went on to speak of
the implementation of the so-called
the Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights, which the Chinese government
milked for all it was worth. They have
not even implemented it yet, as we all
know. They signed it and got all these
accolades in the west, including the
United States, with perhaps no inten-
tion of following through on the rights
that were enumerated in there.

Let us be mindful of this flimflam
game they play. They sign a scrap of
paper here, an important treaty there,
and then they do not follow through,
and there is no implementation.

Also, Amnesty International raised
the issue of police and prison brutality.
We know—and the Country Reports on
Human Rights Practices clearly docu-
ments this, as do report after report
from the human rights community—
that torture is routinely used against
dissidents and prisoners of conscience
and religious individuals. Routinely.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution that is
before us today urges the administra-
tion to do the very least it can do to
try to rectify this egregious situation.
Indeed, in 1994, when President Clinton
delinked human rights from Most Fa-
vored Nation status for China, an an-
nual resolution at Geneva was going to
be, by his own reckoning, the center-
piece of what he would do to try to
thwart the human rights violations in
that country.

As of today, the administration ap-
parently still has not decided whether
or not it will proceed with a resolution
this year. The Human Rights Commis-
sion begins on March 22. And as we all
know, the other body has already gone
on record unanimously—my hope is we
will as well—saying bring this resolu-
tion to Geneva, let us vote on it and,
hopefully, let us prevail.
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Mr. Speaker, the Subcommittee on

International Operations and Human
Rights of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations, which I chair, did
add the amendment of the gentleman
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), at his re-
quest. And let me say there are many
others that could be added as well. But
that just underscores the extent of the
Chinese government’s barbaric behav-
ior.

Last week, for example, 10 Uighur po-
litical and religious prisoners were exe-
cuted. We have heard from people who
have talked about the Uighur minority
and how they are discriminated
against. Everywhere we look, the Ti-
betans, the Han Chinese themselves,
and the Uighurs are all singled out
whenever they have a different reli-
gion, because, obviously, China is an
atheistic state, and those believers do
not conform to the very, very carefully
circumscribed limits of the officially
recognized churches. Step across that
line, and the full weight of the Chinese
dictatorship will be brought to bear
against you.

Just so all Americans understand,
one individual was given an 11-year
prison sentence for giving an interview,
an interview, to Radio Free Asia. He
talked to the press. And for that he was
yanked by the dictatorship, by their
cronies, and thrown into prison. He is
now serving an 11 year prison sentence.

This barbaric behavior has to stop.
The minimum we should do is to try to
raise the issue rhetorically at the U.N.
Human Rights Convention. Not to do
that would be an outrage. I hope the
Clinton administration will hear us,
and I urge support for this resolution.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of H. Con. Res. 28, a resolution urg-
ing the United States to cosponsor a resolu-
tion condemning China’s human rights record
at the United Nations Commission on Human
Rights. I commend Chairman GILMAN for intro-
ducing this resolution and moving it through
the committee so quickly. A similar resolution
passed the Senate by a vote of 99–0. That
should set an example for this body. I hope H.
Con. Res. 28 will pass the House unanimously
today.

The United Nations Human Rights Commis-
sion is the forum within the United Nations
system established for the express purpose of
examining and voicing concern about the
human rights practices of member countries.
Its resolutions are not binding in any way, but
they do have the effect of raising awareness
and holding countries accountable to their
international human rights commitments.
China, as a member of the United Nations,
has agreed to the Universal Declaration on
Human Rights. It has also signed the Inter-
national Covenant on Civil and Political Rights,
a treaty-like document which obliges it to up-
hold certain basic freedoms of its citizens.
Among these are the freedom from arbitrary
arrest and detention; freedom of thought, con-
science and religion; freedom from torture;
freedom of expression; freedom of peaceful
assembly, and the right to fair and speedy
trial.

It agreed to sign this covenant last year at
this time and doing so enabled China to avoid

criticism at the 1998 Commission. The Clinton
administration cited China’s willingness to sign
the International Covenant on Civil and Politi-
cal Rights as the reason why it did not go for-
ward with a resolution in 1998.

Mr. Speaker, this year there is no excuse.
China’s human rights record is as bad as
ever.

Since July 1998, the Chinese government
has arrested over 100 prominent democracy
activists, giving many long prison sentences in
unfair trials. Their crime was expressing their
views—acting on their conscience. An intense
crackdown earlier this year coincided with the
start of talks between U.S. and Chinese offi-
cials in a so-called—and much touted—
‘‘human rights dialogue.’’ The crackdown was
a message—we are willing to talk about
human rights but we know we don’t have to
take any action. Thousands of political pris-
oners remain in jail.

Religious believers in China have continued
to suffer persecution. Catholic bishops and
priests continue to be jailed and tortured. The
Vatican reported earlier this year that Chinese
authorities tortured a 31-year-old priest by
subjecting him to physical and psychological
pressure. They brought in prostitutes to tempt
him and then video-taped his ordeal as a way
to break his spirit.

Protestant house church leaders are on the
run, fearful for their lives and freedom. Re-
ports indicate that almost all the leaders of
China’s largest house churches—the name
given to the vast network of underground
churches—are forced to move from place to
place to avoid arrest.

Though persecution of house churches var-
ies from region to region, it is Chinese govern-
ment policy to crack down on China’s under-
ground churches. A number of documents
smuggled out of China in recent years have
revealed the local communist party’s plans to
eradicate the underground church. For exam-
ple, such a document revealed last year that
in July 1998, municipal authorities in Hua
Shen complained to their superiors about the
activities of an ‘‘illegal missionary’’ whose
preaching has begun to attract more and more
followers. ‘‘He has been arrested and edu-
cated many times, and yet his heart has not
died and his nature has not changed’’ party of-
ficials report. His religious gatherings draw
people from neighboring towns—sometimes
as many as 1,000 at a time—and has ‘‘be-
come the largest illegal religious group * * * It
has created an interference effect,’’ the report
says. It calls on all local municipal units to co-
ordinate their activities in order to ‘‘effectively
crack down illegal religious activities and cre-
ate favorable conditions for the stability and
development of our town.’’

That is not religious freedom, Mr. Speaker.
This is religious persecution.

In Tibet where the Buddhist religion is a
deep part of the culture, the communist party
has begun a campaign to encourage Tibetan
Buddhists to become atheists. This is only the
latest anti-religion campaign waged by the
PRC against the Tibetan Buddhists.

The Chinese Government has closed mon-
asteries and nunneries and expelled monks
and nuns. Since 1996, some 9,977 monks and
nuns have been expelled from their mon-
asteries—7,000 in 1998 alone. A reported 492
monks and nuns have been arrested since
May, 1996—135 in 1998. Of these, 13 died in
prison from torture. Many others were re-

leased just before they died. Torture is ramp-
ant in Tibetan prisons. Hundreds of Tibetans
continue to flee across the treacherous Hima-
layan Mountains to reach freedom in Nepal
and India. Some even send their children—
fearing there is no future left for them in Tibet.

Amnesty International reported that a group
of young Uighurs were sentenced to death re-
cently on political charges. Uighurs are Muslim
people living in the Northwest province of
Xinjiang. They have reported severe persecu-
tion, the closing of mosques, and overall dis-
crimination against their population by the Chi-
nese Government. It has also been reported
that Chinese nuclear weapons are tested in
areas populated by Uighurs—leading to birth
defects and other problems.

But, Mr. Speaker, despite all these facts, the
Clinton administration sits on their hands when
it comes to exerting multi-lateral diplomatic ef-
fort to end China’s human rights abuses. We
dilly-dally and postpone our decision about
sponsoring a resolution at the U.N. Human
Rights Commission, making it almost inevi-
table that any such resolution will be defeated.

China is not sitting on its hands. It is prob-
ably already lobbying its friends hard against
such a resolution. Human Rights Watch docu-
mented China’s efforts to defeat a resolution
in 1997—by dangling millions of dollars worth
of contracts in front of governments willing to
vote with them.

But the Clinton administration is not even
willing to exert diplomatic leadership to gen-
erate support for a resolution of condemna-
tion.

This is not leadership and it does illustrate
a commitment to human rights on the part of
U.S. Government.

We talk tough, then appease the PRC. We
look the other way while China steals Amer-
ican technology to enhance its military capabil-
ity and then appease the PRC by giving Chi-
nese leaders state and high-level visits to the
United States. We say we care about human
rights, but we don’t use multi-lateral frame-
works to advance them.

Our policy is a failure.
I hope my colleagues will support H. Con.

Res. 28 and I hope the administration will not
let China off the hook in Geneva.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, this Member
rises in strong support of H. Con. Res. 28, ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress that the
United States should introduce and seek to
secure passage of a resolution criticizing Chi-
nese human rights abuses at the annual meet-
ing of the United Nations Commission on
Human Rights.

There is no question that the recent actions
by the Chinese authorities to criminalize the
activities of individuals seeking to organize a
new political party are in direct contradiction to
China’s stated commitment to the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights and its signature
last year of the International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights. The prosecution of some
Chinese citizens for their contacts with foreign
individuals and their alleged passing of ‘‘state
secrets’’ in some instances also appear to be
serious breaches of China’s obligation to re-
spect universally recognized human rights
standards. Such efforts to control freedom of
expression are deeply disturbing, and reflect a
government that is unsure about its legitimacy.

Mr. Speaker, China’s internal situation clear-
ly remains a complex mixture of positive and
negative developments. The resolution cor-
rectly refers to other areas of ongoing concern
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with respect to China’s human rights perform-
ance, including family planning practices, the
situation in Tibet, freedom of religion and the
penal system. At the same time, this Member
believes it is important not to lose sight of
some of the progress being achieved, for ex-
ample, in the area of multi-candidate elections
at the village level in certain regions and in the
continued trend toward increased personal
freedom of Chinese citizens to pursue their
economic betterment.

While not discounting improvements where
they are discernible, this Member also be-
lieves that when China takes steps that are
clearly retrograde in the area of human rights,
the Administration must condemn such actions
forthrightly, both bilaterally and in appropriate
multilateral settings. The Administration’s deci-
sion not to introduce a resolution on human
rights in China at the 1998 meeting of the
United Nations Commission on Human Rights
was a serious error, and was correctly criti-
cized at the time by a number of Members of
this body. This Member welcomes the clear
statements by the Secretary of State during
her visit to China last week. The Administra-
tion must now reverse the mistake it made last
year in Geneva by introducing and advocating
strongly for a resolution critical of China’s
human rights violations.

Mr. Speaker, this Member urges all of his
colleagues to support H. Con. Res. 28.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I have no further requests for
time, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KINGSTON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution, House Concurrent
Resolution 28, as amended.

The question was taken.
Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, on that I

demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks on the subject matter of
House Concurrent Resolution 28.

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

There was no objection.
f

PROVIDING FOR USE OF CATA-
FALQUE IN CRYPT BENEATH RO-
TUNDA OF CAPITOL IN CONNEC-
TION WITH MEMORIAL SERVICES
FOR THE LATE HONORABLE
HARRY A. BLACKMUN, FORMER
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SU-
PREME COURT OF THE UNITED
STATES

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker I ask
unanimous consent that the Commit-

tee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res.
45) providing for the use of the cata-
falque situated in the crypt beneath
the rotunda of the Capitol in connec-
tion with memorial services to be con-
ducted in the Supreme Court Building
for the late honorable Harry A. Black-
mun, former Associate Justice of the
Supreme Court of the United States,
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, and I have no in-
tention of objecting, but I will ask the
chairman if he has any comments he
wants to make with reference to the
legislation.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOYER. I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague, the ranking member, the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
for yielding.

This is a serious occasion when an
Associate Justice of the United States,
after 24 years of service, passes away,
and it is entirely appropriate that the
catafalque reserved in the basement of
the Capitol, known as the Lincoln cat-
afalque, since he was the first to use
that catafalque, be provided for the Su-
preme Court for this occasion.

It is always a sad time when the cat-
afalque is used, but the memories and
the history of this country, inter-
twined with the catafalque, I believe,
carry with it the appropriate serious-
ness and ceremonial nature of recogniz-
ing one of America’s finest former Jus-
tices of the Supreme Court.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time, I
echo the chairman’s comments, Mr.
Speaker. I believe that it is appropriate
in this instance for us to authorize the
use of the catafalque by the Supreme
Court, as the gentleman from Califor-
nia (Mr. THOMAS) has said, to honor
someone who has given such long and
honored service to the country.

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

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

There was no objection.
The Clerk read the concurrent reso-

lution, as follows:
H. CON. RES. 45

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the Architect of the
Capitol is authorized and directed to transfer
to the custody of the Chief Justice of the
United States the catafalque which is situ-
ated in the crypt beneath the rotunda of the
Capitol so that such catafalque may be used
in the Supreme Court Building in connection
with services to be conducted there for the
late honorable Harry A. Blackmun, former

Associate Justice of the Supreme Court of
the United States.

The concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.
f

INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS
AT DULLES AND NATIONAL AIR-
PORTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I have
just come from a markup where a
unanimous vote was taken for an his-
toric breakthrough similar to what
this body achieved last year with the
highway trust fund monies.

We voted H.R. 1000 in the House Sub-
committee on Aviation of the Commit-
tee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture to allow the gasoline taxes to go
for what the taxpayers intended them
for, and that is to pay for infrastruc-
ture improvements in our airports. We
hope to break a stalemate that devel-
oped last year.

My interest is very special, because
the National Capital region, through
which most Members travel, has been
the subject of a special spotlight. The
trust fund will undoubtedly do for
other airports what it will do for Na-
tional and for Dulles. For example, to
triple the amounts that would be forth-
coming for these two airports, if this
bill passes.

b 1445

I do not need to remind Members
that 25 million people come through
these airports, many of them your own
constituents, so you have surely the
same kind of concern and interest I do,
that these funds be released.

Some of my colleagues may wonder
why the new terminal is completed but
the historic old terminal is as it was,
and that is because our funds have been
held up quite apart from the reauthor-
ization but because National and Dul-
les have been caught in the slot and pe-
rimeter controversy; that is to say, in
the controversy over how many take-
offs and landings will be there. Repub-
lican and Democrat, Maryland, Vir-
ginia and the District, we have stood
side by side saying no more slots at Na-
tional, no more slots, because despite
economic benefits for the District
which I would ordinarily be for, there
are such significant safety hazards, in-
sufferable noise and increased ground
and air pollution that it made no sense
to crowd overcrowded National. At the
same time we would seriously hurt
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Dulles Airport which, instead of having
its competitive advantage increased,
would lose millions of dollars’ worth of
business.

In our subcommittee, we reached a
reasonable accommodation with the
addition of only six slots, and those
going at only two per hour for under-
served airports with no increase in the
perimeter, that is, the number of miles
from Washington that can be traveled,
so there will not be increased noise in
our neighborhoods. Remember, we are
talking about an airport that is essen-
tially located in downtown Washing-
ton.

We have also succeeded in getting
$200 million released that was held up
irrationally because in 1996 a link be-
tween getting nominations to the Met-
ropolitan Airport Authority and the re-
lease of this money appeared in a bill.
Our subcommittee delinks this so that
when Members go to National Airport,
they in fact will see the whole airport
being renovated. We are to the point
where if we do not proceed, the burden
will be very great and we simply can-
not wait much longer.

The other body has a provision in its
reauthorization of the FAA, that is
what is here, H.R. 2000, they have in S.
82, the companion bill, an additional 48
slots. I just want to say to this body
here and now that the one thing Na-
tional cannot accept is 48 new slots.
That is unacceptable special interest
legislation. It is this body that some
years ago instituted a slot rule because
National is one of the most dangerous
airports in the country to fly into. It is
greatly overcrowded. We hope that we
can reach out in accommodation with
the other body.

This is an airport for the world and
for the country. In its wisdom, this
body gave oversight of this airport to a
metropolitan regional authority a few
years ago. That authority has done a
spectacular job. You can see it with
your own eyes in the additions that are
being made at Dulles, with the renova-
tion of National Airport. Nevertheless,
it is not a state of the art airport. It
can never be a state of the art airport.
We can make it more comfortable for
people coming in. We must not
overcrowd the air and make an airport
that is now safe only because of a re-
striction on the number of slots unsafe
because without thinking through this
issue we have bowed to the Senate. I
am sure that when we get into con-
ference we can reach the kind of ac-
commodation that all can live with.

To the Members I say, welcome to
National Airport, welcome to Dulles
Airport. Let us pass H.R. 1000 and get
them both finished and safe.
f

IN MEMORY OF JOE DiMAGGIO,
THE YANKEE CLIPPER

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KINGSTON). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. FOSSELLA) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FOSSELLA. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day our Nation lost a bit of its soul
when the Yankee Clipper, Joe
DiMaggio, waved good-bye for the last
time. Unlike many, Joe DiMaggio de-
served the accolades he received. Joe
DiMaggio was more than just a great
baseball player, I think we would all
admit. Some argue he was simply the
best. Clearly he was one of the best.
For me and I believe many, it was not
the hitting streak, the way he glided
around the bases, the outfield he
roamed effortlessly, or the many world
championships he helped to secure.
Heck, I never even saw Joe DiMaggio
play. He retired 14 years before I was
born. Certainly it was on the field
where Joe DiMaggio earned his glory
but it was off the field where he earned
his respect and the everlasting admira-
tion of millions. Joe DiMaggio lived a
life with grace, dignity, integrity and
humility. This is what I believe made
Joe DiMaggio so very, very special.

Over time, celebrities puncture our
culture or splash onto the scene only
to disappear after what seems like a
moment. These fleeting ‘‘stars’’ that
society grabs and lets go so quickly
grab the big headlines, go to the best
parties, or are seen with the ‘‘right
people.’’ Joe DiMaggio, on the other
hand, was timeless. He grabbed a part
of an era, the World War II generation,
that some think is the best, and car-
ried it with class until the day he died.
Unlike many of those celebrities, Joe
DiMaggio enjoyed universal love. Why
the spontaneous standing ovations
when he walked into a restaurant 47
years after he left the game of base-
ball? Because the people of this coun-
try still acknowledge greatness in their
own special way. To many, Joe
DiMaggio represented the wonders and
goodness of man and this great coun-
try, America. You see, to many in this
country, our country, character still
matters.

Let me also take a moment to pay
tribute to that city that Joe DiMaggio
called home, and the city where Joe
DiMaggio was one of its favorite sons,
New York. In some parts, New York
City gets a bad rap. That is a shame.
New York City is unlike any other city
in the world. Its pace may be too fast,
crowds too large, streets too congested,
but with all of this comes millions of
people who love life, the United States
of America, baseball and yes, the Yan-
kees. And not necessarily in that order.
And these folks loved Joe DiMaggio.
Mr. DiMaggio embraced New York City
and made it special and New York City
embraced Joe DiMaggio and will never
let him go.

And also what Joe DiMaggio rep-
resented, son of an immigrant from
Italy who personified all the goodness
of the great contributions Italians have
made to build this great country. He
was proud of his Italian heritage but he
loved this country.

When Joe DiMaggio retired from
baseball, he still had what others
would argue is a few good years left.

But not for Mr. DiMaggio. He walked
away because he had standards. His-
tory will record those standards along
with the hitting streak, the grace, the
quiet dignity and integrity which will
forever be the hallmark of one of the
greatest baseball players of all time.
So no more opening days, just memo-
ries and a celebration of a wonderful
life. I wish I could say it ain’t so, but
the Yankee Clipper has set sail.

Mr. Speaker, in closing I guess he
will forever be immortalized in a song
written by the songwriter Paul Simon.
In today’s New York Times, Mr.
Simon, in an op-ed piece, talks about
those words, ‘‘Where have you gone Joe
DiMaggio? A Nation turns its lonely
eyes to you.’’

Mr. Simon says,
In the 50’s and the 60’s, it was fashionable

to refer to baseball as a metaphor for Amer-
ica, and DiMaggio represented the values of
that America, excellence and fulfillment of
duty, he often played in pain, combined with
a grace that implied a purity of spirit, an off-
the-field dignity and a jealously guarded pri-
vate life.

Mr. DiMaggio was truly a great
American and will forever be missed.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
DEMINT) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEMINT addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. FORD) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. FORD addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MILLER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MILLER of Florida addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. NADLER addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. SCAR-
BOROUGH) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SCARBOROUGH addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

HOME HEALTH CARE
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, I would

like to talk about an issue which is of
great importance to my State of Ver-
mont and to I believe virtually every
State in the country, and that is the
crisis that is currently occurring with
regards to home health care.

As you know, Mr. Speaker, in 1997
the Congress, against my vote, without
my vote, passed the so-called Balanced
Budget Act which cut $115 billion from
Medicare, including $16 billion from
home health care. Of course, those sav-
ings were used to provide tax breaks,
most of which went to the very
wealthiest people in this country. So
we cut Medicare, we cut home health
care, and we gave tax breaks to the
rich and to the very rich.

The result of that is that since 1997,
cuts in home health care agencies have
forced about 20 percent of those agen-
cies to close, and agencies that are still
open such as the 13 efficient nonprofit
agencies in the State of Vermont are
now struggling to meet the home
health needs of their constituents with
fewer resources.

Last year, we put a band-aid on the
problem and passed limited home
health relief. We took a small step for-
ward, but clearly nowhere near enough.
Right now we have got to stop the up-
coming 15 percent across-the-board cut
in home health care. We need to in-
crease home health care per visit cost
limits, we need to reform per bene-
ficiary limits so that the sickest pa-
tients who need many home health vis-
its have access to them. I am hopeful
that Congress this year will do the
right thing and pass comprehensive
home health reforms this year that
will truly help our agencies and equal-
ly as important Medicare beneficiaries
who need home health care.

There is one particular aspect of the
debate about home health care that
concerns me very, very much, and, that
is, that the Medicare commission is
proposing a 10 percent copayment for
home health care which would result in
out-of-pocket payments for the average
senior of $470 a year. Now, some people
may say, ‘‘Well, $470 is not a lot of
money.’’ Well, it is a heck of a lot of
money if you are an elderly person, if
you are frail, and if you have an in-
come of $8,000 or $9,000 or $10,000 a year.
That is 4 percent or 5 percent of your
total income. At a time when many of
our seniors cannot afford the prescrip-
tion drugs that they need, when their
out-of-pocket health care costs are
soaring, it would be an absolute out-
rage to ask the elderly, sick, poor peo-
ple to be paying $470 a year more for a
program which they now receive for
nothing and which they should con-
tinue to receive without cost.

It is beyond my comprehension, Mr.
Speaker, that at this moment at the
same exact time that people are talk-
ing about imposing an horrendous co-
payment on low-income, sick senior
citizens, these same people are talking
about tax breaks for millionaires and
billionaires. In other words, in all es-

sence you raise taxes for the poor, the
sick and the elderly, those people who
are too frail to leave their homes, and
you take that money and you give tax
breaks to millionaires and billionaires.
That is unconscionable and it is beyond
my comprehension that any Member of
the United States Congress would sup-
port such a regressive and reactionary
approach. What kind of country are we
if we would do that?

I would hope, Mr. Speaker, that we
will not go that route. I am proud to
say that I will be sending a letter to
the Medicare commission which con-
tains the names of 69 Members of the
House who are going to say to that
commission, ‘‘Don’t impose a copay-
ment on the elderly and the sick and
the frail.’’

Let us support home health care, let
us understand that home health care is
an integral part of long-term care, that
it is something that is vitally needed,
that it is something that is cost effec-
tive. If people do not receive the home
health care that they need, they are
going to end up in the hospital at far
greater expense to Medicare.

I would hope, Mr. Speaker, that this
body will go on record as saying no to
any copayments and let us protect
some of the most fragile people in our
country, and, that is, those people who
cannot leave their home, who are old,
who are sick and who are poor.
f

RULES OF THE COMMITTEE ON
APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE 106TH
CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to the requirement of clause 2(a) of rule XI
of the Rules of the House, I submit herewith
the rules of the Committee on Appropriations
for the 106th Congress. The committee rules
were approved by the full committee on Feb-
ruary 2, 1999.
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COMMITTEE

ON APPROPRIATIONS, COMMITTEE RULES EF-
FECTIVE FOR ONE HUNDRED SIXTH CON-
GRESS, APPROVED FEBRUARY 2, 1999
Resolved, That the rules and practices of

the Committee on Appropriations, House of
Representatives, in the One Hundred Fifth
Congress, except as otherwise provided here-
inafter, shall be and are hereby adopted as
the rules and practices of the Committee on
Appropriations in the One Hundred Sixth
Congress.

The foregoing resolution adopts the follow-
ing rules:

SEC. 1: POWER TO SIT AND ACT

For the purpose of carrying out any of its
functions and duties under Rules X and XI of
the Rules of the House of Representatives,
the Committee or any of its subcommittees
is authorized:

(a) To sit and act at such times and places
within the United States whether the House
is in session, has recessed, or has adjourned,
and to hold such hearings; and

(b) To require, by subpoena or otherwise,
the attendance and testimony of such wit-
nesses and the production of such books, re-
ports, correspondence, memorandums, pa-

pers, and documents as it deems necessary.
The Chairman, or any Member designated by
the Chairman, may administer oaths to any
witness.

(c) A subpoena may be authorized and
issued by the Committee or its subcommit-
tees under subsection 1(b) in the conduct of
any investigation or activity or series of in-
vestigations or activities, only when author-
ized by a majority of the Members of the
Committee voting, a majority being present.
The power to authorize and issue subpoenas
under subsection 1(b) may be delegated to
the Chairman pursuant to such rules and
under such limitations as the Committee
may prescribe. Authorized subpoenas shall
be signed by the Chairman or by any Member
designated by the Committee.

(d) Compliance with any subpoena issued
by the Committee or its subcommittees may
be enforced only as authorized or directed by
the House.

SEC. 2: SUBCOMMITTEES

(a) The Majority Caucus of the Committee
shall establish the number of subcommittees
and shall determine the jurisdiction of each
subcommittee.

(b) Each subcommittee is authorized to
meet, hold hearings, receive evidence, and
report to the Committee all matters referred
to it.

(c) All legislation and other matters re-
ferred to the Committee shall be referred to
the subcommittee of appropriate jurisdiction
within two weeks unless, by majority vote of
the Majority Members of the full Committee,
consideration is to be by the full Committee.

(d) The Majority Caucus of the Committee
shall determine an appropriate ratio of Ma-
jority to Minority Members for each sub-
committee. The Chairman is authorized to
negotiate that ratio with the Minority; Pro-
vided, however, That party representation in
each subcommittee, including ex-officio
members, shall be no less favorable to the
Majority than the ratio for the full Commit-
tee.

(e) The Chairman and Ranking Minority
Member of the full Committee are author-
ized to sit as a member of all subcommittees
and to participate, including voting, in all
its work.

SEC. 3: STAFFING

(a) Committee Staff—The Chairman is au-
thorized to appoint the staff of the Commit-
tee, and make adjustments in the job titles
and compensation thereof subject to the
maximum rates and conditions established
in Clause 9(c) of Rule X of the Rules of the
House of Representatives. In addition, he is
authorized, in his discretion, to arrange for
their specialized training. The Chairman is
also authorized to employ additional person-
nel as necessary.

(b) Assistants to Members—Each of the top
twenty-one senior majority and minority
Members of the full Committee may select
and designate one staff member who shall
serve at the pleasure of that Member. Such
staff members shall be compensated at a
rate, determined by the Member, not to ex-
ceed 75 per centum of the maximum estab-
lished in Clause 9(c) of Rule X of the Rules of
the House of Representatives; Provided, That
Members designating staff members under
this subsection must specifically certify by
letter to the Chairman that the employees
are needed and will be utilized for Commit-
tee work.

SEC. 4 COMMITTEE MEETINGS

(a) Regular Meeting Day—The regular
meeting day of the Committee shall be the
first Wednesday of each month while the
House is in session, unless the Committee
has met within the past 30 days or the Chair-
man considers a specific meeting unneces-
sary in the light of the requirements of the
Committee business schedule.
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(b) Additional and Special Meetings:
(1) The Chairman may call and convene, as

he considers necessary, additional meetings
of the Committee for the consideration of
any bill or resolution before the Committee
or for the conduct of other Committee busi-
ness. The Committee shall meet for such
purpose pursuant to that call of the Chair-
man.

(2) If at least three Committee Members
desire that a special meeting of the Commit-
tee be called by the Chairman, those Mem-
bers may file in the Committee Offices a
written request to the Chairman for that
special meeting. Such request shall specify
the measure or matter to be considered.
Upon the filing of the request, the Commit-
tee Clerk shall notify the Chairman.

(3) If within three calendar days after the
filing of the request, the Chairman does not
call the requested special meeting to be held
within seven calendar days after the filing of
the request, a majority of the Committee
Members may file in the Committee Offices
their written notice that a special meeting
will be held, specifying the date and hour of
such meeting, and the measure or matter to
be considered. The Committee shall meet on
that date and hour.

(4) Immediately upon the filing of the no-
tice, the Committee Clerk shall notify all
Committee Members that such special meet-
ing will be held and inform them of its date
and hour and the measure or matter to be
considered. Only the measure or matter spec-
ified in that notice may be considered at the
special meeting.

(c) Vice Chairman To Preside in Absence of
Chairman—A member of the majority party
on the Committee or subcommittee thereof
designated by the Chairman of the full Com-
mittee shall be vice chairman of the Com-
mittee or subcommittee, as the case may be,
and shall preside at any meeting during the
temporary absence of the chairman. If the
chairman and vice chairman of the Commit-
tee or subcommittee are not present at any
meeting of the Committee or subcommittee,
the ranking member of the majority party
who is present shall preside at that meeting.

(d) Business Meetings:
(1) Each meeting for the transaction of

business, including the markup of legisla-
tion, of the Committee and its subcommit-
tees shall be open to the public except when
the Committee or its subcommittees, in open
session and with a majority present, deter-
mines by roll call vote that all or part of the
remainder of the meeting on that day shall
be closed.

(2) No person other than Committee Mem-
bers and such congressional staff and depart-
mental representatives as they may author-
ize shall be present at any business or mark-
up session which has been closed.

(e) Committee Records:
(1) The Committee shall keep a complete

record of all Committee action, including a
record of the votes on any question on which
a roll call is demanded. The result of each
roll call vote shall be available for inspec-
tion by the public during regular business
hours in the Committee Offices. The infor-
mation made available for public inspection
shall include a description of the amend-
ment, motion, or other proposition, and the
name of each Member voting for and each
Member voting against, and the names of
those Members present but not voting.

(2) All hearings, records, data, charts, and
files of the Committee shall be kept separate
and distinct from the congressional office
records of the Chairman of the Committee.
Such records shall be the property of the
House, and all Members of the House shall
have access thereto.

(3) The records of the Committee at the
National Archives and Records Administra-

tion shall be made available in accordance
with Rule VII of the Rules of the House, ex-
cept that the Committee authorizes use of
any record of which Clause 3(b)(4) of Rule VII
of the Rules of the House would otherwise
apply after such record has been in existence
for 20 years. The Chairman shall notify the
Ranking Minority Member of any decision,
pursuant to Clause 3(b)(3) or Clause 4(b) of
Rule VII of the Rules of the House, to with-
hold a record otherwise available, and the
matter shall be presented to the Committee
for a determination upon the written request
of any Member of the Committee.

SEC. 5: COMMITTEE AND SUBCOMMITTEE
HEARINGS

(a) Overall Budget Hearings—Overall budg-
et hearings by the Committee, including the
hearing required by Section 242(c) of the Leg-
islative Reorganization Act of 1970 and
Clause 4(a)(1) of Rule X of the Rules of the
House of Representatives shall be conducted
in open session except when the Committee
in open session and with a majority present,
determines by roll call vote that the testi-
mony to be taken at that hearing on that
day may be related to a matter of national
security; except that the Committee may by
the same procedure close one subsequent day
of hearing. A transcript of all such hearings
shall be printed and a copy furnished to each
Member, Delegate, and the Resident Com-
missioner from Puerto Rico.

(b) Other Hearings:
(1) All other hearings conducted by the

Committee or its subcommittees shall be
open to the public except when the Commit-
tee or subcommittee in open session and
with a majority present determines by roll
call vote that all or part of the remainder of
that hearing on that day shall be closed to
the public because disclosure of testimony,
evidence, or other matters to be considered
would endanger the national security or
would violate any law or Rule of the House
of Representatives. Notwithstanding the re-
quirements of the preceding sentence, a ma-
jority of those present at a hearing con-
ducted by the Committee or any of its sub-
committees, there being in attendance the
number required under Section 5(c) of these
Rules to be present for the purpose of taking
testimony, (1) may vote to close the hearing
for the sole purpose of discussing whether
testimony or evidence to be received would
endanger the national security or violate
Clause 2(k)(5) of Rule XI of the Rules of the
House of Representatives or (2) may vote to
close the hearing, as provided in Clause
2(k)(5) of such Rule. No Member of the House
of Representatives may be excluded from
nonparticipatory attendance at any hearing
of the Committee or its subcommittees un-
less the House of Representatives shall by
majority vote authorize the Committee or
any of its subcommittees, for purposes of a
particular series of hearings on a particular
article of legislation or on a particular sub-
ject of investigation, to close its hearings to
Members by the same procedures designated
in this subsection for closing hearings to the
public; Provided, however, That the Commit-
tee or its subcommittees may by the same
procedure vote to close five subsequent days
of hearings.

(2) Subcommittee chairmen shall coordi-
nate the development of schedules for meet-
ings or hearings after consultation with the
Chairman and other subcommittee chairmen
with a view toward avoiding simultaneous
scheduling of Committee and subcommittee
meetings or hearings.

(3) Each witness who is to appear before
the Committee or any of its subcommittees
as the case may be, insofar as is practicable,
shall file in advance of such appearance, a
written statement of the proposed testimony

and shall limit the oral presentation at such
appearance to a brief summary, except that
this provision shall not apply to any witness
appearing before the Committee in the over-
all budget hearings.

(4) Each witness appearing in a nongovern-
mental capacity before the Committee, or
any of its subcommittees as the case may be,
shall to the greatest extent practicable, sub-
mit a written statement including a curricu-
lum vitae and a disclosure of the amount and
source (by agency and program) of any Fed-
eral grant (or subgrant thereof) or contract
(or subcontract thereof) receive during the
current fiscal year or either of the two pre-
vious fiscal years by the witness or by an en-
tity represented by the witness.

(c) Quorum for Taking Testimony—The
number of Members of the Committee which
shall constitute a quorum for taking testi-
mony and receiving evidence in any hearing
of the Committee shall be two.

(d) Calling and Interrogation of Witnesses:
(1) The Minority Members of the Commit-

tee or its subcommittees shall be entitled,
upon requested to the Chairman or sub-
committee chairman, by a majority of them
before completion of any hearing, to call
witnesses selected by the Minority to testify
with respect to the matter under consider-
ation during at least one day of hearings
thereon.

(2) The Committee and its subcommittees
shall observe the five-minute rule during the
interrogation of witnesses until such time as
each Member of the Committee or sub-
committee who so desires has had an oppor-
tunity to question the witness.

(e) Broadcasting and Photographing of
Committee Meetings and Hearings—When-
ever a hearing or meeting conducted by the
full Committee or any of its subcommittees
is open to the public, those proceedings shall
be open to coverage by television, radio, and
still photography, as provided in Clause (4)(f)
of Rule XI of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives. Neither the full Committee
Chairman or Subcommittee Chairman shall
limit the number of television or still cam-
eras to fewer than two representatives from
each medium.

(f) Subcommittee Meetings—No sub-
committee shall sit while the House is read-
ing an appropriation measure for amendment
under the five-minute rule or while the Com-
mittee is in session.

(g) Public Notice of Committee Hearings—
The Chairman of the Committee shall make
public announcement of the date, place, and
subject matter of any Committee or sub-
committee hearing at least one week before
the commencement of the hearing. If the
Chairman of the Committee or subcommit-
tee, with the concurrence of the ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee or respec-
tive subcommittee, determines there is good
cause to begin the hearing sooner, or if the
Committee or subcommittee so determines
by majority vote, a quorum being present for
the transaction of business, the Chairman or
subcommittee chairman shall make the an-
nouncement at the earliest possible date.
Any announcement made under this subpara-
graph shall be promptly published in the
Daily Digest and promptly entered into the
Committee scheduling service of the House
Information System.
SEC. 6: PROCEDURES FOR REPORTING BILLS AND

RESOLUTIONS

(a) Prompt Reporting Requirement:
(1) It shall be the duty of the Chairman to

report, or cause to be reported promptly to
the House any bill or resolution approved by
the Committee and to take or cause to be
taken necessary steps to bring the matter to
a vote.

(2) In any event, a report on a bill or reso-
lution which the Committee has approved
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shall be filed within seven calendar days (ex-
clusive of days in which the House is not in
session) after the day on which there has
been filed with the Committee Clerk a writ-
ten request, signed by a majority of Commit-
tee Members, for the reporting of such bill or
resolution. Upon the filing of any such re-
quest, the Committee Clerk shall notify the
Chairman immediately of the filing of the
request. This subsection does not apply to
the reporting of a regular appropriation bill
or to the reporting of a resolution of inquiry
addressed to the head of an executive depart-
ment.

(b) Presence of Committee Majority—No
measure or recommendation shall be re-
ported from the Committee unless a major-
ity of the Committee was actually present.

(c) Roll Call Votes—With respect to each
roll call vote on a motion to report any
measure or matter of a public character, and
on any amendment offered to the matter, the
total number of votes cast for and against,
and the names of those Members voting for
and against, shall be included in the Com-
mittee report on the measure or matter.

(d) Compliance With Congressional Budget
Act—A Committee report on a bill or resolu-
tion which has been approved by the Com-
mittee shall include the statement required
by Section 308(a) of the Congressional Budg-
et Act of 1974, separately set out and clearly
identified, if the bill or resolution provides
new budget authority.

(e) Constitutional Authority Statement—
Each report of the committee on a bill or
joint resolution of a public character shall
include a statement citing the specific pow-
ers granted to the Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the law proposed by the bill or
joint resolution.

(f) Changes in Existing Law—Each Com-
mittee report on a general appropriation bill
shall contain a concise statement describing
fully the effect of any provision of the bill
which directly or indirectly changes the ap-
plication of existing law.

(g) Rescissions and Transfers—Each bill or
resolution by the Committee shall include
separate headings for rescissions and trans-
fers of unexpended balances with all pro-
posed rescissions and transfers listed there-
in. The report of the Committee accompany-
ing such a bill or resolution shall include a
separate section with respect to such rescis-
sions or transfers.

(h) Listing of Unauthorized Appropria-
tions—Each Committee report on a general
appropriations bill shall contain a list of all
appropriations contained in the bill for any
expenditure not previously authorized by law
(except for classified intelligence or national
security programs, projects, or activities).

(i) Supplemental or Minority Views:
(1) If, at the time the Committee approves

any measure or matter, any Committee
Member gives notice of intention to file sup-
plemental, minority, or additional views, the
Member shall be entitled to not less than
two additional calendar days after the day of
such notice (excluding Saturdays, Sundays,
and legal holidays) in which to file such
views in writing and signed by the Member,
with the Clerk of the Committee. All such
views so filed shall be included in and shall
be a part of the report filed by the Commit-
tee with respect to that measure or matter.

(2) The Committee report on that measure
or matter shall be printed in a single volume
which—

(i) shall include all supplemental, minor-
ity, or additional views which have been sub-
mitted by the time of the filing of the report,
and

(ii) shall have on its cover a recital that
any such supplemental, minority, or addi-
tional views are included as part of the re-
port.

(3) Subsection (i)(1) of this section, above,
does not preclude—

(i) the immediate filing or printing of a
Committee report unless timely request for
the opportunity to file supplemental, minor-
ity, or additional views has been made as
provided by such subsection; or

(ii) the filing by the Committee of a sup-
plemental report on a measure or matter
which may be required for correction of any
technical error in a previous report made by
the Committee on that measure or matter.

(4) If, at the time a subcommittee approves
any measure or matter for recommendation
to the full Committee, any Member of that
subcommittee who gives notice of intention
to offer supplemental, minority, or addi-
tional views shall be entitled, insofar as is
practicable and in accordance with the print-
ing requirements as determined by the sub-
committee, to include such views in the
Committee Print with respect to that meas-
ure or matter.

(j) Availability of Reports—A copy of each
bill, resolution, or report shall be made
available to each Member of the Committee
at least three calendar days (excluding Sat-
urdays, Sundays, and legal holidays) in ad-
vance of the date on which the Committee is
to consider each bill, resolution, or report;
Provided, That this subsection may be waived
by agreement between the Chairman and the
Ranking Minority Member of the full Com-
mittee.

SEC. 7: VOTING

(a) No vote by any Member of the Commit-
tee or any of its subcommittees with respect
to any measure or matter may be cast by
proxy.

(b) The vote on any question before the
Committee shall be taken by the yeas and
nays on the demand of one-fifth of the Mem-
bers present.

SEC. 8: STUDIES AND EXAMINATIONS

The following procedure shall be applicable
with respect to the conduct of studies and
examinations of the organization and oper-
ation of Executive Agencies under authority
contained in Section 202(b) of the Legislative
Reorganization Act of 1946 and in Clause
(3)(a) of Rule X of the Rules of the House of
Representatives.

(a) The Chairman is authorized to appoint
such staff and, in his discretion, arrange for
the procurement of temporary services of
consultants, as from time to time may be re-
quired.

(b) Studies and examinations will be initi-
ated upon the written request of a sub-
committee which shall be reasonably specific
and definite in character, and shall be initi-
ated only by a majority vote of the sub-
committee, with the chairman of the sub-
committee and the ranking minority mem-
ber thereof participating as part of such ma-
jority vote. When so initiated such request
shall be filed with the Clerk of the Commit-
tee for submission to the Chairman and the
Ranking Minority Member and their ap-
proval shall be required to make the same ef-
fective. Notwithstanding any action taken
on such request by the chairman and rank-
ing minority member of the subcommittee, a
request may be approved by a majority of
the Committee.

(c) Any request approved as provided under
subsection (b) shall be immediately turned
over to the staff appointed for action.

(d) Any information obtained by such staff
shall be reported to the chairman of the sub-
committee requesting such study and exam-
ination and to the Chairman and Ranking
Minority Member, shall be made available to
the members of the subcommittee con-
cerned, and shall not be released for publica-
tion until the subcommittee so determines.

(e) Any hearings or investigations which
may be desired, aside from the regular hear-

ings on appropriation items, when approved
by the Committee, shall be conducted by the
subcommittee having jurisdiction over the
matter.

SEC. 9: OFFICIAL TRAVEL

(a) The chairman of a subcommittee shall
approve requests for travel by subcommittee
members and staff for official business with-
in the jurisdiction of that subcommittee.
The ranking minority member of a sub-
committee shall concur in such travel re-
quests by minority members of that sub-
committee and the Ranking Minority Mem-
ber shall concur in such travel requests for
Minority Members of the Committee. Re-
quests in writing covering the purpose,
itinerary, and dates of proposed travel shall
be submitted for final approval to the Chair-
man. Specific approval shall be required for
each and every trip.

(b) The Chairman is authorized during the
recess of the Congress to approve travel au-
thorizations for Committee Members and
staff, including travel outside the United
States.

(c) As soon as practicable, the Chairman
shall direct the head of each Government
agency concerned not to honor requests of
subcommittees, individual Members, or staff
for travel, the direct or indirect expenses of
which are to be defrayed from an executive
appropriation, except upon request from the
Chairman.

(d) In accordance with Clause 8 of Rule X
of the Rules of the House of Representatives
and Section 502(b) of the Mutual Security
Act of 1954, as amended, local currencies
owned by the United States shall be avail-
able to Committee Members and staff en-
gaged in carrying out their official duties
outside the United States, its territories, or
possessions. No Committee Member or staff
member shall receive or expend local cur-
rencies for subsistence in any country at a
rate in excess of the maximum per diem rate
set forth in applicable Federal law.

(e) Travel Reports:

(1) Members or staff shall make a report to
the Chairman on their travel, covering the
purpose, results, itinerary, expenses, and
other pertinent comments.

(2) With respect to travel outside the
United States or its territories or posses-
sions, the report shall include: (1) an
itemized list showing the dates each country
was visited, the amount of per diem fur-
nished, the cost of transportation furnished,
and any funds expended by any other official
purpose; and (2) a summary in these cat-
egories of the total foreign currencies and/or
appropriated funds expended. All such indi-
vidual reports on foreign travel shall be filed
with the Chairman no later than sixty days
following completion of the travel for use in
complying with reporting requirements in
applicable Federal law, and shall be open for
public inspection.

(3) Each Member or employee performing
such travel shall be solely responsible for
supporting the amounts reported by the
Member or employees.

(4) No report or statement as to any trip
shall be publicized making any recommenda-
tions in behalf of the Committee without the
authorization of a majority of the Commit-
tee.

(f) Members and staff of the Committee
performing authorized travel on official busi-
ness pertaining to the jurisdiction of the
Committee shall be governed by applicable
laws or regulations of the House and of the
Committee on House Oversight pertaining to
such travel, and as promulgated from time
to time by the Chairman.
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EDUCATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. CROWLEY) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
speak about the educational needs of
our children and about the poor facili-
ties and overcrowding faced by schools
in my district and districts all across
this great country.

Mr. Speaker, education needs to be
our first priority. When I talk to my
constituents in Queens and the Bronx,
the number-one thing that they ask me
is what are you doing about the over-
crowded conditions in our schools? The
New York City public school system is
the largest public school system in our
country and proudly sends 62 percent of
its students on to 4-year college ca-
reers.

b 1500
This is a strong school system; how-

ever, it has two huge problems: aging
buildings and a rapidly growing stu-
dent population. I believe these are
problems that plague many other
school systems as well throughout our
Nation.

Mr. Speaker, the schools need our
support. The school systems educate
our children, prepare them for college,
and in many cases keep them off our
streets, safe from harm. But now it is
the schools themselves that are posing
a threat to the safety of our children.
Buildings are failing inspections, and
classrooms are so overcrowded that
teachers are forced to conduct classes
in hallways and other makeshift
venues. With these strange learning en-
vironments teachers cannot teach as
effectively, and our children are the
losers.

Every child deserves, every child de-
serves, a safe school and needs a safe
school to have a chance at success in
life. We must make it the priority of
this House to help our children by help-
ing their school systems with mod-
ernization and new school construc-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, in my congressional dis-
trict the school age population is grow-
ing. This is extremely evident in the
enrollment statistics and projections
for the coming years. Queens and the
Bronx are the home of many new immi-
grants to our country, contributing to
the ever growing population of our
schools. Community School District 24
in Queens is the most overcrowded
school district in the New York City
public school system. Overcrowding is
already severe with School District 24
operating at 5,768 students, 5,768 stu-
dents above its capacity. It will only
grow in the coming decade. By the year
2007, the district will be operating at
18,701 students above capacity.

Mr. Speaker, that is 168 percent over
capacity. Congress must and should
work to alleviate this problem.

By 2004, high schools in Queens will
operate on two shifts and 10-period

days. Other schools in our country and
even throughout the rest of New York
City will operate on a standard 8-period
day. For Queens, that means students
will be starting earlier or ending later
depending on their shift. Every class-
room will be used for classes, eliminat-
ing the extracurricular activities that
are so important in keeping our kids
off the streets. We all know that chil-
dren involved in after school programs
are less likely to be involved with
drugs and violence. Because of over-
crowding, children in Queens, the
Bronx are having valuable after-school
programs taken away from them.

The condition of the schools in the
Bronx and Queens epitomize the prob-
lems faced by schools throughout our
Nation. The average age of a school in
New York City is 55 years old, and one
school in five is over 75 years old.
These schools were not fit to educate
our children 30 years ago, they were
not fit 10 years ago, and they certainly
are not fit for today. In fact, today 33
schools in the Bronx, part of my dis-
trict, need exterior and interior repairs
to bring them from substandard up to
fair conditions. That is right; I did not
say good conditions, I said fair condi-
tions. These schools failed New York
school facilities’ engineering survey in
New York’s recently released 5-year
capital plan. School facility engineers
listed repairs for each school needed to
bring them up to code.

Now I wondered what types of things
would be needed in order to fail a
school. I knew it had to be something
bad, but I was not prepared with the
actual results. In Queens, 12 schools
need new toilet fixtures for student toi-
lets. Children in these schools simply
do not have adequate facilities. But
that is no so bad when you look at the
problems that their peers are facing in
the Bronx. Three intermediate schools
in the Bronx, IS 125, IS 131 and IS 192
along with one elementary school, PS
140, need repairs to their fire alarm
systems. Yes, Mr. Speaker, we are
sending these children to schools every
day in the Bronx where they need to
repair or replace their fire alarm sys-
tems.

There are so many projects, Mr.
Speaker. Five schools need new roofs,
37 schools need structural repairs, in-
cluding supportive retaining walls,
sidewalks, re-paved black tops. Thirty-
five schools need pairs or re-moderniza-
tion to their heating systems, and 32
schools need pairs and upgrades to the
security systems, and I am not talking
about expensive alarm systems, but
fencing, new windows and exterior
lighting.

Then there are the projects I consider
quality of life projects. These are
things that each student needs to be-
come well rounded. Nearly every ele-
mentary and intermediate school in
my district, 53 in all, need upgrades to
their auditoriums. School plays are as
American as apple pie, and why should
these students go without them?

Additionally, 6 schools need gym-
nasium upgrades, and 10 schools need

playgrounds, reevaluations and in some
cases, construction. Inner city children
face the greatest difficulty with par-
ticipating in sports and recreational
activities. I am sure many of you share
the image of children jumping rope on
black top. Mr. Speaker, that black top
is cracked and desperately needs re-
paving; that is, if there is any black
top left to re-pave.

One result of the extreme overcrowd-
ing has been the construction of tem-
porary classrooms, which are trailers
or hastily constructed annexes usually
placed in school yards or grounds
where once school yards were. In fact,
the school yard I played in as a boy no
longer exists. It has been replaced by
temporary classrooms, and they are
now building a new annex to that
school on the former playground. Then
there are physical education classes, a
requirement for graduation from high
school in New York State, being con-
ducted in hallways. We need to make
our schools safe and less crowded, but
we also have to restore a quality of life
to the education of our students as
well.

I used these examples from my dis-
trict, the 7th Congressional District of
New York, comprising parts of Queens
and the Bronx in New York City, to il-
lustrate the types of problems faced by
schools across our Nation. Whether it
be rural, suburban or inner city
schools, our schools need help.

Mr. Speaker, our children need help.
We need a major school modernization
initiative, a program that will provide
significant help to local school dis-
tricts and States in meeting their
needs both to build new classrooms in
order to keep up with the rapidly grow-
ing school enrollments and to renovate
and to modernize their existing facili-
ties.

I and many of my fellow Democrats
support the Rangel initiative which
provides Federal tax credits to pay in-
terest on $25 billion in bonds to build
and renovate public schools. This new
initiative would have a dramatic im-
pact on helping school districts and
States across their unmet construction
and modernization needs. We estimate
that these Federal tax credits will help
local districts renovate or build ap-
proximately 6,000 schools across our
Nation.

Another democratic initiative is
being offered by my colleague from
North Carolina (Mr. ETHERIDGE). The
Etheridge School Construction Act
would provide $7.2 billion in school con-
struction bonds targeted to fastest
growing States. Mr. ETHERIDGE’s bill
and the Rangel initiative will particu-
larly help schools facing enrollment
explosion like mine in New York City.

I mentioned before the overcrowding
in my district and want to illustrate
how much these democratic initiatives
would help the City of New York and
particularly the Borough of Queens.
The 5-year capital plan released by the
New York Board of Education states
that 75,600 new classroom seats are
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needed citywide in the next 5 years. Of
those, 54 percent are needed in the Bor-
ough of Queens alone. Simply put, out
of the five boroughs of New York, one,
my home Borough of Queens, comprises
more than half of the new construction
projects needed in our city. In Queens
alone, 36 new schools are scheduled to
be constructed in the next 5 years, the
maximum feasible according to the
city of New York. Unfortunately, this
still leaves us 60,000 seats short by the
year 2007. We will be 60,000 seats short
even after we build 36 new schools and
after we fully implement 10-period,
two-shift days.

These new schools cost money. New
York City’s Board of Education esti-
mates that $11 billion is needed to
reach 5 year facility and technology
goals. Yes, I said $11 billion to bring
our schools to fair condition and to
give our children less crowded schools.

This is not about whether the Fed-
eral Government should be involved in
education, and it is not about equity
for all cities and states. Mr. Speaker,
the youth of our Nation should not be
penalized for a population boom in
their region, and our States and local-
ities should not be criticized for not
contributing their fair share. The City
of New York is spending over $6 billion
on school construction, and the State
of New York, which needs the support
of its legislature, is hoping to contrib-
ute approximately $2.4 billion, but they
desperately need help, as do many
towns and cities across America.

It is our duty to help our students, to
help them by providing Federal tax
credits to pay interest on bonds in
order to help school districts and
States meet their construction and
modernization needs. Above all, we
need to put our children first, Mr.
Speaker. They are our future, and I, for
one, will do everything possible to en-
sure that every child in New York City,
New York State and in the United
States has a seat in a classroom and a
safe learning environment.

Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FILNER).

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman. I thank him for his
leadership in sponsoring this time so
we can talk about the needs of our na-
tion’s schools. The gentleman from
New York (Mr. CROWLEY) just talked
about New York City. I am going to
bring this 3,000 miles west to talk
about San Diego, California, and the
situation is very much as the gen-
tleman described in my hometown.

By the way, I went to school, grad-
uated 40 years ago in I think a school
in the gentleman’s district, Forest
Hills High School, just out, but I am
sure that is a school that needs just the
kind of thing. It was a great school 40
years ago, it is still there, it has prob-
ably more than 5,000 students in it, and
it needs help.

Mr. CROWLEY. A great school; as
well as the gentleman knows, also the
school that graduated Paul Simon, the
famous musician. Art Garfunkel as
well.

Mr. FILNER. We had Simon and
Garfunkel a year ahead of us in school.

I am the former President of the San
Diego Board of Education, and I know
how we have to make our children’s
education a top priority for all of us.
Quality education demands that we
provide our teachers and students with
classrooms and school buildings that
are not falling down around them. In
my home town of San Diego, in the
towns I represent, Chula Vista and Na-
tional City, California, the needs are
becoming almost overwhelming. The
San Diego Unified School District,
which is about the sixth biggest school
district in the nation, serves 140,000
children, and we are growing at almost
2 percent a year. Willing to do their
part, as the gentleman from New York
(Mr. CROWLEY) suggested in New York,
the citizens of San Diego recently
voted last year a $1.5 billion school
bond, and they did that by over 75 per-
cent of the vote. That is an incredible
support to show that people are willing
to use their own tax dollars for their
top priority, their children. But our
needs are almost 4 billion by the year
2,013. That is another 21⁄2 billion have
to be found. Twenty new elementary
schools, two new middle schools, four
new senior high schools have to be
built by the year 2013.

Further south in my district, the
Sweetwater Union High School Dis-
trict, serves 33,000 students in grades 7
to 12. They need $240 million worth of
modernization. They, too, will have a
bond issue on the ballot next year, and
I am sure our population will support
it. But most of the schools are more
than 30 years old, five were built 50
years ago, two-thirds of them now ac-
commodate more than twice the num-
ber that they were originally built for.
We are running out of room in San
Diego, in National City and Chula
Vista just as you described in New
York City.

Like trying to maintain a car with
100,000 miles or more, the job of main-
taining our schools is increasingly dif-
ficult. Let me mention two specific ex-
amples, just to bring this home. At
Castle Park High School frequent
sewer back ups, water leaks and broken
pipes disrupt the school routine. The
wobbly, 35-year-old gym bleachers need
to be replaced. Crumbling steps and
walkways pose danger because chunks
of aging cement are missing and tree
roots have ripped up concrete. Old
classrooms have been converted into
science labs, but they lack adequate
lab facilities, and hands-on experi-
ments are severely limited. Ten tem-
porary classrooms have no rest rooms
or drinking fountains because the ex-
isting sewer lines cannot handle the de-
mand.

Hilltop Middle School was built in
the 1950s. Its campus has deteriorated
to the point where routine mainte-
nance and replacement efforts have
only minimal impact. The teachers
have memorized the circuit breaker lo-
cations, Mr. Speaker, because class-

rooms regularly blow fuses from elec-
trical overhead when lights, and over-
head projectors and computers are used
simultaneously.
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Students cannot shower following
their physical education classes be-
cause of the antiquated plumbing sys-
tem which cannot produce hot water.
Long lines to restroom facilities are a
daily routine because the school has
only one set of boys’ and one set of
girls’ bathrooms for 1,250 students.

How can our students develop in this
computer age if the wiring and elec-
trical supply to their schools cannot
handle the computers?

Physical education should be an inte-
gral part of healthy students’s lives
but how can we expect our kids to exer-
cise and then sit in sweaty clothes and
bodies for the rest of the day because
there are no showers to use?

I know we have heard of the broken
window theory as it applies to our com-
munity. That is when a window breaks
and is fixed the neighborhood main-
tains its quality. The message is sent
that someone cares. Opposite, when a
window breaks and it is not fixed the
message is just the opposite. We do not
care as a community, and soon another
is broken and another and still an-
other. Deterioration of the area then
leads to graffiti, gangs, drugs and
crimes. We know that routine.

We are sending the wrong message to
our kids. With dilapidated and over-
crowded schools, we are telling them
education is not important. What a dis-
service to our young people.

So let us join with the President, let
us join with the gentleman from New
York (Mr. CROWLEY) today, let us join
with our colleagues from all over the
Nation in support of the school recon-
struction funding proposed in the fami-
lies first agenda.

We at the Federal level must do our
part in supporting the efforts of local
school districts and our States. Con-
gress should pass the school recon-
struction and modernization legisla-
tion as soon as possible.

I thank the gentleman from New
York (Mr. CROWLEY) for his leadership
here. I also thank the gentlemen from
Massachusetts and North Carolina and
Oregon, and I know we are going to
hear from the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY).

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentlewoman from California
(Ms. WOOLSEY).

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleague from New York (Mr.
CROWLEY) for putting together this
very important special order. He is
doing a great job.

Mr. Speaker, I ran for Congress be-
cause I believe that our children’s edu-
cation must be the number one priority
in our country, and that is why I am on
the Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

We must prepare all of our children
for the high skill, high wage jobs that
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will ensure America’s leadership in the
next century in the entire world mar-
ket, and at the same time ensure that
our children have a good place in the
workforce. We also can prevent depend-
ency on welfare here at home.

Last year, Congress agreed that
small classes are crucial to good learn-
ing. We passed the President’s class
size reduction program to help schools
so that they can recruit, train and hire
qualified teachers so they will reduce
the class size to an average of 18 stu-
dents in grades 1 through 3. We did this
because current research findings prove
what parents have known all along
what teachers have been telling us for
years, is that kids who are in smaller
classes learn better, especially in the
lower grades.

Now we must go the next step, and
we must pass the President’s school
modernization and construction initia-
tive.

Children, even in small classes, can-
not learn in trailers or in old school
buildings that are crumbling around
them. We cannot expect our children to
get a first class education if they are
being educated in second and third
class school buildings.

We know that America’s schools are
overcrowded and that they are wearing
out. In its report, School Facilities,
Condition of America’s Schools, the
GSA estimated that billions of dollars
are needed to upgrade school buildings
all across America. About 60 percent of
all American schools need at least one
major repair or replacement.

My home State, California, leads the
Nation in projected student growth. It
is estimated that overall school enroll-
ment in California will increase by 15
percent by the year 2008. This is not
even 10 years from now. More than
30,000 additional classrooms will be
needed to accommodate this growth. It
is expected to cost more than $4 billion
to construct enough schools and school
rooms to meet this need, and this
amount does not include the cost of re-
pairs that will be needed for existing
schools.

How will communities in California
and communities across the Nation be
able to finance these school improve-
ments? If Congress approves President
Clinton’s schools construction mod-
ernization tax incentive, schools will
be able to take advantage of interest-
free bonds to build or modernize what
is needed for their expansion and their
continued education.

The President’s proposal will provide
15 years, 15 years, of interest rate sub-
sidies for school construction. That
will come through bonds that are
issued over the next 2 years. It is time
to show all of our children that their
school is equally as important as a
shopping mall or a prison. If we do this,
our children will know that they are
our top priority. Let us put our money
where our mouth is. Let us pass a real
school construction initiative and let
us do it this year. Remember, although
children make up 25 percent of our pop-

ulation, they are 100 percent of the fu-
ture of this Nation, and their education
must be our number one priority.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
WOOLSEY) for her remarks.

Mr. Speaker, I now yield the floor to
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. ETHERIDGE).

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from New York
(Mr. CROWLEY) for his leadership in
hosting this special order on a very
critical issue, not only school construc-
tion but school modernization and real-
ly the quality of the environment
where our children go to school every
day.

I appreciate that, and for the other
speakers who have been here prior to
me today.

I want to sort of be forced to have
sort of a dialogue, if we may, because
last week I had the privilege of hosting
a special order and it is tremendously
helpful when other Members can have a
dialogue on an issue that is so impor-
tant to the future of this country.

It is amazing to me many times how
we talk so much about an issue, of how
it is important it is, and then when it
comes time to funding we tend to have
a big loss of or lapse of memory, as I
say sometimes a big slip between the
lip and the hip, when it comes time to
fund educational opportunities for our
children.

Prior to my coming to the People’s
House 2 years ago, I had served 8 years
as the elected superintendent of
schools in the State of North Carolina,
a State that is not unlike New York or
California or any other State in this
country today that is struggling with
overcrowded classrooms; making every
effort to improve the quality of in-
struction. North Carolina has been
cited as one of those States, by the sec-
retary of education and many others,
for some quality things they are doing
in the classroom.

Just this past weekend on Friday I
went to East Wake High School and
had the opportunity to speak to an
academic gathering of high school stu-
dents, all of whom had made straight
As.

I hesitate to think how many of this
body had made straight As to be here,
but 5 percent of that total student body
had made straight As and I was pleased
to be there. The challenge that they
face is substantial, because they are in
overcrowded spaces. Every space that
should be and is, and some spaces that
should not be as classrooms are, used
as classrooms. They had six trailers on
campus, and we are getting ready to
add 3 more, in a county that is strug-
gling to meet their needs.

Just yesterday, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. PRICE) and I were
at Wake Forest-Rolesville High School
in Wake County, which is part of my
district, where we met with the stu-
dents and heard them talk about the
problem of overcrowding. A school that
was built for a thousand students now

it has over 1,600 and a substantial num-
ber of that student body is now in port-
able buildings or in trailers. Every
space in that building is taken.

Unfortunately, the cafeteria has not
been enlarged and neither has the li-
brary been enlarged. Neither have the
bathrooms been enlarged.

We heard a student talking about the
real challenges that they face just with
discipline, but what he said was, and I
think it is something that is instruc-
tive to all of us, he said we have teach-
ers that are called rovers because we
are so short in classroom spaces that
teachers do not even have a home room
and they move from room to room to
teach. He said when I want to go get
some special attention from my teach-
er and help, the teacher is not in the
classroom. I cannot find the teacher.

Now, that is not unique to my State.
It is true all across this country. Wake
County, as an example, has added 30,500
students in the past 14 years. It is
growing by 29.7 percent, has grown,
since 1970. They are adding between
3,500 and 4,500 students each year, de-
pending on how many jobs open in the
area.

As I tell folks, this is one of the best
areas in the country to find jobs, with
a 1.5 percent unemployment. It is
amazing when people come there to go
to work they tend to want to bring
their children with them. We are glad
to have that, but it adds pressure to
our State and to our communities and
we desperately need not only to build
new schools but to modernize, as the
gentleman from New York (Mr. CROW-
LEY) has said, and others have already
said today.

Every school almost in my congres-
sional district is growing by about 20
percent since 1990. They are building,
they are borrowing money, they are
working hard and it is time now that
those of us at the Federal level do our
fair share and help. I think the Presi-
dent’s proposal is important. It helps
in those communities that have great
needs, but I think we can do more.

I have introduced H.R. 996, which the
gentleman has been kind enough to be
a cosponsor on with others, and what
this will do is reach out to those com-
munities that are growing so rapidly.
New York happens to be the fourth
fastest growing State in the Nation for
new students. It is called the ‘‘baby
boom echo’’ because the baby boomers
who came out after World War II are
now having children and they are com-
ing to school.

We need to remember that those
young men and women who came home
from World War II decided that there
was a need to make sure that schools
were there for their children and they
put their children through and built
the bulk of the schools that we now
have. It is now our turn to step up and
help that process.

The States are doing a lot. Local
unions are doing a lot. We can now help
at the Federal level by giving those tax
exempt bonds. It does not get in the
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way of anything locals are doing be-
cause all we are doing is providing the
cost of the interest on those bonds.
They decide where they are going to
build, how they are going to build, and
it is totally a local effort.

Not only will it provide school build-
ings, opportunities for renovations, it
is about $7.2 billion dollars, and let me
remind folks who are tuning in that
the fastest growing state in this coun-
try is the State of California. The sec-
ond fastest growing State is Texas. The
third is Florida. The fourth is New
York, and the fifth is my home State of
North Carolina and it goes down that
list. All across this country we are see-
ing tremendous growth.

If it were not snowing today, and for
those who are tuning in it is snowing
mightily here in Washington, D.C.,
there are about 53 million students in
our public schools in this country
today, the largest number of students
in public schools we have ever had in
our history; in my home State, about
1.2 million, and the number is growing
at a rapid pace. We need to do our part
to help struggling local systems.

We are calling on them to be innova-
tive. We are calling on them to im-
prove academic performance, and they
are doing that. We need to help teach-
ers have quality places to teach and
children have good places to learn.

I often say to civic clubs, and I say it
here again because I think it is so im-
portant, I cannot imagine any group in
a town that is asking a new business to
move in to come in and move to an old
rundown warehouse and open up their
business and say to them the quality of
the facility does not matter, because I
have heard people say that about
schools; the facilities is not what is im-
portant but it is the people who are put
in it.

Say that to a local business and see if
they will come back and open their
business in your town. It is important
for the quality of that facility and how
it looks, because when I was State su-
perintendent it is amazing how many
businesspeople from around the coun-
try that do commerce would contact
us, would ride into town and look at
the buildings and then they would want
to know about the quality of construc-
tion. It was amazing if they were nice,
new buildings. They always assume it
is good quality, things are going on;
and it is.

It is important to have nice looking
facilities and have quality because
teachers deserve that, and today when
we are having a shortage of teachers,
and last year this Congress passed the
first installment of 100,000 teachers, we
need to finish that this year and keep
going.
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But we also need to make sure we
have a quality place to teach and chil-
dren have a good place to learn.

I thank the gentleman for putting to-
gether this Special Order today. It is
important that we continue to talk

with the American people, tell them to
write their Congressmen and their Con-
gresswomen and say to them, we need
you to act now, we need you to help
our local systems, help them meet this
great need that we have all across
America.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from North Carolina. I
don’t know if it is appropriate, but I
am happy that others are having the
same problem we are having in New
York; is that right? Is that fair to say?

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, it is
true, and I think it is by varying de-
grees, depending on where one is in the
country. In certain parts of the coun-
try, there is a tremendous need for ren-
ovation and repair of current facilities,
not only repairing in terms of repairing
the buildings and fixing glass, but we
have needs for infrastructure.

We talk about the Internet and com-
puters. A lot of our buildings, they are
not even wired to accept them, and
many places do not have the land.
Other places are growing so rapidly,
they need new buildings. So it is a
combination. The answer is absolutely
yes.

I think it is different between dif-
ferent parts of the country, but it is
true all across America. America is one
of those great countries where one can
travel the world and we say to a child
anywhere in America, if you want to go
to public schools, you can go. It is a
great smorgasbord of opportunity for
the future. Step up, enjoy yourself, and
take all you will.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from North Carolina.

I now yield the floor to the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. WU).

Mr. WU. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for hosting this Special
Order on a very, very important topic.

I recently hosted a series of edu-
cation town hall meetings in Astoria,
McMinnville, Beaverton, St. Helens,
and Portland, Oregon. The attendance
at these Education Town Halls was ab-
solutely remarkable. Clearly, Oregoni-
ans are committed to improving public
education. Congress can honor that
commitment by providing resources to
help Oregonians and all Americans
make schools better.

Many school districts share similar
problems: Large class size, aging or in-
adequate facilities, and unfunded or
unnecessary Federal mandates. How-
ever, the needs of each community dif-
fer.

Schools in Beaverton and Hillsboro
suffer a crisis of rapid growth, creating
classroom overcrowding and exacerbat-
ing student discipline problems.
Schools there need the resources to ex-
pand and maintain school quality.
Schools in communities such as
Astoria and McMinnville need re-
sources to modernize school buildings
and provide students with up-to-date
technologic tools.

In Astoria, the most modern elemen-
tary school was built in 1927. Some
classrooms have only one electric plug

in the entire classroom. This is simply
not an adequate environment in which
to prepare our children for the 21st cen-
tury.

To help school districts deliver high-
quality K through 12 education, Con-
gress can help by doing 3 simple things:
Reduce class size, modernize schools,
and decrease Federal mandates.

First, we can help good teachers do
their jobs by reducing class sizes in the
first through third grades. Experts say
that reducing class size in the early
grades to an average of 18 per class-
room will enable students to get the
attention they deserve, help teachers
attend to students’ specific needs, and
identify problems early on when they
can still be solved.

This is why I am introducing an
amendment to the Ed-Flex bill with
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
CLAY) which will reduce class size by
hiring 100,000 additional qualified
teachers. Last year, Congress passed
the first year of this 7-year plan. Un-
fortunately for our school children,
some in Congress say they were only
agreeing to a 1-year allocation. Our
children deserve each and every year of
the class size reduction plan.

Second, we can make it more afford-
able for local school districts to refur-
bish old school facilities and construct
new buildings to accommodate rapid
growth. This Congress should pass leg-
islation to help local school districts
afford school construction by paying
the interest on local school bonds.
That is why I am proud to cosponsor
the legislation by the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. ETHERIDGE) who
was just here. The legislation will le-
verage approximately $5 billion of Fed-
eral money into $26 billion available to
local school districts for construction
and repair.

Finally, we can lift burdensome Fed-
eral regulations to provide local
schools flexibility and the opportunity
for innovation. That is why I am a co-
sponsor of the Ed-Flex bill. We will
begin discussion of Ed-Flex on this
House floor tomorrow morning.

Ed-Flex will give States real flexibil-
ity so school districts can fashion solu-
tions appropriate to the communities
they serve and avoid a ‘‘Washington
knows best’’ mentality. My State, Or-
egon, pioneered the Ed-Flex concept 4
years ago, the first of 12 States nation-
wide to be granted Ed-Flex status.
Through Ed-Flex, all States will have
the freedom to improve school per-
formance and accountability.

The agenda ahead is clear: Reduce
class size, rebuild and modernize
schools, and give local communities
the freedom to implement effective
school reform. It will take a real com-
mitment by Congress and the full en-
ergy and passion of every parent,
teacher, and student in Oregon and
across the Nation. We must work hard
to meet the challenge, and I thank the
gentleman from New York for hosting
this important Special Order.

Mr. CROWLEY. I thank my fellow
freshman, the gentleman from Oregon.
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I will also note that it is coast-to-
coast, this issue. From Astoria, Queens
to Astoria, Oregon, we have a similar
problem.

Mr. WU. As an aspiration, it is not
just bicoastal, it is bipartisan.

Mr. CROWLEY. Bipartisan.
Mr. Speaker, I now yield the floor to

the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
RODRIGUEZ).

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I am
proud to stand here today.

The only rights our youngsters have,
the only privileges they have are those
rights and privileges we as adults
choose to give them. We have no great-
er calling than to provide the very best
for our children. Our children rely on
us, not only for building bridges and
roads, but also to invest in the needs of
our public schools. Through our public
school systems, we provide these needs
that ensure our children are able to
learn, live and succeed in a safe edu-
cational environment.

Last year, we helped our children by
hiring more teachers and reducing our
class sizes. Now, our teachers will be
able to focus on the basics such as
reading and writing at early ages. So
we have taken the initial steps, but we
need to do more, and we can do more.

We all know that the environment
where our children learn plays a direct
role in education and has a direct im-
pact on how they are educated. We
want our children to succeed in a mod-
ern economy. We must provide them
with the classrooms, the facilities that
will enable them to succeed in the 21st
century.

At the beginning of this school year,
I visited Burbank High School in San
Antonio, Texas to survey the condi-
tions of the school and how we ex-
pected our students and teachers to
function on a daily basis. Although I
was surprised by the conditions of the
school that was built in the 1930s, I was
not shocked that Burbank is just one
of more than over 4,000 schools in
Texas that are in need of repair and
necessary upgrades.

Burbank High School suffered from
traditional maintenance problems,
such as the need for new electrical out-
lets, and if anyone lives in an older
home, they recognize the fact that we
are not able to put in any of the new
types of appliances unless we upgrade
the system in our homes. Our schools
are in the same condition.

We also recognize the importance
that beyond immediate electrical out-
lets and those kinds of things, old radi-
ators for heating, and especially now
when we see the snow and the cold out
there, that there are some areas that
have needs of both having air-condi-
tioning and heating that is important
for our kids.

We also recognize the importance of
new modern facilities. Burbank High
School was built at a time before the
Internet, at a time before cable tele-
vision, at a time before modern air-
conditioning. Nearly one-third of the
schools nationwide fit this same pro-

file, which means our children are not
being taught in the environment that
will prepare them for the 21st century.

The school construction proposal
that the Democrats proposed last year
was and is the only solution to prob-
lems that schools such as Burbank
High School experience at this point in
time. Last year, the majority party of
the House of Representatives missed
the opportunity to provide bricks and
mortar for our schools, and instead
opted for a proposal such as block
grants and vouchers that erode our
public school system. We must help our
crumbling schools by helping States
and local school districts afford this
cost of modernizing our buildings as
quickly as possible and not come up
with proposals but prove only to ham-
per our existing situation. The new
Congress we hope will afford us the op-
portunity to do the right thing and put
some additional monies in construc-
tion.

Mr. Speaker, I just want to add that
a lot of people do not recognize what
one of the largest populations, the
baby boomers in the 1950s, the individ-
uals that fought in World War II and in
Korea recognize, and that is that they
were there to make sure that those
youngsters which are ourselves, at
least myself, and I am a baby boomer,
to make sure that we were provided
with that access to education. As we
turn this century, we have what we call
the baby echo, the youngsters of the
baby boomers, our kids. We want to
make sure we stand up to the plate to
make sure we provide them with the
adequate resources that are needed so
that they can compete in the 21st cen-
tury. It is not only important for them,
but it is important for us as a country.

Again, I will close by indicating to
my colleagues that the only rights and
privileges our youngsters have are
those rights and opportunities that we
as adults provide them with. Let us
stand up to the plate and make sure
that we pass this proposal through.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to my colleague, the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. RUSH).

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from New York
(Mr. CROWLEY), my friend, for hosting
this Special Order. It is so important
to the Nation’s children.

Mr. Speaker, far too many of Ameri-
ca’s schools are old and dilapidated.
They are falling apart at the seams,
placing our children in an environment
that makes teaching and learning in-
credibly challenging.

Such nearly impossible challenges
are faced by the faculty and the stu-
dents of the Fisk Elementary School
located in the first congressional dis-
trict of Illinois. This school was built
in 1905, long before the age of edu-
cational technology. The last time
Fisk saw some capital improvements
was in the early 1960s, and since that
time, it has experienced no other im-
provements.

A simple walk around that school
makes the case abundantly clear. In

the large 4-story building, there are no
elevators, there are no lockers. Stu-
dents and teachers are forced to walk
up and down stairs all day long, carry-
ing heavy books strapped to their
backs and carrying their coats on their
arms. The student population, which
has swelled to almost 600 students,
must share the very few bathrooms
that are located on every other floor in
this old dilapidated building. The gym-
nasium also serves as the lunch room
and as an assembly hall, thereby caus-
ing a major logistical nightmare for
those faculty Members who want to
plan special activities and special pro-
grams for the students.
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The antiquated structure poses var-

ious problems as they begin to con-
template wiring for computers and
Internet service. Far too often, stu-
dents must suffer in uncomfortable
classrooms, too hot in the summertime
because the windows do not open, or
too cold in the wintertime because the
windows do not close.

Unfortunately, Fisk Elementary is a
mere example of an alarming number
of facilities in the First Congressional
District, in other congressional dis-
tricts, and in school districts all
around this country. Almost one-third
of all public schools were built prior to
the beginning of World War II in 1939,
and are indeed in need of drastic ren-
ovation and repair.

At the same time that these dismal
conditions exist school enrollments are
reaching record heights, and yet stu-
dents are left to learn in unsatisfactory
and even wretched conditions.

Now more than ever an aggressive
nationwide school construction and
modernization effort must be imple-
mented, quickly and thoroughly. Mod-
ernizing the nation’s public schools
will assist school districts with nec-
essary repairs and renovations, and
meet the unprecedented demand for
new classrooms equipped with edu-
cational technology.

The 600 students of the Fisk Elemen-
tary School, and that is only one exam-
ple, and those students in classrooms
all across this country, they are de-
pending on us, they are depending on
this Congress, they are depending on
this administration. We cannot fail our
Nation’s future.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Colorado (Mr.
UDALL).

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Speak-
er, I want to thank the gentleman from
New York (Mr. CROWLEY) for yielding
to me to speak on this very important
issue of school modernization.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to join my
colleagues today in calling for school
modernization all across this great
land of ours. Our Nation’s schools are
crumbling at an alarming rate, and
this is compounded by the dramatic in-
crease in enrollment due to the so-
called baby boom echo, the children of
baby boomers like mine who are filling
our schools all over this country.
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Without a fundamental increase in

the rate of school construction and
modernization, each passing year will
bring a school system less worthy of
our children. I am visiting every high
school in my district in the next year
so that I can see firsthand the spaces in
which our children are learning and
growing.

A couple of weeks ago I visited the
high school in Idaho Springs, Colorado,
and frankly, I was overwhelmed by
what I saw that day. Some classrooms
could only be accessed by walking
through other classrooms that were al-
ready in session. There were spaces
that were unusable or completely inad-
equate for learning, as well as other in-
frastructure and technology problems.

The citizens in this school district
have tried to fix these problems by im-
proving school bond issues, but they
are a small community and unable to
meet the full responsibility of financ-
ing reconstruction or new construction
for a new high school. This is a prime
example of a school district that needs
the kind of aid we are proposing.

There are three initiatives we can
take right now to upgrade our public
schools. First, we need smaller classes.
Simply put, smaller classes produce
brighter, better-educated kids. We need
to finish the job of hiring 100,000 new
teachers in order to reduce class sizes
in grades 1 through 3, so we can reduce
the number of students in one of these
classrooms to 18 or less.

Second, we must provide Federal tax
credits to enable States and districts
to modernize and renovate public
schools, to improve learning condi-
tions, and end overcrowding.

In 1995, the GAO, which is non-
partisan, by the way, put out an in-
depth study on the state of America’s
public, elementary, and secondary
school facilities. I would say to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. CROW-
LEY) that the results are staggering.
Let me list some of them.

One-third of the Nation’s schools
need extensive repair or replacement.
That is one-third. These schools serve
about 14 million of our American chil-
dren. The schools in urgent need are
not just in one category. They are
across the spectrum. Thirty-eight per-
cent of these schools are in urban
areas, 30 percent are in rural areas, and
29 percent are in suburban areas, so it
covers all the American landscape.
This backlog of school infrastructure
unmet needs totals right now $112 bil-
lion.

On top of this, 58 percent of our
schools report unsatisfactory environ-
mental conditions. These problems in-
clude things like ventilation, heating,
air conditioning, and lighting. Then, in
addition, we have the environmental
hazards that I alluded to such as asbes-
tos, lead in our water, lead in the paint
on the walls, and radon gas in our
schools.

According to an audit on behalf of
our school districts in Colorado, $190
million is needed to correct these most

critical safety building problems in my
home State.

We might say, why do we need to
modernize beyond this particular situa-
tion? School enrollments are increas-
ing all over the country. Let me give a
couple of facts from Colorado. We are
going to have 70,000 new students in the
next 5 years in Colorado, and the num-
ber is projected to be 120,000 10 years
out. One does not have to be a rocket
scientists to understand that the de-
mand for our school facilities is going
to increase dramatically with these
dramatic increases in our student pop-
ulation.

The school construction initiatives
we are considering in the Congress will
help our school districts build and ren-
ovate facilities to keep up with the
rapid growth in student population and
eliminate these safety hazards. That is
why I am proud to cosponsor H.R. 996,
the Etheridge School Construction Act
of 1999.

Finally, we need to equip and up-
grade our existing schools with the
technological tools that students are
going to need for the 21st century. As
our technology continues to play a
larger role in our lives, we must make
sure that we continue to hook up
schools to the Internet, protect the E-
Rate discount for schools and libraries,
and integrate technology into school
curriculum.

Currently, 21 percent of Colorado
schools have insufficient computer ca-
pacity and 57 percent have inadequate
modem lines. That is unacceptable.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I believe no
challenge is greater for our Nation
than ensuring that all of our children
receive the highest quality education
possible. By meeting this challenge, we
will give them the gift of opportunity.
With opportunity and preparation, our
children will be able to live their lives
to their fullest potential.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Kansas (Mr.
MOORE).

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New York for his
leadership on the management of this
bill.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of the School Construction
Act. The American Society of Civil En-
gineers has reported that local school
buildings represent America’s most ur-
gent infrastructure need. In my school
district, the schools provide a perfect
example of this need.

The Kansas City, Kansas, School Dis-
trict needs $11.6 million, according to a
study, to bring them up to standard: to
correct electrical systems that are real
problems in these schools, to provide
adequate heating and air conditioning,
and to replace broken windows.

Federal tax credits would allow
States and local school districts to
build and renovate local public schools
to stop overcrowding, reduce school
sizes, class sizes, and foster a positive
learning environment. I urge my col-
leagues to support the School Con-

struction Act. We need to give our chil-
dren safe and adequate facilities in
which to learn. We need to give our
children the tools with which to learn.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
LUCAS).

Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, I express my thanks to the gen-
tleman from New York for allowing me
to have this opportunity.

Mr. Speaker, we must ensure that
our young people not only have the
best teachers and the best resources,
but also the best classrooms to meet
the challenges of this oncoming 21st
century. Children cannot learn if their
schools are falling apart. Children can-
not learn when they are packed beyond
capacity in a classroom. Children can-
not learn when they cannot get the in-
dividual attention they need.

Kentucky serves about 590,000 stu-
dents, with over 350 schools in either
fair or poor condition, suffering from
deterioration and requiring immediate
attention. The 1998 Kentucky school fa-
cility need assessments indicated there
is $2.4 billion worth of unmet need, in-
cluding new construction for growth
and renovation of existing facilities to
address declining infrastructure, life
safety upgrades, technology wiring,
and handicapped access.

We must provide our local school dis-
tricts with tax credits to modernize
classrooms, to improve the learning en-
vironment for students, and to end
overcrowding. We owe it to our chil-
dren, we owe it to our future.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Kentucky, and I
yield to the gentleman from Washing-
ton (Mr. BAIRD).

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding to me.

Mr. Speaker, every day when we ad-
dress people in this body, we are sur-
rounded by young people who look
down on us from above and ask what
we are going to do for this educational
system of this country. I would like for
them to look up to us, look up to us be-
cause we have done the right thing. We
have supported education, not just
through our rhetoric but through our
actions. We have supported education
by building schools that this Nation
can be proud of and in which young
people can learn and learn with dig-
nity.

I have come from an area where we
have some of the fastest growing
school districts in Washington State.
Southwest Washington, home of the
Evergreen School District, is experi-
encing extremely rapid growth. In fact,
the growth rate is 4.5 percent a year,
which means that in just over 4 years
we will have 20 percent growth, up to
26,000 students in that school district.

We have over 320 portable classrooms
in this district, portable classrooms,
classrooms not designed to last for
years and years and not designed to
house large numbers of students, but
that is what we are using, and it is a
disgrace.
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I am an original cosponsor of H.R.

996, the School Construction Act, and I
encourage my colleagues to support
this important legislation. It will help
us leverage up to $7.2 billion in local
school construction bonds. It will help
solve the problems that we were sent
here to solve. It is a good bill. It is the
right bill for America. I encourage our
colleagues to support it.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. GON-
ZALEZ).

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding to
me.

Mr. Speaker, as a country, we are in
an enviable position. The United States
is prospering due to a sound economic
policy, low unemployment, and a bal-
anced budget, but we must not rest on
these accomplishments. We must build
and go forward. We must now address
the most important issue facing our
country, the need to improve our edu-
cational system. We have the oppor-
tunity now to invest in our children
and in our futures.

Last year we started down the road
to improving our public school system
by making a commitment to hire
100,000 new teachers at the early grade
levels in an effort to reduce class size.
This will allow us over the next several
years to reduce the national average
class size to 18 students. In addition,
this will ensure that we are providing a
solid foundation in the essential basics
during the crucial early years of child
development.

What the last Congress did not ac-
complish we must accomplish in this
Congress. Our Nation’s schools need to
be modernized and, in many cases, re-
built. As we head towards the 21st cen-
tury, we cannot allow our children to
be forced to learn in dilapidated
schools and in crowded temporary fa-
cilities.

In my home town of San Antonio, I
have visited schools where space is so
limited that teachers’ offices are in
tiny rooms which once served as utility
closets. If we are looking for improved
results, we must afford the best learn-
ing environment for all of our children.
We must, in modernizing schools, con-
tinue to provide them with the ability
to access the Internet, not only as an
educational tool but also as a teacher
training tool.

In addition, we must establish incen-
tives to recruit and maintain highly
qualified teachers, providing increased
support through teacher training in
specific fields of expertise.

The President, in his State of the
Union Address and in his administra-
tion’s budget, has proposed a com-
prehensive program to improve our
public school system. I believe the ad-
ministration’s educational agenda is
headed in the right direction, and I
support the President’s proposal to
provide approximately $22 billion in in-
terest-free funds for school moderniza-
tion.
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These funds will benefit schools in
virtually all of our districts, in some
cases rebuilding schools that were built
before we very first entered the public
school system.

Recently there has been much talk
about a global economy. If we as a
country and our children as the future
leaders of this country are to partici-
pate and prosper from that economy,
we must stop the erosion of the public
school system and work to ensure that
the public school system not only im-
proves but thrives as we enter the 21st
Century.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, just in
closing, I want to thank my colleagues.
We built these schools after World War
II to take care of the G.I. men and
women who came back after fighting
that war. We built them then; we can
build them now. I hope we will build
them.

f

DRUG WAR IN THE UNITED
STATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
REYNOLDS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MICA) is
recognized for 30 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to come before the House tonight to
talk once again about the drug situa-
tion in the United States and the var-
ious questions related to drug policy
that face the United States Congress.

I had the privilege to be named as the
chair of the Subcommittee on Criminal
Justice, Drug Policy and Human Re-
sources of the House of Representa-
tives, which will be charged with both
authorization responsibility as it re-
lates to national drug policy and also
oversight of our drug policy for the
House of Representatives as we begin
to try to fashion a coherent policy for
the United States.

It is my privilege tonight to again
bring to the attention of my fellow
Members of Congress and also the
American people the situation we have
facing us relating to the ravages of ille-
gal narcotics.

It is interesting that, at this hour,
the President of the United States is in
Central America, and he is there be-
cause 9,000 people died in a natural dis-
aster, Hurricane Mitch. It is rightful
that this Nation try to assist those
countries in Central America, other al-
lies and friends, neighbors to the south
who have seen the ravages of a natural
disaster. However, those 9,000 people
killed by a natural disaster do not
equal those killed in the United States
just in 1 year due to the drug abuse
problem and illegal narcotics.

Drug abuse killed, last year in 1998,
14,218 Americans at a cost of $67 bil-
lion. These are the ravages of a war on
drugs that we have been losing, a man-
made disaster that has taken thou-
sands and thousands and thousands of

lives. Just during the time of the Clin-
ton administration, before it expires in
its 8 years, over 100,000 Americans will
die because of drug-related deaths.

In my area in central Florida, and I
brought this little clipping from the
newspaper, this headline of the Orlando
Sentinel, ‘‘Drug deaths top homicides,’’
and this is from the last few weeks of
last year, December 23, 1998, the head-
line disclaiming that, in peaceful cen-
tral Florida, affluent to good economy,
the drug deaths are now topping homi-
cides as a cause of death in our area.
That is why I believe this particular
problem is so important to me.

It is not just central Florida where
we have a problem. A recent DEA re-
port says that close to 4,000 Americans
have died in each of the last 3 years
from heroin-related overdoses. We are
seeing more and more deaths as a re-
sult of high purity, high quality heroin
that is coming into the United States.

Additional statistics should alarm
every Member of Congress and every
American. More than 6 percent of the
population over 12 years of age, 13.9
million people have used drugs within
the past 30 days, according to official
estimates. Rates of use remain highest
among persons age 16 to 25.

What is so devastating about the
headline that I held up, the heroin
deaths in my area, the drug-related
deaths is, most of these are our young
people, young teenagers in many in-
stances who find themselves the vic-
tims of deadly drug overdoses. This age
group is the most affected by the drugs
that we see on the street. In fact, in
our young teenagers, an astounding
fact in the last 6 years, there has been
an 875 percent increase in heroin use by
teenagers, young people, again victims
of high quality heroin and higher
amounts of heroin being imported and
transited into this country.

The use of crack cocaine and powder
cocaine rose gradually in the 1990s as
young people’s views of how dangerous
they were began to erode. In general,
crack use continues to show an upward
drift in the lower grades. Again, these
are among school children in 1998. And
this is another disturbing trend we see
again in a very young group of vulner-
able Americans.

The combination of low price and
high quality has helped drive the num-
ber of heroin users in the United States
from 600,000 to 810,000 in the past 3
years. This is according to the Office of
National Drug Control Policy, and this
is just a recent release of these statis-
tics. Over 210,000 additional heroin
users in the United States in just a
short period of time.

The Office of National Drug Control
Policy also estimates that 59 percent of
the estimated 176 tons of South Amer-
ican cocaine processed in 1998 was
smuggled into the United States
through Mexico. Mexico, in fact, is the
leading smuggler of heroin, meth-
amphetamine, and the base ingredient
for methamphetamine, as well as other
drugs coming into the United States.



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1060 March 9, 1999
We know where heroin is coming

from. We know where cocaine is com-
ing from. We know where methamphet-
amine is coming from. That is why I
was saddened and disappointed in this
administration in, again, certifying the
country of Mexico as fully cooperating
with the United States in eliminating
illegal narcotic production and traf-
ficking when the facts are that Mexico
is producing more heroin than it has
ever produced. That is also according
to our DEA, our Drug Enforcement
Agency.

Additionally, not only are they pro-
ducing more heroin, more hard drugs,
more heroin and more cocaine are
transiting through Mexico in the
United States than any other country.
In fact, it is estimated that between 60
and 70 percent of all the hard narcotics
that enter the United States transit
through Mexico today. That is an
alarming fact.

What is even more disturbing is that,
even given these facts, the administra-
tion again has certified Mexico as fully
cooperating with the United States in
trying to stop trafficking and transit
and production of drugs, as is a simple
request in the law that was passed by
this Congress in 1986.

Now some people would give Mexico
the benefit of the doubt in this situa-
tion. I chaired a subcommittee hearing
recently, and we had in before our sub-
committee the DEA administrator
Tom Constantine. Tom Constantine
testified in our hearing, and he also
testified in the other body, and this is
what he stated. He stated the corrup-
tion among Mexican anti-drug author-
ity was, and let me quote his exact
words, ‘‘unparalleled with anything I
have seen in 39 years of police work.’’

He added that the Mexican Cartel
spends $6 billion a year to bribe Mexi-
can government officials. That is more
than one-third of the total U.S. anti-
drug budget. Now that is they spend $6
million to bribe Mexican officials.

So is Mexico fully cooperating when
our chief drug enforcement officer for
the Nation says he has never seen such
corruption in nearly four decades of po-
lice work? Additionally, the incredible
amount of money that is being spent
for bribes and corruptions.

What disturbs me after the testi-
mony that I heard from Director Con-
stantine was that Mexico has not only
been involved in corruption, and that is
from the lowest level, the policeman on
the street, to the highest level in the
former president’s office, what has
taken place now is narcoterrorism in
its embryonic stages.

What I mean here is that complete
areas of Mexico have been taken over
by narcotraffickers. We know that as a
matter of fact. We have testimony that
says that the Baja Peninsula, the en-
tire western portion of Mexico, south
of the United States and California, is
now run by one of the drug cartels,
completely controlled, completely cor-
rupt, not only corruption where they
have been bribing officials, but now a

corruption far beyond that that deals
with narcoterrorism, patterns that we
have seen in Colombia and other areas
where narcoterrorists have taken over.

What they have done should scare
every Mexican citizen, should scare
every citizen of the United States. Just
a few months ago, they lined up 22 indi-
viduals, women and children, and they
were brutally slain. They have also
taken police officers and slain them,
propped them up in police cars, to use
as an example.

So this fear and intimidation in the
Baja Peninsula is an example of a
country losing control of an entire
state and entire region and again
should be a tremendous concern to we
who share a 2,000 mile border.

In addition to losing the Baja Penin-
sula, we have been told that the Yuca-
tan Peninsula has also been taken over
by narcoterrorists, that the govern-
ment of that state, that Mexican state
is totally corrupt, and also under the
control of international Mexican drug
dealers.

It is rather sad and it is rather ironic
that the President of the United States
would go to Mexico, offer Mexico addi-
tional financial assistance, additional
foreign aid from the United States, and
additional benefits in trade and other
assistance of a good neighbor, inter-
national finance help, when we have,
again, a country which is totally con-
sumed by this narcotrafficking.

Ironically, the conference between
President Zedillo and the President of
the United States and others in that
delegation was held in Merida, which is
the principal city of the Yucatan Pe-
ninsula. In addition to those areas,
other areas were told of Mexico. In the
mountains to the south and west of
Mexico City and entire states and re-
gions are now controlled in a corrupt
and terrorist fashion by narco- terror-
ists.

Again our DEA, administration,
other international observers, and
press accounts document that Mexico
is a country on the edge of being lost.
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How important is it that we get this
situation under control? It is abso-
lutely vital, because, again, we know
exactly where the illegal narcotics are
coming from. They are being both pro-
duced now in Mexico, again larger
quantities of heroin being produced
there, methamphetamine originating
from Mexico and coming into the
United States, transiting into the
United States.

How are they transiting into the
United States? Through open commer-
cial borders. And how did that take
place? Through the United States ex-
tending a trade benefit to the country
of Mexico through NAFTA, through
other trade agreements, to be a good
open trading partner.

So in our effort to extend trade as-
sistance and trade benefits to the coun-
try lying to the south of us, we are now
seeing a dramatic increase, again with

an open, nearly open commercial bor-
der, of hard illegal narcotics into the
United States. Now, what do we get in
return? We get in return a flow of
drugs across the borders that is unpar-
alleled in the history of the United
States.

Now, we have tried our best to be
good partners with our neighbor, Mex-
ico. Two years ago this Congress took
up a resolution of decertification and,
rather than decertify Mexico, we out-
lined about six agenda items that we
would like Mexico to assist us with as,
again, good partners. Having given
them incredible finance benefits, bail-
ing them out; having given them trade
benefits that I have talked about, open-
ing our commercial borders, we asked
for a little bit of help in what we could
see as a tide of illegal narcotics comes
into our country. We outlined on this
floor of the House of Representatives
six simple requests and asked Mexico
to assist with those items.

Let me repeat some of those items,
and, again, all passed by the House of
Representatives some 2 years ago this
month.

First, we asked Mexico to allow our
agents to protect themselves. Our DEA
agents, our drug enforcement agents,
in Mexico, to protect themselves. And
also to authorize appropriate privileges
and immunities for such agents. That
is part of the language here.

What have they done? Actually, they
put a cap on the number of agents. Did
they cooperate? When we found one of
the most incredible scandals of money
laundering and corruption that we
have ever uncovered in the inter-
national scene in Mexico, with Mexican
banking officials, did Mexico cooperate
with the United States in trying to
bring these corrupt Mexican bankers to
justice? No. What they did should be
offensive to every Member of Congress,
everyone in our Federal law enforce-
ment agencies. They threatened to in-
dict our customs officials who uncov-
ered this corruption.

So was anything paid attention to by
Mexico on the first item that we asked
for some 2 years ago? Absolutely no.
Actually, they took offensive action
against the United States. They did
not fully cooperate. In fact, they tried
to block and penalize those involved in
the investigation.

We also asked Mexico to root out cor-
ruption and also to extradite major
drug traffickers.

Now, here we are, in March of 1999,
and what has Mexico done with our
second request, which was to extradite
major drug traffickers? Not one major
drug trafficker has been extradited
from Mexico to the United States. Not
one Mexican national to this day. So
the second item of request, and a very
specific item that this Congress asked
of Mexico, has not been adhered to or
met in any way by Mexico.

The third request, and, again, let me
take these right out of the resolution
that was passed here in the House, we
asked for assistance in securing a mari-
time agreement, a simple maritime
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agreement that would allow us to go
after drug traffickers who were on the
high seas and also in waters as Mexican
nationals.

To date, we have not had a maritime
agreement signed with the country of
Mexico. To my knowledge, there is
only one other country in the entire re-
gion that has not signed a maritime
agreement with the United States, and
that is Haiti.

And that is another sad example of a
failure of this administration, which
spent millions of dollars trying to build
up the judicial system and the institu-
tions in Haiti. Actually, we spent bil-
lions. And those dollars have been
wasted, because there still is total dis-
organization in the Haitian govern-
ment. There is corruption. It also has
turned into a major drug trafficking
area, and they have not even been able
to seat a parliament to sign or agree on
a maritime agreement.

But, again, back to Mexico, we have
a situation where, after repeated re-
quests, Mexico still has not signed a
maritime agreement to help us with
international narcotics trafficking.

Additionally, we asked in this resolu-
tion that Mexico assist with locating
radar to the south. That is a simple re-
quest, because we know drugs
transiting and trafficking through
Mexico are coming in through the pe-
ninsula and it is a simple request to
have them assist us by locating radar
in the south. Have they done that? No,
once again.

Additionally, we asked them to crack
down on corruption. And we have done
everything we can to ask them to go
after officials at the highest level and
the lowest level in Mexico who are in-
volved in illegal narcotics trafficking.

And what are the comments that we
get back? Again, I would defer to our
chief drug enforcement agent when he
says that he has never seen a situation
in four decades so rife with corruption,
a situation where it is almost impos-
sible to trust any agency, where there
is only a handful of people that will as-
sist in any way in the country.

So these are the requests that the
United States Congress made of Mexico
some 2 years ago, asking them to assist
us. Even the other body passed a reso-
lution asking that Mexico assist the
United States. To date, we have not
had a satisfactory response from Mex-
ico in this regard.

At this juncture we are at an impor-
tant point in our deliberations, as far
as the United States House of Rep-
resentatives is concerned, as to what
we do to get Mexico to comply. I per-
sonally would not like to have to de-
certify Mexico, however, a resolution
has been introduced in the House of
Representatives by the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. BACHUS), and he has been
joined by others, and there are more
and more folks in the House that would
like to decertify Mexico.

We held a hearing last week and
asked the General Accounting Office to
report to the Subcommittee on Crimi-

nal Justice, Drug Policy and Human
Resources of the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform about the situation in
Mexico. We asked the GAO to give us
the straight scoop, to tell us what is
going on in Mexico. Do they deserve
certification; are they cooperating?
The GAO testified and summarized
some of the problems with Mexico, and
let me read them for the RECORD.

Number one. Mexico is one of the
largest centers for narcotics-related
business in the world.

Number two. Mexico is still the prin-
cipal transit country for cocaine enter-
ing the United States.

Number three. Mexico is either a pro-
ducer, refiner, or transit point for co-
caine, marijuana, methamphetamine
and heroin.

Number four. Mexico is a major hub
for the recycling of drug proceeds.

Number five. Mexico’s Juarez drug
trafficking organization is as powerful
and as dangerous as Colombia’s
Medellin and Calais cartels used to be.

Number six. Mexico’s poorest border
and the dawning volume of legitimate
cross-border traffic provides nearly
limitless opportunities for the smug-
gling of illicit drugs and the proceeds
of sales of these drugs.

And the seventh item that GAO cov-
ered in reviewing what is taking place
is that several years ago the United
States gave 72 Hughey helicopters and
four C-26 aircraft for narcotics oper-
ations, as a good neighbor, as a friend,
to try to get Mexico to use these in
going after trafficking and eradication
of the crops there. Unfortunately, Mex-
ico has not provided the resources to
keep these helicopters and aircraft fly-
ing, even after a promise of using them
in the future, which they have not done
and not made an effort.

So here we have the testimony from
the General Accounting Office of the
United States which documents very
clearly all the points that I have made
previously in analyzing whether or not
Mexico is fully cooperating with the
United States to do two things, one, to
stop the production of illegal narcotics
and, two, to stop the transiting, and
those are really the cornerstones of the
certification law.

Many folks do not understand, even
those in Congress do not understand,
the certification law. The certification
law is quite simple. It asks those two
things: stop producing drugs; stop
transiting in drugs. The Department of
State and the President must certify to
the Congress that a country is, and the
term is, ‘‘cooperating fully’’ to do
those two things.

Now, what do they get in return if
they cooperate fully? They are cer-
tified as ‘‘fully cooperating’’ and then
are eligible for United States foreign
assistance. So what they get in return
for being certified that they are ‘‘fully
cooperating’’ is United States foreign
assistance in the form of foreign aid, in
the form of trade benefits, and in the
form of international finance support.

So the question before the Congress
in the next few days and few weeks is,

as we conduct this investigation, this
review of who is helping us in this war
on drugs, and particularly the biggest
offender, the biggest source of illegal
narcotics, is Mexico fully cooperating?

The evidence to date does not lead us
to believe that they are fully cooperat-
ing. The evidence to date does not lead
us to believe that they should be cer-
tified as fully cooperating. The evi-
dence is pretty clear to date that Mex-
ico should not receive benefits of the
United States government because
they are not cooperating, because they
are the biggest source of deadly drugs
and narcotics coming into the United
States across our borders from Mexico.

Again, if we review what we re-
quested 2 years ago from the list of re-
quests, can we say that they have co-
operated? The answer is unequivocally
no, they have not cooperated with any
of these requests. They have not been a
good ally. They have not been a good
friend.

And the result, as we saw, is dev-
astating: 14,218 Americans died last
year as a result of drug-related deaths.
Over 100,000 will die. Many more than
died in hurricane Mitch, the natural
disaster that I spoke of as I began my
talk. And they are dying today. They
are dying in this city, in Washington,
D.C.; they are dying in Orlando, Flor-
ida; they are dying in Plano, Texas,
and across our great land.

We have a responsibility to our peo-
ple. We have a responsibility to the
laws that we have passed. We must
hold these countries accountable. We
must find some mechanism to stop
drugs at their source, to stop drugs
where they are trafficking from, and to
make certain that we take this death
and destruction off the streets of the
United States of America.

As chairman of the Subcommittee on
Criminal Justice, Drug Policy and
Human Resources, we will continue our
review, our investigation, and our over-
sight of Mexico’s cooperation with the
United States, and we will find some
mechanism to ensure cooperation. We
will find some mechanism to stop these
illegal narcotics.
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I intend to work with my colleagues
on the other side of the Capitol in an
effort to see again that we bring this
situation under control and that we
hold those responsible accountable and
that we stop this death and destruction
that is at our doorstep, not just in my
hometown but throughout our land and
throughout our Nation. I will continue
to come to the floor every week and
discuss this situation as it relates to
the national narcotics and drug abuse
problem that we have. We will find so-
lutions. Again, I have pledged that.
And to work with those on the other
side of the aisle to find solutions to
this and to my colleagues again down
the hall on the other side of the Cap-
itol.
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TRANSFER OF NUCLEAR TECH-

NOLOGY PUTS NATION AT RISK
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

REYNOLDS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) is recognized for 30 minutes
as the designee of the majority leader.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield to the gentleman from New Mex-
ico.

INTRODUCTION OF RADIATION EXPOSURE
COMPENSATION IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 1999

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. I thank
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROHRABACHER) for yielding.

I rise, Mr. Speaker, to introduce the
Radiation Exposure Compensation Im-
provement Act of 1999. There is a com-
panion bill in the other body authored
by Senator JEFF BINGAMAN of New
Mexico. This bill seeks to compensate
uranium miner victims for their losses.
It also seeks to compensate the millers
and transportation workers who re-
ceived radiation exposure. The Federal
Government was aware of the dangers
and yet it allowed thousands of men to
be exposed to high levels of radiation,
causing death and serious injuries. The
Congress has acted once before on this
issue, but we did not go far enough.
The bill moves us in the right direc-
tion. It moves us in a just direction.

Mr. Speaker, for more than 50 years, the
U.S. Government has ignored a group of its
citizens who are most in need of its attention.

For years, our government asked its citizens
in Arizona, Utah, Colorado and new Mexico—
many of whom lived on the Navajo Reserva-
tion—to serve their country by mining, milling,
and transporting uranium.

For 50 years, these citizens did what was
asked of them. But slowly, Mr. Speaker, over
the years they began to realize that their lives
were changing. More and more of them were
becoming sick. They were developing res-
piratory problems. They were developing can-
cer.

Although the Federal Government had ade-
quate knowledge of the hazards involved in
uranium mining, miners were sent into
inadequatly ventilated mines with little or no
knowledge of the dangers they were being ex-
posed to.

In 1990, Congress realized that something
had to be done. So it passed the Radiation
Exposure Compensation Act (RECA) to com-
pensate underground miners in several of the
states where uranium mining occurred.

Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, we did not go
far enough.

Over the past 9 years, we have learned
much more about the effects of radiation on
our health and communities.

We know now that exposure to radiation
was not limited solely to miners, but to those
who milled and transported the ore.

We know now that exposure to uranium is
responsible for more medical conditions than
originally thought.

And we know now that the devastating ef-
fects of exposure to uranium extends far be-
yond the few states included in the original
law.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for us to make things
right.

That is why today I introduce the Radiation
Exposure Compensation Improvement Act of

1999. This bill has bipartisan support and is
co-sponsored by my colleague from New Mex-
ico, Mr. SKEEN.

The credit for this bill belongs to those activ-
ists who have dedicated their lives to correct-
ing this injustice. This is a companion bill to
legislation introduced in the other body by Mr.
BINGAMAN of New Mexico, and co-sponsored
by the Democratic leader in that body, Mr.
DASCHLE.

First, our legislation expands the geographic
area eligible for compensation to include the
Navajo Reservation. According to a recent
study by the National Cancer Institute, Navajo
children in the 1950s found themselves ex-
posed to extremely high levels of radiation
during the period of heaviest fallout from the
Nevada Test Site.

There are several differences between this
legislation and similar legislation introduced in
this body during the last Congress.

(1) We include transport workers who may
have been exposed to radiation while trans-
porting the uranium away from the mines.

(2) The compensation we provide for the so-
called ‘‘downwinders’’ includes diseases that
were not previously attributed to radiation ex-
posure, and are not included in the House bill.
These include salivary, urinary, colon, brain,
ovarian and male breast cancer. The RECA
improvement bill needs to keep pace with
medical knowledge.

(3) We direct the Secretary of Health and
Human Services, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Energy, to report on the known
health effects to communities where there
were uranium mines and mills. A report on the
status and outcomes of reclamation of ura-
nium mines, mills, and mill tailings is required
along with recommendations for further action.

(4) Finally, we ask the Secretary of HHS to
evaluate access to and quality of diagnostic
health services for all affected populations.

Mr. Speaker, this issue belongs to the peo-
ple. We would not be as far along without the
help of many people from throughout the af-
fected areas. I would like to recognize some of
those individuals.

J.C. Begay, Delegate to the Navajo Nation
Council

Herbert Benally, Churchrock Chapter Presi-
dent

Timothy H. Benally, Sr. Uranium Education
Office

Roxanna Bristow, Colorado Uranium Work-
ers Council

Doug Brugge, Ph.D.
Cibola County, New Mexico County Com-

missioners
Suzan Dawson, Ph.D., University of Utah
Carole Dewey
Leroy Esplain, Office of Navajo Uranium

Workers
Anna Frazier, Dine CARE
Curtis Freeman, Utah Uranium Workers

Council
John Fowler, Navajo Uranium Millers Radi-

ation Victims
Tom Gregory, Albuquerque Miners and Mil-

lers
Phil Harrison, Jr., Navajo Uranium Radiation

Victims Committee
Paul Hicks, New Mexico Uranium Workers

Council
Al Waconda, Laguna-Acoma Coalition for a

Safe Environment
Alexander Thorne, Northern AZ Navajo

Downwinders/Radiation Victims

Hazel Merritt, Utah Navajo DownWinders
Committee

Tommy Reed, Jr., Post ’71 Uranium Miners
The Navajo Nation Council
Melton Martinez, Eastern Navajo Agency &

Western States RECA Coalition
Bill Redmond, Former Member of Congress
Liz Lopez-Rall, Mayor of Milan, New Mexico
Paul Robinson, Ph.D., Southwest Research

and Information Center
Lloyd Totalita, Governor of Acoma Pueblo
Ron Ortiz, City Councilman, Grants, New

Mexico
Gary Madson, Ph.D., University of Utah
Alice May Yazzie, Community Organizer
Ben Shelly, McKinley County, New Mexico

County Commissioner
Kevin Martinez, Esq.
Ken Martinez, New Mexico State Legislator
‘‘Mag’’ Martinez, Vice President of New

Mexico Uranium Workers Council
Bill Snodgrass, Mayor of Grants, New Mex-

ico
Mr. Speaker, this bill to amend the 1990

RECA is the beginning of a long process to
remedy these injustices. It corrects omissions
in the current law and makes the law consist-
ent with current medical knowledge.

The time for us to act is now. The people
of the affected areas deserve no less.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker,
this week shocking information be-
came available to the American people
that cries out for a change in U.S. pol-
icy toward Communist China. Some of
us have long warned about the deadly
transfer of American technology to a
government that is the worst human
rights abuser in the world. The Com-
munist regime in Beijing has long ben-
efited from a policy that ignores its
genocide, its militarism, its abuse of
religious believers and its fundamental
antagonism toward the Western democ-
racies. Now we find that American
technology, developed with billions of
U.S. tax dollars during the Cold War,
intended to deter nuclear strikes
against the United States by the So-
viet Communists, that this awesome
technology has now made its way into
the hands of a regime that hates every-
thing America stands for and is deter-
mined to dominate the 21st century.

Specifically, this weekend the Amer-
ican people, through an investigative
report by the New York Times, found
out that China has made a quantum
leap in modernizing its nuclear missile
force with the help of American tech-
nology and know-how. Beginning last
year, I have come to this floor on nu-
merous occasions, perhaps sounding
like a bellwether in the night, a warn-
ing bell, trying to get people’s atten-
tion that something dreadful was hap-
pening to our national security. I have
done my best to alert my colleagues
and the American people to the danger
that we are now beginning to realize.
What we are talking about is a dicta-
torship that is hostile to the United
States, that is militaristic and expan-
sionist in its policies.

The most recent revelation is that
this Communist Chinese regime has ob-
tained secrets from the Los Alamos nu-
clear weapons laboratory that has per-
mitted them to produce miniaturized
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nuclear warheads that enables them to
deliver a devastating attack against
the United States and its allies. The
Communist Chinese as a result now
have the ability to carry more than
one warhead on their rockets and to
launch nuclear weapons from sub-
marines and other vessels at every
American State and every American
city. This is a nightmare. It is almost
beyond comprehension. It is a night-
mare even more so when we realize
that people like myself and others have
been trying, have been struggling over
these past months, over these past
years, to draw attention to the poten-
tial danger. And now we find out that
not just the Chinese rockets have been
upgraded by American aerospace com-
panies, with the acquiescence of this
administration, these rockets, their ca-
pabilities, and the reliability of those
rockets improved by American tech-
nology, but now we find out that stolen
from us in a sustained and comprehen-
sive espionage effort by the Communist
Chinese, they have managed to steal
from us the very secrets that will per-
mit them to build nuclear weapons
that are of a small enough size to put
in those rockets and to be delivered to
the United States which might cause
the death of tens of millions of Ameri-
cans.

Mr. and Mrs. America, it does not get
much worse than this. The Communist
Chinese have had an ongoing and a sus-
tained espionage campaign targeting
America’s most sensitive weapons
technologies. Our country has been put
in grave jeopardy. The safety of every
man, woman and child in every com-
munity in our land has been put at
risk. The transfer of American nuclear
technology, coupled with the upgrading
of Communist Chinese rockets by
American aerospace corporations, is
the worst betrayal of our country’s
safety since the Rosenbergs. The New
York Times story reported this very
point, that it is the worst betrayal
since the Rosenbergs. In that New York
Times story, this very point was made
by the CIA’s counterintelligence chief.

It is time for us to wake up. It is
time for our outrage to be felt. It is
time for us to change our policies be-
fore a catastrophe happens. What do we
need? Do we need a detonation of a
weapons system that was developed by
the taxpayers of the United States in a
city of the United States by a hostile
power before we wake up?

In short, the transfer of weapons
technology to the Communist Chinese
has been a debacle of historic propor-
tions. This could well shift the balance
of power in the world and change his-
tory, as well, of course, put millions of
Americans at risk. What we have been
able to do in the last decade has been
based on a very fragile balance of
power. We have a rogue nation in Com-
munist China that obviously does not
care about the losing of millions of its
own citizens. Yet we have tried to en-
gage this very same government entity
that controls Communist China, this

dictatorial regime. Instead of drawing
closer to our allies in the Pacific, we
have tried our best to try to draw clos-
er to this Communist regime in the
nonsensical belief that the closer you
get to tyrants would make them less
aggressive and less tyrannical, less
abusive. This has demoralized our
democratic allies in the Pacific, and it
has actually increased the disdain that
the Communist Chinese rulers in Bei-
jing have for the people of the United
States. The more that our people that
represent the United States like Mad-
eleine Albright who was recently in
Beijing, the more they go into the
Communist Party headquarters in that
country and proclaim a belief in human
rights and a belief in democracy, yet
we are unwilling to do anything to
back up those words with deeds in any
way, the more disdain they have for us,
the more they are committed to wiping
out the degenerate Americans who
mouth cliches but have no belief in
anything. It underscores our weakness
to these dictators. Strength of purpose,
strength of protecting our own na-
tional security interests, strength of
protecting the people of the United
States who rely on us, these are the
things that dictators and militarists
understand. They do not understand
sincerity and honesty and laying it all
out and going through some sort of
sensitivity training with these mili-
tarists.

Perhaps the most irksome aspect of
this whole, and I would say debacle,
this whole revelation that our weapons
systems that we paid so dearly for dur-
ing the Cold War to protect our own
country, now having been made avail-
able and put into the hands of Com-
munist Chinese who hate our way of
life, perhaps the most irksome aspect
of this is that the Clinton administra-
tion has for years downplayed this in-
formation and belittled those of us who
were trying to counteract this danger.
This administration has in fact inter-
fered with investigations and under-
mined the efforts of patriotic govern-
ment watchdogs to address this threat.

High level officials told the New
York Times that although the White
House was fully briefed on the scope of
the Communist Chinese espionage
aimed at our country, they were
briefed on this as early as 1997, that the
matter was ignored and even covered
up because it would interfere with the
Clinton administration’s policy of en-
gagement with Communist China.

The chief of intelligence at the De-
partment of Energy, who first discov-
ered the Los Alamos case, this fact
that our most sensitive nuclear labora-
tory had been compromised, he briefed
the National Security Council of the
Clinton administration and the CIA
and he was ordered by senior adminis-
tration officials not to tell Congress
about this grave threat to our security,
to the well-being of our people, because
critics might use his findings to attack
President Clinton’s China policy. Well,
that is certainly true. While we were

complaining that American technology
was being used to upgrade Communist
Chinese rockets and missiles, while we
were complaining that sensitive weap-
ons technology was going into the
hands of the world’s worst human
rights abuser, the Communist Chinese
government, yes, we would liked to
have known that the espionage of the
Chinese Communists had permitted
them to get their hands on the tech-
nology and the information and know-
how they needed to produce miniatur-
ized atomic bombs, and to let my col-
leagues know the magnitude of this,
those miniaturized atomic bombs have
the strength and the power of 10 times
the power and the nuclear capabilities
of the bomb that we dropped on Hiro-
shima, 10 times that destructive power
in these miniaturized weapons. Smaller
atomic bombs could then be put on
rockets, Communist Chinese rockets
that have been increased in their capa-
bility and reliability by American
technology.

As I say, this is catastrophic. It takes
the breath out of one’s lungs to con-
sider the magnitude of the words that
I am saying and the magnitude of that
New York Times report. But that the
Clinton administration knew of this
and continued its efforts to downplay
our attacks on the technology transfer,
it is more than wishful thinking. This
has got to be more than wishful think-
ing. It has got to be looked at as insan-
ity, an insane policy.
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This coverup is of critical national
security information, so we would not
know that the Chinese communists had
gotten their hands on these atomic
weapon secrets. This coverup is of se-
vere consequence to our country be-
cause we in the House of Representa-
tives and in the Senate of the United
States have not now been able to do
our job and watch out for the interests
of our people, which is our job, as well
as that of the President.

To put this in perspective, President
Clinton has insisted on labeling our re-
lationship with the Communist regime
that controls the mainland of China as
a strategic partnership. This insistence
that they call the Communist Chinese
our strategic partners was going on at
a time when his administration had
been briefed of a espionage effort that
had resulted, already resulted, in the
Communist Chinese obtaining these
nuclear weapon secrets that enable
them to put our people in jeopardy.
They are insisting on calling it a stra-
tegic partnership, and when I asked an
administration official what was that
all about, it was strategic partnership
against whom, there was nothing to
say.

Strategic partnership; what does that
mean when we have a partnership with
a country that is the most oppressive
government of the world, the world’s
worst human rights abuser? Does it
mean that we are in partnership
against the democratic government of
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the Philippines where they now are ex-
panding and trying to take over the
Spratly Islands, the islands that are 800
miles off of their shore, but 150 miles
off the Philippines? Is anywhere going
to end a partnership against Japan?
Does it mean we are in a partnership
against Taiwan? How about a partner-
ship against Malaysia or Singapore?
Does it mean that we are in a partner-
ship against the people of China itself?
That we are the partnership with the
regime, the dictators, against those
people who would struggle for democ-
racy, who would struggle for democ-
racy in China itself? How this adminis-
tration can use this word and insist on
using this phraseology knowing that
the Chinese Communist espionage ef-
fort had already acquired our atomic
secrets, knowing that American com-
panies had gone over and improved the
capability of their rockets. Knowing
about the repression that is going on
there, it is beyond me.

I yield to my colleague.
Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I

thank my colleague from California,
and he addresses concerns that have
been on the minds of the American peo-
ple in the wake of revelations that we
first saw, Mr. Speaker, on the pages of
the New York Times, because as my
colleague from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) knows, and indeed, Mr.
Speaker, as you full well know, given
the culture of this particular town and
the way in which certain revelations
are sometimes labeled, it almost seems
as if on the part of some folks in this
town there is a little box that reads: in
case of emergency or a public relations
meltdown, break glass and say every-
body did it and everybody has made
mistakes. But let us reiterate for the
RECORD from the pages of the New
York Times what was reported this
weekend.

Quoting now at the Energy Depart-
ment:

Officials waited more than a year to act on
the FBI’s 1997 recommendations to improve
securities at the weapons laboratories and
restrict the suspect’s access to classified in-
formation.

And even more tellingly, Mr. Speak-
er, the article continues, quoting again
now:

The department’s Chief of Intelligence who
raised the first alarm about the case in 1995
was ordered last year by senior officials not
to tell Congress about his findings because
critics might use them to attack the admin-
istration’s China policies.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Would that be
considered coverup?

Mr. HAYWORTH. What it should be
considered at the very least is out-
rageous behavior that sacrifices the le-
gitimate national and security inter-
ests of the United States to political
designs, and political campaigns and of
public relations effort, quite apart
from policy indeed, as my colleague
from California is aware, and, Mr.
Speaker, as you, too, are well aware.

There is a very interesting book that
has been published and appeared on the

scene entitled Year of the Rat which
talks about allegations, allegations
that now have been borne out by inde-
pendent press inquiries that sadly, Mr.
Speaker, this administration sought
campaign cash not only from American
citizens, as is their want under the law
under legal circumstances, but appar-
ently sought campaign cash from offi-
cials affiliated with the Peoples Lib-
eration Army, so the accounts have
been reported.

‘‘Curiouser and curiouser,’’ said Alice
about such developments, but this is
not Wonderland, this is the real world,
and the future of American security is
at stake.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. To amplify, if I
may reclaim for a moment, on that
point, and again this is a little bit too
horrifying for Americans to com-
prehend. I mean this is one of those
facts that we like not even to think
about. We want to turn off the TV and
pretend it does not exist. But the fact
is that during the last election the top
contributor to the President’s reelec-
tion effort was Bernie Schwartz, who
was the head of Loral Corporation, and
we now have ample evidence that Loral
Corporation was one of the American
aerospace firms that helped upgrade
the capabilities and reliability of Com-
munist Chinese rockets. Couple that
with now this understanding that the
espionage effort by the Communist
Chinese, which was ongoing, had col-
lected these miniaturized atomic
bombs, the ability for the Communist
Chinese to make them, this is the most
heinous betrayal, and who can think
worse?

Mr. HAYWORTH. And, as my col-
league I am sure will agree, Mr. Speak-
er, it is incumbent upon this House, if
no one else, especially at the other end
of Pennsylvania Avenue, will act as a
steward of national security, it is in-
cumbent upon this House, if the White
House will not release the findings of
the COX Select Committee in its re-
port, it is incumbent upon this House
to go into closed session and to vote
out that report so that every American
can understand the extent to which our
security may have been compromised.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. It is beyond be-
lief that we have a report by the COX
Select Committee into this ongoing
systematic espionage by the Com-
munist Chinese as well as the transfer
of technology over the recent years and
that that report, the Communist Chi-
nese know what they got from us, our
government now knows what they got
from us. The only people who do not
know are the American people.

And during this time period, as I say,
while the American people are being
kept in the dark about something that
is threatening the lives of their chil-
dren, and their families, and their com-
munities, this administration contin-
ues to call the Communist Chinese our
strategic partners. This is beyond, as I
say, beyond comprehension.

Then by the way, even after the
White House was alerted to the scope

and the magnitude of the Chinese nu-
clear weapons build up and the transfer
and the theft of American technology,
the White House continued its efforts
to loosen the controls of the sale and
the other forms of transfer of dual-use
weapons technology from American
corporations to Communist China.

Just the other day we had a major
vote in the Committee on Inter-
national Relations on this issue, and
the administration was proposing what
I considered a loophole, and a way for
getting more weapons technology. In-
deed there was civilian applications for
these technologies, but they were
clearly weapons-related technologies
as well, setting up some sort of a loop-
hole for them to get into China.

And last summer, when President
Clinton was in Beijing meeting with
Communist Chinese, the Chinese mili-
tary successfully tested. While he was
in Beijing, they tested the first time a
motor for their new DF–31 missile, a
missile that will enable them to hit the
United States with a nuclear attack
from the mainland of China. This hap-
pened while the President was there.
The President was alerted to this, and
yet there was no indication that he
raised this issue with his hosts.

What are the Communist Chinese to
think? We give them these platitudes
about human rights, and then we have
nothing to back it up, there is no ac-
tion at all taken to back it up, that we
insist on a change in their policy. They
must mean we do not believe in that.
And then we are there at a time when
the President of the United States is
there with them, they are conducting a
weapons test, making a mockery of his
visit, and the President does not have
the courage to bring this up? No won-
der they hold us in disdain.

I yield to the gentleman from Ari-
zona.

Mr. HAYWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague from California for
yielding, and, Mr. Speaker, I would
point out the comments of the major-
ity leader in the other body on this
Hill, Senator LOTT saying in a tele-
vised interview this weekend that in
the wake of these revelations concern-
ing China, and technology transfers
and espionage in the nuclear field that
it is entirely reasonable, prudent and
proper for this Congress to reevaluate
whether the People’s Republic of China
should gain admission to the World
Trade Organization. Mr. Speaker, what
should be understood by the Com-
munist Chinese is that provocative ac-
tions carry consequences.

If my friend would indulge me, a per-
sonal recollection in my first term.
The Counsel General of the Chinese
Embassy from Los Angeles paid a visit
to Arizona, and he said, paraphrasing:
‘‘We want to be friends.’’ And I said to
him, ‘‘Good, let us speak as friends.’’ It
is extremely disturbing to hear the bel-
licose statements of the Chinese de-
fense minister who threatens our main-
land in the wake of a crisis involving
Taiwan and Formosa by saying, quote:
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We believe the Americans value Los Ange-

les much more than they value Taiwan.

I asked him, and I would ask all in
this body and all within the sound of
my voice, especially our friends, Mr.
Speaker, from the PRC who may be
monitoring this, how else do we inter-
pret those remarks other than a
threat?

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Reclaiming my
time for a moment, that was clearly a
veiled threat, if not an unveiled threat,
and what was it made over? Why were
they threatening us? They were threat-
ening us because we were standing be-
tween them and intimidating the peo-
ple on Taiwan not to hold free elec-
tions. They were involved with an act
of aggression upon people who were
trying to conduct a free election.

So now we have in the United States,
we have a government that has de-
clared the Communist Chinese our
strategic partners and continue to do
so even after they have made threats
to blow up Los Angeles, even after they
have conducted aggression in the
Spratly Islands and in the South China
Sea against the democratic countries
and with the knowledge, as we know
now from this New York Times report,
that the Communist Chinese were in
the midst of obtaining sensitive atomic
secrets that we had paid for to build
their own nuclear weapons and that we
and American aerospace companies
with the acquiescence of this adminis-
tration had been, as my colleagues
know, upgrading Communist Chinese
rockets’ reliability, and their effective-
ness and their capabilities.

What message are we sending to the
Communist Chinese, what message are
we sending to our democratic allies?
No wonder why the Chinese are becom-
ing more aggressive and disdain the
Clinton administration when the Clin-
ton administration tries to warn them
about anything. There is nothing that
that administration can say that will
be taken seriously by these militarists
in Beijing when they know that our ad-
ministration knows about these vile
acts and these threats against us.

Mr. HAYWORTH. I would simply add,
Mr. Speaker, my colleague, that those
who watch around the world, Mr.
Speaker, would do well to remember
that ours is a constitutional republic
with a Chief Executive who is, quite
correctly, our commander in chief. But
they should understand a lesson that
ofttimes escapes them in terms of the
nuances of the big picture, and it is
this. This Congress constitutionally is
charged with oversight. When it comes
to our national security, when it comes
to the well-being of this American Na-
tion, when it comes to our legitimate
concerns overseas, it is this Congress
which maintains oversight of the Exec-
utive Branch, and those who feel they
can inject themselves into the Amer-
ican political system with campaign
contributions and other forms of influ-
ence and somehow change our policy,
while there may be evidence of that oc-
curring sadly, it will change.

The American people deserve nothing
less than a government that deals with
them honestly and protects them.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Let me reclaim
my time so we know the administra-
tion will try to fuzzy this issue by
claiming that some of these thefts that
we are talking about started during the
Reagan years. And let me be very spe-
cific when they were making this at-
tempt to cloud this issue.

During Ronald Reagan’s term of of-
fice I was working in the White House.
During that time period there was a
strong democracy movement building
in Communist China, and, yes, we co-
operated with the Communist Chinese
in order to split them away from the
Russians, a tactic that ended the Cold
War. But at the same time we pushed
for democracy.
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We did not give meaningless plati-
tudes to requests for democracy and
human rights, and there was a thriving
democracy movement that we thought
could well take over China. We thought
it was irreversible at the time, and it
was not until the massacre at
Tiananmen Square that that optimism
should have been reversed.

The fact is that we could well have
had a democratic country in China by
now, but what happened was during
those years some of this information
the communists were able to steal from
us but we realized that the government
itself in China may be undermined by
the democratic movement there.

There was an excuse for having
looser controls at a time when com-
munist China was becoming more
democratic. After Tiananmen Square,
when they massacred the human rights
workers and the democratic movement,
there is no excuse as the country, as
communist China, slid further into
militarism, into tyranny and into hos-
tile positions to the United States of
America. So, thus, during the Reagan
years, yes, some problems happened,
but during the Clinton years, when
there was no excuse whatsoever be-
cause the democracy movement had
been annihilated and in fact the human
rights report last year of the Clinton
administration noted that there has
been a substantial decline in human
rights even from last year, which was
already on the way down, that there
was no excuse for this administration
to try to cover up the wrongdoing of
that regime and no excuse for them to
cover up the threat that that regime
was putting itself in to threaten our
well-being and our security by upgrad-
ing their own military capabilities, es-
pecially in their weapons of mass de-
struction.

So I would hope that my colleagues
and the American people are not con-
fused, intentionally confused, by this
administration in an attempt to shuck
the responsibility and to throw off the
responsibility. For the fact that our
country has been put in terrible jeop-
ardy, at a time when they knew the

facts, when China was becoming more
totalitarian, when they had been
briefed on this threat, they continued
to belittle those of us who were calling
attention and sounding the alarm.
f

THE GREATER MIAMI JEWISH
FEDERATION’S SUPER SUNDAY
PHONATHON

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
continuing on its long tradition of
service to all of us in the south Florida
area, the Greater Miami Jewish Fed-
eration will hold its annual super Sun-
day phonathon this coming weekend,
and this charitable event unites volun-
teers from throughout our area in an
effort to raise the funds to provide nec-
essary services to the many needy indi-
viduals in south Florida, but it extends
even wider, to Israel and 60 other coun-
tries throughout the world.

As in past years, hundreds of volun-
teers will help raise funds that will be
destined to programs that will provide
free hot meals to poor elderly in our
community who otherwise might go
hungry. It will also assist youngsters
learn more about the Jewish experi-
ence through educational programs
that it offers. Moreover, Jewish refu-
gees will be assisted with the funds
through a resettlement program that
aims to help these displaced persons
begin a new life free of persecution
from their native homelands.

The Greater Miami Jewish Federa-
tion of south Florida has become a
source of pride and support for all of us
in south Florida, but in particular to
those who are needy. For decades, it
has been the leading community activ-
ist organization that has served the
less fortunate. The work of this out-
standing organization is an example of
how the private sector can help the less
fortunate in the community at a time
of dwindling government resources,
and they do so with great effectiveness.

I congratulate the Greater Miami
Jewish Federation on its continuing ef-
forts to help the poor in our commu-
nity and wish them the best of success
to all of those involved in this worth-
while event, and I urge all of our south
Florida community to come out this
super Sunday and become one of the
many volunteers helping the Greater
Miami Jewish Federation in its very
successful phonathon.
f

TODAY WE HAVE AN ECONOMY
THAT IS EXPLODING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. SCARBOROUGH) is recognized
for 30 minutes.

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. Speaker, I
have got to say, I was running across
the road today and coming over to
speak in this House Chamber and saw a
blizzard outside and one of the people



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH1066 March 9, 1999
that I spoke to asked me, they said,
what do you think about the ground-
hog now?

I said, well, I am not real pleased
with the groundhog’s prediction, and
this person suggested that the ground-
hog that predicted that we would have
no more winter should be taken out
and shot.

I suggested, though, that maybe we
should not be so tough on the ground-
hog for this faulty prediction as Wash-
ington is receiving its toughest winter
storm of the year, because of the fact
that sometimes in Washington, D.C.
politicians and economists are not
much better with their predictions.

I remember 4 years ago when we first
came up to Washington, D.C. I heard
over and over again that this govern-
ment could not balance its budget and
that our plan to restore fiscal respon-
sibility and fiscal sanity to the way
that Congress and Washington and the
White House ran its business, I heard
that we could not get it done.

Let us look at what happened 4 years
later. Today we have an economy that
is exploding. Some say that it is an
economy that is stronger than any
American economy ever before, and
there are a lot of people that are lining
up, taking credit and assigning respon-
sibility to these great economic times.

It is very important that we remem-
ber, back over the 4 years, about what
we did and what sacrifices we took to
make America as strong as it is going
into the new millennium.

Mr. Speaker, I remember when I first
ran for Congress in 1994 talking about
the need of balancing the budget, talk-
ing about the need for Americans to
have a government that handled their
checkbook as well as Americans han-
dled their checkbook at home, because
if we have a Federal Government that
continued and continued to spend more
money than it took in, it would not
only damage our credibility here in
Washington, it would also damage our
children’s possibility of pursuing the
American dream that we were all able
to pursue in our life.

When I first got to Washington, D.C.,
the deficit was at $300 billion and the
debt was approaching $5 trillion. Now,
we throw out numbers. Everybody
loves throwing out numbers in Wash-
ington, D.C., and few people really un-
derstand what those numbers mean,
but I can say this, what a $300 billion
deficit meant was that interest rates
were up because the markets were jit-
tery.

I remember getting elected, coming
here and talking about how we were
going to balance the budget in 7 years,
and I remember how the President and
the liberals in his administration and
the liberals in this House said that bal-
ancing the budget was irresponsible
and saying that it would destroy the
economy.

In fact, they said balancing the budg-
et in 7 years would wreck the United
States economy, cause the markets to
collapse and cause widespread unem-
ployment and recession.

Let us look just 5 years later and see
what our results were. We now have a
Dow Jones average that was not at 3900
like it was when we first got here but
is now at 9500. We have unemployment
rates that are lower than they have
been in years and years, and we have
an economy that is growing at a faster
rate than ever before, and it is all be-
cause we were able to discipline our-
selves to do what we ask every middle
class American to do, and that is spend
only as much money as you take in.

So what did Alan Greenspan say back
in 1995? He actually came to the Com-
mittee on the Budget, chaired by the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. KASICH), and
he said if the Republicans are serious
about balancing the budget, and if they
pass this plan to balance the budget, I
will predict that interest rates will
drop and the economy will grow at a
faster rate than it has since the end of
World War II.

That is what the chairman of the
Federal Reserve Board said, Alan
Greenspan. All the while I love hearing
columnists and pundits and pollsters
saying, you cannot do it; Washington
cannot balance its budget. It sounded
like what people said about me when I
first ran for Congress 4 years ago. They
told me there was no way I could win.
Well, I learned then, never say never.

We learned in the budget fight, some-
times you just kind of have to turn off
your hearing aid to these pollsters and
pundits, because if they were right all
along we would have never even tried
to balance the budget.

Now, of course, 4 years later every-
body is lining up and saying what a
great job they did, but it is important
for us to remember who was for the
balanced budget and who fought it, and
what philosophy was underlying those
of us who supported the balanced budg-
et plan.
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And what philosophy underlies those
people that opposed the balanced budg-
et plan? Let us start with the people
that were against it. Unfortunately,
the administration and the people on
the left of this Chamber had a govern-
ment and had a Congress that they
controlled for 40 years, and for 40 years
they believed in bigger government,
more oppressive taxes, and less free-
dom for Americans.

In fact, we saw deficits explode well
up into $300 billion, and the way they
proposed bringing the deficit down was
by raising America’s taxes. In fact, in
1993, they passed the largest single tax
increase in the history of this great re-
public, and believed that they could
not cut government spending. Well, we
believed otherwise, and we still believe
otherwise, that the Federal Govern-
ment spends too much of American
taxpayers’ dollars. But taxes kept ex-
ploding. We came in and tried to cut
them down; we passed some tax cuts,
but all along the administration has
fought us and the liberals have fought
us time and time again. Now, they say

they are for tax cuts, but when push
comes to shove, they just will not pro-
pose them.

Why is that? It is because at the
heart of their philosophy, at the heart
of the philosophy that ran Washington
for 40 years, they believe that big gov-
ernment is the solution. We believe,
Mr. Speaker, that the big hearts of
America, that the communities of
America, that the families and individ-
uals in America are the ones who
should make the decision on how to
spend their money.

I remember right after the President
left Washington a few weeks ago, he
went up to Buffalo, and up in Buffalo,
he spoke to a crowd about tax cuts, and
he was highly critical of Republicans’
plans to cut America’s taxes. What the
President said I think really, really
was insightful and revealing in that it
offered us a very small window into his
core beliefs regarding government. Be-
cause the President has been very good
lately engaging in what he calls tri-
angulation, taking Republican issues
and trying to make them his own with-
out really doing anything significant
on it. But the President said to this
crowd in Buffalo, sure, we can do what
the Republicans are proposing to do.
We could cut your taxes, let you keep
more of your money and hope you
spend your money wisely. But the
President went on to say that this just
could not be so because Americans
might spend their money irresponsibly.

I think therein lies the difference,
therein really is the crux of the prob-
lem of big government liberalism.
There is this belief that politicians and
bureaucrats in Washington, D.C. know
how to spend Americans’ money better
than Americans. There is also a belief
that Washington bureaucrats and poli-
ticians know how to teach our children
better than we do, and there is also a
belief that Washington politicians and
bureaucrats know how to run our com-
munities better than we do.

Mr. Speaker, this is a philosophy of
the past. In much the same way that
socialism has collapsed across the
globe throughout the latter half of the
20th century, I believe that this more
refined American version of socialism
that started some time back will soon
collapse as we enter the new millen-
nium. Why? Because we are a Nation of
individuals. We have always been a Na-
tion of individuals, and in this new
generation and this new millennium
that we are about to enter, the tech-
nologies that are going to free us will
make us more individualistic and make
us more free, and make us less reliant
on an oppressive, centralized State.

It is about freedom. It is about the
freedom of Americans to work as hard
as they want to work without the fear
of being punished by Washington, D.C.
It is about the belief that Americans
can school their children the way they
want to school their children, without
bureaucrats in the Department of Edu-
cation coming in and oppressing them.
It is about the belief that in America,
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a young entrepreneur can still start
with $5,000 in his garage and begin a
company that grows into a huge orga-
nization like Microsoft.

Only in America can that still hap-
pen.

Unfortunately, only in America do
we find a Federal Government that is
so opposed to this entrepreneurial spir-
it. Why, the Justice Department has
been hammering against Microsoft
over the past months and years, be-
cause Microsoft works. Just like cap-
ital gains taxes continue to go up, be-
cause these people who are the most
productive are the ones that our Fed-
eral Government punishes.

My gosh, ask anybody in Seattle,
Washington what this little start-up
company that started with 2 men and
$5,000 in a garage has meant to the
economy, not only of the Pacific
Northwest, not only of America, but of
the world. And yet all they get is har-
assment from the Federal Government
and a Justice Department that should
be spending more time looking at how
the Chinese influenced the 1996 presi-
dential elections than how one or two
young men’s dreams created a com-
pany and a force that has literally
changed western civilization and east-
ern civilization.

But only in America. Only in Amer-
ica do we say to people that dare to go
out and work hard, if you work hard,
we are going to tax you hard. And if
you work harder, and if you create
more jobs and more opportunity and
more wealth and more hope for all
Americans, we are going to punish you
more. You are going to pay more in
capital gains taxes. And heaven forbid,
if you are a mother and a father that
starts a mom and pop store, or own a
farm, you get your hands down in the
dirt everyday and work hard every sin-
gle day of your adult life, with the
hopes of one day passing this dream on
to your children, in America we say,
good for you, just do not die. Because
when you die, we are going to tax you
55 percent on all of your property, on
all of your property that we have al-
ready taxed 8 or 9 times while you were
alive, and we will make it impossible
for your children to take your family
business and to take your family farm
and to support themselves and to sup-
port their children.

That does not make sense. The death
tax does not make sense, Mr. Speaker.
The capital gains tax that punishes
creativity and punishes job growth
does not make sense. Mr. Speaker,
something else that does not make
sense is a tax system that makes mid-
dle class American families making be-
tween $40,000 and $60,000 pay 28 percent
of their income to the Federal Govern-
ment. I have no idea why we cannot
move that bracket up to have people
making from $40,000 to $65,000 pay in a
tax bracket of 15 percent. How much
money will be lost to the Federal Gov-
ernment that it cannot do without?
How much money of hard-working
Americans does the Federal Govern-

ment need to continue to grow its oper-
ations? How much more money are we
going to raise in taxes from the sweat
and the toil of middle class Americans?

Mr. Speaker, I hear the tired, worn-
out arguments of class warfare every
single week that I take to this House
floor, and I know this. I know the sim-
ple truth of Abraham Lincoln that one
cannot punish the wage-maker without
hurting the wage-earner. But that is
what our government does.

I also know that we cannot continue
to allow this Federal Government to
grow and grow and grow without de-
stroying the economy. We have learned
the lessons of 1995 and 1996 to find our-
selves in 1999 with an exploding econ-
omy. Sure, cutting taxes helps the
economy grow, but cutting government
spending also helps the economy grow,
and we have learned that lesson. And
to hear people take to the floor from
the extreme left talking about the
spade of new government programs
they want to start to help Americans
makes one scratch one’s head and won-
der, where have they been the past 4
years? Because they had a chance for 40
years to balance the budget and they
did not do it. They had their chance in
1995 to help conservatives balance the
budget. They did not do it. They had
the chance in 1996 to climb on board
and help us balance the budget. They
did not do it. And they have a chance
in 1999 to help us stay on the road, to
stay within the budget caps, to balance
the budget. The question is, will they
do it?

Mr. Speaker, I hope they will, but I
have to say, the past 40 years does not
offer us much hope.

Mr. Speaker, I recall coming here,
being shown this wonderful House
Chamber by a Member of the House,
and he took out his voting card and it
has a picture, the voting card has a pic-
ture on it and you slip it in the back of
one of these seats and one’s vote is
automatically recorded. And he showed
it to me and he says, Joe, this is our $5
trillion credit card. And he laughed a
little laugh, as did I.

Mr. Speaker, if we think about it, it
is not really that funny, because that
$5 trillion, now $5.4 trillion that this
government has spent into the red is
$5.4 trillion that we borrowed from our
children and from our children’s chil-
dren. We are now told that if we are re-
sponsible; in fact, the CBO, the Con-
gressional Budget Office says if we do
nothing but be responsible and live by
the Balanced Budget Act, we will see
the end of that $5 trillion debt in the
next 15 years.

Mr. Speaker, that is something worth
fighting for. Certainly something that
provides hope not only to my 2 boys in
Pensacola, Florida, but to children
across this country, to parents that
hope for a better life, and for immi-
grants that come from other shores
coming to America. That city that
Ronald Reagan talked about shining
brightly on the HILL for all the world
to see, that is the hope. If only we in

this House and Members in the Senate
and people in the administration un-
derstand that we gave our word in 1997
with the Balanced Budget Act, and now
is not the time, nor is it the place, for
us to break our word.
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If we spend one cent more than we
promised to spend in 1997, that is one
cent too much, because that is a viola-
tion of our word to the American peo-
ple, and most importantly, to our-
selves.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that we in
Washington can get by on less so
Americans can get by with more. I be-
lieve, like Thomas Jefferson, that the
government that governs least governs
best. I believe, in the words of James
Madison, that we have staked the en-
tire future of the American civiliza-
tion, not upon the power of govern-
ment but upon the power of the Amer-
ican people.

It is time for us to renew our vow and
our pledge, not only to the Balanced
Budget Act of 1997, but to the vision
and the wisdom and the courage of the
George Washingtons and the Thomas
Jeffersons and the Ben Franklins and
the James Madisons, and to those great
patriots that fought so fiercely for all
Americans’ liberties over 222 years ago.

Mr. Speaker, if we are true to our
word and true to their memory, then I
know that the next century will also be
the next great American century.

f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PROVID-
ING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 800, EDUCATION FLEXIBIL-
ITY PARTNERSHIP ACT OF 1999

Mr. DREIER, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 106–46) on the resolution (H.
Res. 100) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 800) to provide for edu-
cation flexibility partnerships, which
was referred to the House Calendar and
ordered to be printed.

f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. BILBRAY (at the request of Mr.
ARMEY) for today, on account of per-
sonal reasons.

Mr. DIXON (at the request of Mr. GEP-
HARDT) for today through March 11, on
account of official travel.

Mrs. MALONEY of New York (at the
request of Mr. GEPHARDT) for today, on
account of bad weather.

Mr. REYES (at the request of Mr. GEP-
HARDT) for today through March 11, on
account of official business.

Ms. SANCHEZ (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today, on account of of-
ficial business.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi (at the
request of Mr. GEPHARDT) for today, on
account of bad weather.
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SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. NORTON) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. FORD, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. NADLER, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. SANDERS, for 5 minutes, today.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. FOSSELLA) to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:)

Mr. ARMEY, for 5 minutes, on March
10.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, on March 15.

Mr. MILLER of Florida, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. SCARBOROUGH, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. BILIRAKIS, for 5 minutes, on
March 10.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. FOSSELLA, for 5 minutes, today.
f

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 5 o’clock and 32 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, March 10, 1999, at
10 a.m.
f

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

942. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting a Department’s report entitled
‘‘Country Reports on Human Rights Prac-
tices for 1998,’’ pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2151n(d);
to the Committee on Appropriations.

943. A letter from the President and Chair-
man, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a
statement with respect to transactions in-
volving U.S. exports to various overseas en-
tities, pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 635(b)(3)(i); to
the Committee on Banking and Financial
Services.

944. A letter from the Attorney Advisor,
National Highway Traffic Safety Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Consumer Information Regulations; Utility
Vehicle Label [Docket No. NHTSA–98–3381,
Notice 2] (RIN: 2127–AG53) received March 8,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Commerce.

945. A letter from the Executive Director,
Committee For Purchase From People Who
Are Blind Or Severely Disabled, transmitting
the Committee’s final rule—Procurement
List Additions and Deletions—received
March 8, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform.

946. A letter from the Secretary of Com-
merce, transmitting a report about grants
authorized by the Anadromous Fish Con-
servation Act of 1965; to the Committee on
Resources.

947. A letter from the General Counsel, Ex-
ecutive Office for Immigration Review, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Motion to Reopen:
Suspension of Deportation and Cancellation
of Removal [EOIR No. 121F; AG ORDER No.]
(RIN: 1125–AA23) received March 8, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

948. A letter from the Register of Copy-
rights, Library of Congress, transmitting a
schedule of proposed new copyright fees and
the accompanying analysis; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

949. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting the 1998
Annual Report of the Visiting Committee on
Advanced Technology of the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology (NIST),
pursuant to Public Law 100—418, section
5131(b) (102 Stat. 1443); to the Committee on
Science.

950. A letter from the Regulatory Policy
Officer, Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms, transmitting the Bureau’s final
rule—Establishment of the San Francisco
Bay Viticultural Area and the Realignment
of the Boundary of the Central Coast
Viticultural Area (97–242) [T.D. ATF–407; Re:
Notice No. 856] (RIN: 1512–AA07) received
February 3, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

951. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Division, Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms, transmitting the Bureau’s final
rule—Procedures for the Issuance, Denial,
and Revocation of Certificates of Label Ap-
proval, Certificates of Exemption From
Label Approval, and Distinctive Liquor Bot-
tle Approvals (93F–029P) [TD ATF–406 Re:
Notice No. 815 and Notice No. 819] (RIN: 1512–
AB34) received January 27, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

952. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Children and Families, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Child Support
Enforcement Program; State Plan Approval
and Grant Procedures, State Plan Require-
ments, Standards for Program Operations,
Federal Financial Participation Audit and
Penalty (RIN: 0970–AB81) received February
8, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

953. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting notification of intent to obli-
gate funds for an additional program pro-
posal for purposes of Nonproliferation and
Disarmament Fund activities; jointly to the
Committees on Appropriations and Inter-
national Relations.

954. A letter from the Director, Congres-
sional Budget Office, transmitting a paper
that reviews the activities of the Congres-
sional Budget Office during 1998; jointly to
the Committees on Rules and the Budget.

955. A letter from the Secretary of Health
and Human Services, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Medicare and Medic-
aid Programs: Reporting Outcome and As-
sessment Information Set (OASIS) Data as
Part of the Conditions of Participation for
Home Health Agencies [HCFA–3006–IFC]
(RIN: 0938–AJ10) received February 3, 1999,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); jointly to
the Committees on Ways and Means and
Commerce.

956. A letter from the Secretary of Health
and Human Services, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule—Medicare and Medic-
aid Programs: Comprehensive Assessment
and Use of the OASIS as Part of the
Conditions of Participation for Home Health
Agencies [HCFA–3007–F] (RIN: 0938–AJ11) re-
ceived February 3, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.

801(a)(1)(A); jointly to the Committees on
Ways and Means and Commerce.

957. A letter from the Secretary of Health
and Human Services, transmitting a study
and Report to Congress on the effectiveness
and appropriateness of current mechanisms
for surveying and certifying renal dialysis
facilities for compliance with the Medicare
conditions and requirements of section
1881(b) of the Social Security Act; jointly to
the Committees on Ways and Means and
Commerce.

f

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. GEKAS: Committee on the Judiciary.
H.R. 808. A bill to extend for 3 additional
months the period for which chapter 12 of
title 11 of the United States Code is reen-
acted; with amendments (Rept. 106–45). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union.

Ms. PRYCE of Ohio: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 100. Resolution providing
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 800) to pro-
vide for education flexibility partnerships
(Rept. 106–46). Referred to the House Cal-
endar.

f

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:

By Mr. FORBES:
H.R. 1030. A bill to establish a commission

to study the airline industry and to rec-
ommend policies to ensure consumer infor-
mation and choice; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. HASTINGS of Washington:
H.R. 1031. A bill to direct the Secretary of

the Interior, acting through the Bureau of
Reclamation, to take certain actions to pro-
tect the White Bluffs, located on the Colum-
bia River in the State of Washington; to the
Committee on Resources.

By Mr. BARR of Georgia (for himself,
Mr. DELAY, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. YOUNG
of Alaska, Mr. GOODE, Mr. COLLINS,
Mr. BARCIA, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. BUR-
TON of Indiana, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr.
PICKERING, Mr. BASS, Mr. SWEENEY,
Mr. BLUNT, Mr. HALL of Texas, Mr.
NORWOOD, Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr.
ISAKSON, Mrs. CHENOWETH, Mr.
HAYWORTH, Mr. SKEEN, Mr. STEARNS,
Mr. LATHAM, Mr. WATKINS, Mr. LIN-
DER, Mr. TANCREDO, and Mr. HEFLEY):

H.R. 1032. A bill to prohibit civil liability
actions from being brought or continued
against manufacturers, distributors, dealers,
or importers of firearms or ammunition for
damages resulting from the misuse of their
products by others; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BEREUTER (for himself, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. HILL of Montana,
Mr. POMEROY, and Mr. BACHUS):

H.R. 1033. A bill to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of the bicentennial of the LEWIS and
Clark Expedition, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Banking and Financial
Services.

By Mr. BLILEY (for himself and Mr.
SCOTT):

H.R. 1034. A bill to declare a portion of the
James River and Kanawha Canal in Rich-
mond, Virginia, to be nonnavigable waters of
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the United States for purposes of title 46,
United States Code, and the other maritime
laws of the United States; to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. BOEHLERT (for himself, Mr.
BORSKI, Mr. BAKER, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr.
HORN, Mr. NADLER, Mr. BASS, Mrs.
TAUSCHER, Mrs. KELLY, Mr.
LATOURETTE, Mr. QUINN, Mr.
GILCHREST, Mrs. MORELLA, and Mr.
GILMAN):

H.R. 1035. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Transportation to carry out a pilot program
to promote the use of inherently low-emis-
sion vehicles at airports and to promote the
construction of infrastructure facilities to
accommodate such vehicles; to the Commit-
tee on Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mrs. CAPPS (for herself, Mr.
GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr.
FARR of California, Ms. ESHOO, Ms.
PELOSI, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. HINCHEY,
Mr. PALLONE, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Ms.
LOFGREN, Mr. FILNER, Mr. BERMAN,
Mr. MATSUI, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr.
SHERMAN, Mr. THOMPSON of Califor-
nia, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. STARK, Ms. LEE,
Mr. BILBRAY, Ms. WATERS, Mr. DIXON,
Ms. RIVERS, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, Mrs. MINK of Hawaii,
Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA, and Mr. UNDER-
WOOD):

H.R. 1036. A bill to amend the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf Lands Act to direct the Sec-
retary of the Interior to cease mineral leas-
ing activity on submerged land of the Outer
Continental Shelf that is adjacent to a coast-
al State that has declared a moratorium on
such activity, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Resources.

By Ms. DEGETTE (for herself, Mr.
BLAGOJEVICH, Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode
Island, Mr. ENGEL, Mrs. MALONEY of
New York, Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mrs.
TAUSCHER, Mr. TOWNS, Ms. CARSON,
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr.
DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. BARRETT of Wis-
consin, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Ms.
PELOSI, Mr. WEINER, Mr. NADLER, Mr.
PASCRELL, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
WEXLER, Mr. WAXMAN, and Ms. NOR-
TON):

H.R. 1037. A bill to ban the importation of
large capacity ammunition feeding devices,
and to extend the ban on transferring such
devices to those that were manufactured be-
fore the ban became law; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey:
H.R. 1038. A bill to establish a regional in-

vestments for national growth program to
identify and fund metropolitan regional
transportation projects that are essential to
the national economy but exceed State and
regional financial capacity; to the Commit-
tee on Transportation and Infrastructure.

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas (for
himself, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. RAMSTAD,
Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. HOUGHTON, Mr.
MCNULTY, Ms. DUNN, Mr. HULSHOF,
Mr. FOLEY, Mr. KLECZKA, Mr.
CUNNINGHAM, Mr. LUTHER, Mr. SHOWS,
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr.
FROST, Mr. DOOLEY of California, Mr.
MEEHAN, Mr. TALENT, Ms. LOFGREN,
Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. GOSS, Mr. COBURN, Ms.
PRYCE of Ohio, Mr. BENTSEN, Mr.
HOSTETTLER, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr.
SANDLIN, Mrs. CAPPS, and Mr. PAUL):

H.R. 1039. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for a medical in-
novation tax credit for clinical testing re-
search expenses attributable to academic
medical centers and other qualified hospital

research organizations; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. ARMEY (for himself, Mr. GOOD-
LING, Mr. SMITH of Michigan, Mrs.
CHENOWETH, Mr. NORWOOD, and Mr.
HALL of Texas):

H.R. 1040. A bill to promote freedom, fair-
ness, and economic opportunity for families
by reducing the power and reach of the Fed-
eral establishment; to the Committee on
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Rules, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. LARGENT (for himself, Mr.
HALL of Texas, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr.
ARMEY, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. BARTLETT of
Maryland, Mr. BARTON of Texas, Mr.
BILIRAKIS, Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. BLILEY,
Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. BRYANT, Mr.
BURR of North Carolina, Mr. BURTON
of Indiana, Mr. CALVERT, Mr. CAMP-
BELL, Mr. CANNON, Mr. CHAMBLISS,
Mrs. CHENOWETH, Mr. CUNNINGHAM,
Mr. COOK, Mr. COOKSEY, Mr. COX,
Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr.
DELAY, Mr. DICKEY, Mr. DOOLITTLE,
Mr. DUNCAN, Ms. DUNN, Mrs. EMER-
SON, Mr. ENGLISH, Mr. EHRLICH, Mr.
FOLEY, Mr. FORBES, Mr. FOSSELLA,
Mrs. FOWLER, Mr. GOODE, Mr. GOOD-
LATTE, Mr. GOODLING, Mr. GOSS, Mr.
GRAHAM, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. HASTINGS
of Washington, Mr. HEFLEY, Mr. HILL
of Montana, Mr. HILLEARY, Mr. HOEK-
STRA, Mr. HOSTETTLER, Mr. HUNTER,
Mr. HUTCHINSON, Mr. ISTOOK, Mr.
JONES of North Carolina, Mr. KASICH,
Mr. LATHAM, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr.
LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr. LINDER, Mr.
MANZULLO, Mr. MCCRERY, Mr.
MCCOLLUM, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr. MICA,
Mr. GARY MILLER of California, Mrs.
MYRICK, Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mr. NEY,
Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. PACKARD, Mr. PE-
TERSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. PICKER-
ING, Mr. PITTS, Mr. POMBO, Ms. PRYCE
of Ohio, Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. RILEY,
Mr. ROYCE, Mr. SALMON, Mr. SAN-
FORD, Mr. SCARBOROUGH, Mr. SCHAF-
FER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. SHADEGG, Mr.
SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. SMITH of
Michigan, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. SPENCE,
Mr. STUMP, Mr. SUNUNU, Mr.
TANCREDO, Mr. TAUZIN, Mr. THUNE,
Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. TRAFI-
CANT, Mr. WAMP, Mr. WELDON of Flor-
ida, Mr. WICKER, and Mr. YOUNG of
Alaska):

H.R. 1041. A bill to terminate the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. LATHAM (for himself, Mr.
FOLEY, and Mr. RILEY):

H.R. 1042. A bill to amend the Controlled
Substances Act to provide civil liability for
illegal manufacturers and distributors of
controlled substances for the harm caused by
the use of those controlled substances; to the
Committee on Commerce, and in addition to
the Committee on the Judiciary, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. NADLER (for himself and Ms.
PELOSI):

H.R. 1043. A bill to amend title II of the So-
cial Security Act to strengthen the Social
Security system to meet the challenges of
the next century; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. NUSSLE (for himself, Mr. TAN-
NER, Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska, and
Mr. MINGE):

H.R. 1044. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude certain farm

rental income from net earnings from self-
employment if the taxpayer enters into a
lease agreement relating to such income; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. UDALL of New Mexico (for
himself and Mr. SKEEN):

H.R. 1045. A bill to amend the Radiation
Exposure Compensation Act to provide for
partial restitution to individuals who
worked in uranium mines, mills, or trans-
port which provided uranium for the use and
benefit of the United States Government,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. WATKINS:
H.R. 1046. A bill to amend title XVIII of the

Social Security Act to provide reimburse-
ment under the Medicare Program for all
physicians’ services furnished by doctors of
chiropractic within the scope of their li-
cense; to the Committee on Commerce, and
in addition to the Committee on Ways and
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. THOMAS:
H. Con. Res. 45. A concurrent resolution

providing for the use of the catafalque situ-
ated in the crypt beneath the rotunda of the
Capitol in connection with memorial serv-
ices to be conducted in the Supreme Court
Building for the late honorable Harry A.
Blackmun, former Associate Justice of the
Supreme Court of the United States; to the
Committee on House Administration.

By Mr. CAMPBELL (for himself, Mr.
PAYNE, and Mr. CHABOT):

H. Con. Res. 46. A concurrent resolution
urging an end of the war between Eritrea and
Ethiopia and calling on the United Nations
Human Rights Commission and other human
rights organizations to investigate human
rights abuses in connection with the Eri-
trean and Ethiopian conflict; to the Commit-
tee on International Relations.

By Mr. HOYER (for himself, Mrs.
MORELLA, Mr. WYNN, and Mr. MORAN
of Virginia):

H. Con. Res. 47. A concurrent resolution
authorizing the use of the Capitol grounds
for the Greater Washington Soap Box Derby;
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure.

By Mr. SALMON:
H. Con. Res. 48. A concurrent resolution

authorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds
for the opening ceremonies of Sunrayce 99;
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure.

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself,
Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mr. GILMAN, Mr.
MENENDEZ, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey,
Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey, Mr.
DEUTSCH, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr.
ROTHMAN, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr.
WEXLER, Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Is-
land, and Mr. SHERMAN):

H. Res. 99. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives regard-
ing the human rights situation in Cuba; to
the Committee on International Relations.

By Mr. THOMAS:
H. Res. 101. A resolution providing

amounts for the expenses of certain commit-
tees of the House of Representatives in the
One Hundred Sixth Congress; to the Commit-
tee on House Administration.

By Mr. TIAHRT (for himself, Mr.
SHOWS, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. BACHUS, Mr.
HILL of Montana, Mr. LATHAM, Mr.
DEMINT, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey,
and Mr. BUYER):

H. Res. 102. A resolution reaffirming the
principles of the Programme of Action of the
International Conference on Population and
Development with respect to the sovereign
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rights of countries and the right of vol-
untary and informed consent in family plan-
ning programs; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

f

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII,
Mr. PICKETT introduced a bill (H.R. 1047)

to authorize the Secretary of Transportation
to issue a certificate of documentation with
appropriate endorsement for employment in
the coastwise trade for the vessel Norfolk;
which was referred to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

f

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS TO PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of the rule XII, spon-
sors were added to public bills and res-
olutions as follows:

H.R. 6: Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky, Mr. TAYLOR
of North Carolina, Mr. HOBSON, and Mr.
SMITH of Michigan.

H.R. 8: Mr. HYDE, Mr. PAUL, Mr. CALVERT,
Mr. TERRY, and Mr. MCINTOSH.

H.R. 14: Mr. FOSSELLA and Mr. BURTON of
Indiana.

H.R. 27: Mr. COOKSEY.
H.R. 66: Mr. ENGLISH and Mr. PASTOR.
H.R. 82: Mrs. THURMAN, Mr. WYNN, and Mr.

WATTS of Oklahoma.
H.R. 111: Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. LEWIS of Ken-

tucky, Mr. SMITH of Washington, and Mr.
PAYNE.

H.R. 113: Mrs. MORELLA, Mr. GOODLING, Mr.
CALVERT, Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr.
LUCAS of Oklahoma, Mr. BURTON of Indiana,
Mr. BRYANT, Mr. MCCOLLUM, and Mr. PETER-
SON of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 220: Mrs. CHENOWETH and Mr.
NETHERCUTT.

H.R. 266: Mrs. LOWEY.
H.R. 347: Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania.
H.R. 352: Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. BURTON of Indi-

ana, Mr. GORDON, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr.
DEMINT, Mr. LARGENT, and Mr. HALL of Ohio.

H.R. 357: Mr. DIXON, Mr. LUTHER, Mr.
LEVIN, and Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.

H.R. 390: Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. LANTOS, Mr.
ENGLISH, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, and Mr. SPRATT.

H.R. 430: Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr.
DINGELL, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr.
HILL of Indiana, Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr. EHR-
LICH, and Mrs. EMERSON.

H.R. 443: Mr. LIPINSKI, Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr.
NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. ENGLISH, Mr.
MEEHAN, Mr. HYDE, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. HOBSON, Mr. HORN, and Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY.

H.R. 455: Mr. JEFFERSON and Mr. GEJDEN-
SON.

H.R. 472: Mr. GILMAN.
H.R. 483: Mr. RAMSTAD, Ms. SANCHEZ, Mrs.

JOHNSON of Connecticut, Mr. GILMAN, Mr.
BOEHLERT, and Mr. CAMP.

H.R. 500: Mr. SWEENEY and Mr. WYNN.
H.R. 506: Mr. MCINTYRE and Mr. INSLEE.
H.R. 507: Mr. BALDACCI.
H.R. 516: Ms. DUNN, Mr. CHABOT, Mr.

HAYWORTH, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. LEWIS of Ken-
tucky, and Mr. NORWOOD.

H.R. 530: Mr. SOUDER, Mr. COBLE, Mr. COL-
LINS, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. ENGLISH, and Mr.
GOSS.

H.R. 531: Mr. DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. WOLF,
Mr. GOODE, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, Mr.
SCOTT, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. SISISKY, Mr. HYDE,
Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania, Mr. BLUNT, Mr.
FOSSELLA, Mr. MCCOLLUM, Mr. PAUL, Mr.
SHOWS, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio, Mr. ROEMER, Mrs.
MYRICK, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr. PICKERING,
Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma, and Mr. QUINN.

H.R. 534: Mr. BALDACCI.
H.R. 542: Mr. EHRLICH.
H.R. 546: Mr. TIAHRT.
H.R. 555: Mr. JEFFERSON.

H.R. 557: Mrs. NORTHUP.
H.R. 566: Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. ABERCROMBIE,

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mr. REYES, Mr. MALONEY
of Connecticut, and Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 576: Mr. SANDLIN and Mr. MCGOVERN.
H.R. 591: Mr. GARY MILLER of California

and Mr. DIAZ-BALART.
H.R. 621: Mr. TOOMEY and Mr. WATKINS.
H.R. 625: Mr. SHOWS, Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr.

GUTIERREZ.
H.R. 648: Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut.
H.R. 670: Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. LAFALCE, and

Ms. CARSON.
H.R. 685: Mr. GOODE.
H.R. 700: Mr. SHAYS, Mr. BEREUTER, Mr.

GIBBONS, Mr. NEY, and Mrs. JOHNSON of Con-
necticut.

H.R. 735: Mr. HOBSON.
H.R. 744: Mr. NUSSLE and Mr. GEJDENSON.
H.R. 749: Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska.
H.R. 761: Mr. PAUL.
H.R. 777: Mr. GREEN of Texas, Ms. RIVERS,

Mrs. CHRISTIAN-CHRISTENSEN, Mr. SHOWS, Mr.
WYNN, and Mr. FROST.

H.R. 789: Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr.
OXLEY, Mr. FROST, and Mr. WYNN.

H.R. 795: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Mr. KIL-
DEE.

H.R. 802: Mr. PETRI and Mr. HILL of Indi-
ana.

H.R. 817: Mr. COOKSEY.
H.R. 832: Mr. JEFFERSON.
H.R. 872: Mr. PASTOR, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.

SANDERS, Mrs. THURMAN, Mr. MCGOVERN, and
Mr. MARTINEZ.

H.R. 900: Mr. HALL of Texas, Ms. HOOLEY of
Oregon, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. BARRETT of Wis-
consin, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE
JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. GUTIERREZ.

H.R. 904: Mr. SANDLIN and Mr. BARRETT of
Wisconsin.

H.R. 914: Mr. ROMERO-BARCELO.
H.R. 933: Ms. WOOLSEY and Ms. VELÁZQUEZ.
H.R. 935: Mr. NORWOOD.
H.R. 936: Mr. NORWOOD.
H.R. 973: Mr. LANTOS.
H.R. 975: Mr. SERRANO, Mr. VENTO, Mr.

MOORE, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. JENKINS, Mr.
LATOURETTE, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. METCALF,
Mr. MICA, Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. GOODE, Mr.
SHIMKUS, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. WALSH, Ms. KIL-
PATRICK, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. BROWN of Cali-
fornia, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. REYES, Mr. HOLT,
Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. FORD, Ms. CARSON, Mr.
MCINTYRE, Mr. PHELPS, Mr. LEWIS of Geor-
gia, Mr. DIXON, Ms. DANNER, Mrs. THURMAN,
Mr. RUSH, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas, Mr. SCOTT, Mr. HORN, Mrs. JONES of
Ohio, Mr. GREEN of Texas, Mr. BALDACCI, Ms.
BROWN of Florida, Mr. CALLAHAN, Mrs.
CAPPS, Mrs. CHENOWETH, Mr. CLAY, Mr.
CLEMENT, Mr. COBURN, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr.
NADLER, Ms. LEE, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. WYNN, Mr.
HOYER, Mr. SPRATT, Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. INS-
LEE, Mr. COOK, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. HALL of Ohio,
Mr. SKEEN, Mr. SHOWS, Mr. CAPUANO, Mrs.
LOWEY, Mr. BARCIA, Ms. NORTON, Ms. VELAZ-
QUEZ, Mr. DAVIS of Illnois, Mr. LAFALCE, Mr.
GONZALEZ, Mr. HILL of Indiana, Mr. MINGE,
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. RANGEL, Ms.
SANCHEZ, Mr. TIERNEY, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mrs.
CLAYTON, Mr. SABO, Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr.
ENGEL, Mr. GREENWOOD, Mr. KANJORSKI, and
Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 1000: Mr. TERRY.
H.J. Res. 14: Mr. BARR of Georgia, Ms.

LOFGREN, Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska, Mr.
ENGLISH, Mr. MCKEON, and Mr. OXLEY.

H.J. Res. 21: Mr. GARY MILLER of Califor-
nia, Mr. BALLENGER, and Mr. GIBBONS.

H.J. Res. 33: Mr. SANDLIN, Mr. SHAW, Mr.
GARY MILLER of California, Mrs. WILSON, Mr.
ADERHOLT, Mr. STUPAK, Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr.
MARTINEZ, and Mr. ANDREWS.

H. Con. Res. 10: Mr. BEREUTER, Mr. AN-
DREWS, and Mr. ISAKSON.

H. Con. Res. 24: Mr. BORSKI, Mr. ROGAN,
Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. HANSEN, Mr. QUINN, Mr.
BLILEY, Mrs. CHENOWETH, Mr. LATHAM, Mrs.
EMERSON, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. RILEY, Mr. CAN-

NON, Mr. EWING, Mr. EVERETT, Mr. LUCAS of
Oklahoma, Mr. TOOMEY, and Mr. RYAN of
Wisconsin.

H. Con. Res. 28: Mrs. MYRICK.
H. Con. Res. 29: Mr. GIBBONS, Mr. GOOD-

LING, Mr. FORBES, and Mr. NORWOOD.
H. Con. Res. 31: Mr. WEXLER, Mr. GEORGE

MILLER of California, Mr. WEINER, Mr.
BROWN of Ohio, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. SHOWS, Mr.
BAIRD, Mr. LUTHER, Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr.
ETHERIDGE, Mr. BROWN of California, Mr.
MCGOVERN, and Mr. PASTOR.

H. Con. Res. 43: Mr. ENGLISH.
H. Res. 32: Mr. GILMAN.
H. Res. 38: Mr. FATTAH and Mr. DAVIS of

Florida.
H. Res. 41: Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska, Mrs.

BONO, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. BROWN of
California, Mrs. CHRISTIAN-CHRISTENSEN, Mr.
CUNNINGHAM, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. HILL of Indi-
ana, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. STUMP, Mr. SWEENEY,
Mr. DOYLE, Mr. DUNCAN, and Mr. ISTOOK.

H. Res. 79: Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. PASTOR,
and Mr. JEFFERSON.

H. Res. 95: Mr. HOBSON.

f

AMENDMENTS
Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-

posed amendments were submitted as
follows:

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. CASTLE

AMENDMENT NO. 2: In section 4(a)(4)(A)(iii)
(of H.R. 800, as reported), strike ‘‘or’’ and in-
sert ‘‘and’’.

In section 4(a) (of H.R. 800, as reported),
strike paragraph (5) and insert the following:

‘‘(5) OVERSIGHT AND REPORTING.—
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—
‘‘(i) OVERSIGHT.—Each State educational

agency participating in the education flexi-
bility program under this section shall annu-
ally monitor the activities of local edu-
cational agencies and schools receiving waiv-
ers under this section. Such monitoring shall
include a review of relevant audit, technical
assistance, evaluation, and performance re-
ports.

‘‘(ii) REPORTING.—The State educational
agency shall submit to the Secretary an an-
nual report on the results of such oversight
and its impact on the improvement of edu-
cation programs.

‘‘(B) PERFORMANCE DATA.—
‘‘(i) STATE REPORTING.—Not later than 2

years after a State is designated as an Ed-
Flex Partnership State, each such State
shall include, as part of their report to the
Secretary under clause (ii) of subparagraph
(A), performance data demonstrating the de-
gree to which progress has been made toward
meeting the objectives outlined in section
3(A)(iii). The report to the Secretary shall,
when applicable, include—

‘‘(I) information on the total number of
waivers granted, including the number of
waivers granted for each type of waiver;

‘‘(II) information describing the types and
characteristics of waivers granted and their
relationship to the progress of local edu-
cational agencies and schools toward meet-
ing their performance objectives; and

‘‘(III) an assurance from State program
managers that the data used to measure per-
formance of the education flexibility pro-
gram under this section are reliable, com-
plete, and accurate, as defined by the State,
or a description of a plan for improving the
reliability, completeness, and accuracy of
such data.’’.

‘‘(ii) SECRETARY REPORT.—The Secretary
shall—

‘‘(I) make each State report available to
Congress and the general public;

‘‘(II) submit to Congress a report, on a
timely basis, that addresses the impact that
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the education flexibility program under this
section has had with regard to performance
objectives described in paragraph (3)(A)(iii).

The Secretary shall include in the report to
Congress an assurance that the data used to
measure performance of the education flexi-
bility program under this section are com-
plete, reliable, and accurate or a plan for im-
proving the reliability, completeness, and
accuracy of such data.’’.

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. CLAY

AMENDMENT NO. 3: In section 4(b) (of H.R.
800, as reported), strike paragraph (5) and in-
sert the following:

(5) Beginning in fiscal year 2000, if a local
educational agency participates in the class
size reduction program described under sec-
tion 5 and uses 90 percent of the funds made
available under section 6002 of the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 for
such class size reduction program, with the
remainder of such funds used to enhance stu-
dent achievement in accordance with title
VI of such Act, the local educational agency
may waive the provisions of such title VI
without seeking the approval of the Sec-
retary or State, except as provided in sub-
section (c).

At the end of the bill (H.R. 800, as re-
ported), add the following:
SEC. 5. CLASS SIZE REDUCTION.

(A) ALLOTMENTS.—
(a) WITHIN STATE DISTRIBUTION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State that makes

funds available under Title VI to expend
under this section shall distribute the
amount of the allotted funds to local edu-
cational agencies in the State, of which—

(A) 80 percent of such amount shall be allo-
cated to such local educational agencies in
proportion to the number of children, aged 5
to 17, who reside in the school district served
by such local educational agency and are
from families with incomes below the pov-
erty line (as defined by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget and revised annually in ac-
cordance with section 673(2) of the Commu-
nity Services Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C.
9902(2)) applicable to a family of the size in-
volved) for the most recent fiscal year for
which satisfactory data is available com-
pared to the number of such individuals who
reside in the school districts served by all
the local educational agencies in the State
for that fiscal year; and

(B) 20 percent of such amount shall be allo-
cated to such local educational agencies in
accordance with the relative enrollments of
children, aged 5 to 17, in public and private
nonprofit elementary schools and secondary
schools in the school districts within the
boundaries of such agencies.

(2) AWARD RULE.—Notwithstanding para-
graph (1), if the award to a local educational
agency under this section is less than the
starting salary for a new teacher in that
agency, the State shall not make the award
unless the local educational agency agrees to
form a consortium with not less than 1 other
local educational agency for the purpose of
reducing class size.

(b) USES OF FUNDS.—Each local edu-
cational agency that expends funds under
this section shall use such funds to carry out
effective approaches to reducing class size
with highly qualified teachers to improve
educational achievement for both regular
and special-needs children, with particular
consideration given to reducing class size in
the early elementary grades for which re-
search has shown class size reduction is most
effective.

(c) CLASS REDUCTION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Each such local edu-

cational agency may pursue the goal of re-
ducing class size through—

(A) recruiting, hiring, and training cer-
tified regular and special education teachers
and teachers of special-needs children, in-
cluding teachers certified through State and
local alternative routes;

(B) testing new teachers for academic con-
tent knowledge, and to meet State certifi-
cation requirements that are consistent with
title II of the Higher Education Act of 1965;
and

(C) providing professional development to
teachers, including special education teach-
ers and teachers of special-needs children,
consistent with title II of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965.

(2) RESTRICTION.—A local educational agen-
cy may use not more than a total of 15 per-
cent of the funds used under this section for
each fiscal year to carry out activities de-
scribed in subparagraphs (B) and (C) of para-
graph (1).

(3) SPECIAL RULE.—A local educational
agency that has already reduced class size in
the early grades to 18 or fewer children may
use funds under this section—

(A) to make further class-size reductions in
grades 1 through 3;

(B) to reduce class size in kindergarten or
other grades; or

(C) to carry out activities to improve
teacher quality, including professional devel-
opment activities.

(d) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—A local
educational agency shall use funds under
this section only to supplement, and not to
supplant, State and local funds that, in the
absence of such funds, would otherwise be
spent for activities under this section.

(e) PROHIBITION.—No funds expended under
this section may be used to increase the sal-
aries of or provide benefits to (other than
participation in professional development
and enrichment programs) teachers who are,
or have been, employed by the local edu-
cational agency.

(f) PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT.—If a local
educational agency uses funds under this
section for professional development activi-
ties, the agency shall ensure the equitable
participation of private nonprofit elemen-
tary and secondary schools in such activi-
ties. Section 6402 shall not apply to other ac-
tivities under this section.

(g) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—A local
educational agency that expends funds under
this section may use not more than 3 percent
of such funds for local administrative ex-
penses.

(h) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the cost of activities carried out under this
section—

(1) may be up to 100 percent in local edu-
cational agencies with child-poverty levels
of 50 percent or greater; and

(2) shall be no more than 65 percent for
local educational agencies with child-pov-
erty rates of less than 50 percent.

(i) LOCAL SHARE.—A local educational
agency shall provide the non-Federal share
of a project under this section through cash
expenditures from non-Federal sources, ex-
cept that if an agency has allocated funds
under section 1113(c) to one or more
schoolwide programs under section 1114, it
may use those funds for the non-Federal
share of activities under this program that
benefit those schoolwide programs, to the ex-
tent consistent with section 1120A(c) and
notwithstanding section 1114(a)(3)(B).

(j) REQUEST FOR FUNDS.—Each local edu-
cational agency that desires to expend funds
under the provisions section shall include in
the application submitted under section 6303
a description of the agency’s program under
this section to reduce class size by hiring ad-
ditional highly qualified teachers.

(k) REPORTS.—
(1) STATE REPORTS.—Each State expending

funds under this section shall report on ac-

tivities in the State under this section, con-
sistent with section 6202(a)(2).

(2) SCHOOL REPORTS.—Each school expend-
ing funds under this section, or the local
educational agency serving that school, shall
produce an annual report to parents, the
general public, and the State educational
agency, in easily understandable language,
regarding student achievement that is a re-
sult of hiring additional highly qualified
teachers and reducing class size.’’.

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. CLAY

AMENDMENT NO. 4: At the end of the bill
(H.R. 800, as reported) add the following:
SEC. 5. CLASS SIZE REDUCTION.

Title VI of the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7301 et seq.)
is amended by adding at the end the follow-
ing:

‘‘PART E—CLASS SIZE REDUCTION
‘‘SEC. 6601. SHORT TITLE.

‘‘This part may be cited as the ‘Class Size
Reduction Act of 1999’.
‘‘SEC. 6602. FINDINGS.

‘‘Congress finds as follows:
‘‘(1) Rigorous research has shown that stu-

dents attending small classes in the early
grades make more rapid educational
progress than students in larger classes, and
that these achievement gains persist
through at least the elementary grades.

‘‘(2) The benefits of smaller classes are
greatest for lower achieving, minority, poor,
and inner-city children. One study found
that urban fourth-graders in smaller-than-
average classes were 3⁄4 of a school year
ahead of their counterparts in larger-than-
average classes.

‘‘(3) Teachers in small classes can provide
students with more individualized attention,
spend more time on instruction and less on
other tasks, cover more material effectively,
and are better able to work with parents to
further their children’s education.

‘‘(4) Smaller classes allow teachers to iden-
tify and work more effectively with students
who have learning disabilities and, poten-
tially, can reduce those students’ need for
special education services in the later
grades.

‘‘(5) Students in smaller classes are able to
become more actively engaged in learning
than their peers in large classes.

‘‘(6) Efforts to improve educational
achievement by reducing class sizes in the
early grades are likely to be more successful
if—

‘‘(A) well-prepared teachers are hired and
appropriately assigned to fill additional
classroom positions; and

‘‘(B) teachers receive intensive, continuing
training in working effectively in smaller
classroom settings.

‘‘(7) Several States have begun a serious ef-
fort to reduce class sizes in the early elemen-
tary grades, but these actions may be im-
peded by financial limitations or difficulties
in hiring well-prepared teachers.

‘‘(8) The Federal Government can assist in
this effort by providing funding for class-size
reductions in grades 1 through 3, and by
helping to ensure that the new teachers
brought into the classroom are well pre-
pared.
‘‘SEC. 6603. PURPOSE.

‘‘The purpose of this part is to help States
and local educational agencies recruit, train,
and hire 100,000 additional teachers over a 7-
year period in order to—

‘‘(1) reduce class sizes nationally, in grades
1 through 3, to an average of 18 students per
classroom; and

‘‘(2) improve teaching in the early grades
so that all students can learn to read inde-
pendently and well by the end of the third
grade.
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‘‘SEC. 6604. PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
For the purpose of carrying out this part,
there are authorized to be appropriated,
$1,400,000,000 for fiscal year 2000, $1,500,000,000
for fiscal year 2001, $1,700,000,000 for fiscal
year 2002, $1,735,000,000 for fiscal year 2003,
$2,300,000,000 for fiscal year 2004, and
$2,800,000,000 for fiscal year 2005.

‘‘(b) ALLOTMENTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—From the amount appro-

priated under subsection (a) for a fiscal year
the Secretary—

‘‘(A) shall make a total of 1 percent avail-
able to the Secretary of the Interior (on be-
half of the Bureau of Indian Affairs) and the
outlying areas for activities that meet the
purpose of this part; and

‘‘(B) shall allot to each State the same per-
centage of the remaining funds as the per-
centage it received of funds allocated to
States for the previous fiscal year under sec-
tion 1122 or section 2202(b), whichever per-
centage is greater, except that such allot-
ments shall be ratably decreased as nec-
essary.

‘‘(2) DEFINITION OF STATE.—In this part the
term ‘State’ means each of the several
States of the United States, the District of
Columbia and the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico.

‘‘(c) WITHIN STATE DISTRIBUTION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State that receives

an allotment under this section shall distrib-
ute the amount of the allotted funds to local
educational agencies in the State, of which—

‘‘(A) 80 percent of such amount shall be al-
located to such local educational agencies in
proportion to the number of children, aged 5
to 17, who reside in the school district served
by such local educational agency and are
from families with incomes below the pov-
erty line (as defined by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget and revised annually in ac-
cordance with section 673(2) of the Commu-
nity Services Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C.
9902(2)) applicable to a family of the size in-
volved) for the most recent fiscal year for
which satisfactory data is available com-
pared to the number of such individuals who
reside in the school districts served by all
the local educational agencies in the State
for that fiscal year; and

‘‘(B) 20 percent of such amount shall be al-
located to such local educational agencies in
accordance with the relative enrollments of
children, aged 5 to 17, in public and private
nonprofit elementary schools and secondary
schools in the school districts within the
boundaries of such agencies.

‘‘(2) AWARD RULE.—Notwithstanding para-
graph (1), if the award to a local educational
agency under this section is less than the
starting salary for a new teacher in that
agency, the State shall not make the award
unless the local educational agency agrees to
form a consortium with not less than 1 other
local educational agency for the purpose of
reducing class size.
‘‘SEC. 6605. USE OF FUNDS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Each local educational
agency that receives funds under this part
shall use such funds to carry out effective
approaches to reducing class size with highly
qualified teachers to improve educational
achievement for both regular and special-
needs children, with particular consideration
given to reducing class size in the early ele-
mentary grades for which research has
shown class size reduction is most effective.

‘‘(b) CLASS REDUCTION.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each such local edu-

cational agency may pursue the goal of re-
ducing class size through—

‘‘(A) recruiting, hiring, and training cer-
tified regular and special education teachers
and teachers of special-needs children, in-

cluding teachers certified through State and
local alternative routes;

‘‘(B) testing new teachers for academic
content knowledge, and to meet State cer-
tification requirements that are consistent
with title II of the Higher Education Act of
1965; and

‘‘(C) providing professional development to
teachers, including special education teach-
ers and teachers of special-needs children,
consistent with title II of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965.

‘‘(2) RESTRICTION.—A local educational
agency may use not more than a total of 15
percent of the funds received under this part
for each of the fiscal years 2000 through 2003
to carry out activities described in subpara-
graphs (B) and (C) of paragraph (1), and may
not use any funds received under this part
for fiscal year 2004 or 2005 for those activi-
ties.

‘‘(3) SPECIAL RULE.—A local educational
agency that has already reduced class size in
the early grades to 18 or fewer children may
use funds received under this part—

‘‘(A) to make further class-size reductions
in grades 1 through 3;

‘‘(B) to reduce class size in kindergarten or
other grades; or

‘‘(C) to carry out activities to improve
teacher quality, including professional devel-
opment activities.

‘‘(c) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—A local
educational agency shall use funds under
this part only to supplement, and not to sup-
plant, State and local funds that, in the ab-
sence of such funds, would otherwise be
spent for activities under this part.

‘‘(d) PROHIBITION.—No funds made available
under this part may be used to increase the
salaries of or provide benefits to (other than
participation in professional development
and enrichment programs) teachers who are,
or have been, employed by the local edu-
cational agency.

‘‘(e) PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT.—If a
local educational agency uses funds made
available under this part for professional de-
velopment activities, the agency shall en-
sure the equitable participation of private
nonprofit elementary and secondary schools
in such activities. Section 6402 shall not
apply to other activities under this section.

‘‘(f) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—A local
educational agency that receives funds under
this part may use not more than 3 percent of
such funds for local administrative expenses.
‘‘SEC. 6606. COST-SHARING REQUIREMENT.

(a) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the cost of activities carried out under this
part—

‘‘(1) may be up to 100 percent in local edu-
cational agencies with child-poverty levels
of 50 percent or greater; and

‘‘(2) shall be no more than 65 percent for
local educational agencies with child-pov-
erty rates of less than 50 percent.

‘‘(b) LOCAL SHARE.—A local educational
agency shall provide the non-Federal share
of a project under this part through cash ex-
penditures from non-Federal sources, except
that if an agency has allocated funds under
section 1113(c) to one or more schoolwide
programs under section 1114, it may use
those funds for the non-Federal share of ac-
tivities under this program that benefit
those schoolwide programs, to the extent
consistent with section 1120A(c) and notwith-
standing section 1114(a)(3)(B).
‘‘SEC. 6607. REQUEST FOR FUNDS.

‘‘Each local educational agency that de-
sires to receive funds under this part shall
include in the application submitted under
section 6303 a description of the agency’s
program under this part to reduce class size
by hiring additional highly qualified teach-
ers.

‘‘SEC. 6608. REPORTS.
‘‘(a) STATE.—Each State receiving funds

under this part shall report on activities in
the State under this section, consistent with
section 6202(a)(2).

‘‘(b) SCHOOL.—Each school receiving assist-
ance under this part, or the local educational
agency serving that school, shall produce an
annual report to parents, the general public,
and the State educational agency, in easily
understandable language, regarding student
achievement that is a result of hiring addi-
tional highly qualified teachers and reducing
class size.’’.

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MRS. CLAYTON

AMENDMENT NO. 5: Add at the end of the
bill the following:
SEC. 5. CLASS SIZE REDUCTION.

Title VI of the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7301 et seq.)
is amended by adding at the end the follow-
ing:

‘‘PART E—CLASS SIZE REDUCTION
‘‘SEC. 6601. SHORT TITLE.

‘‘This part may be cited as the ‘Class Size
Reduction and Teacher Quality Act of 1999’.
‘‘SEC. 6602. FINDINGS.

‘‘Congress finds as follows:
‘‘(1) Rigorous research has shown that stu-

dents attending small classes in the early
grades make more rapid educational
progress than students in larger classes, and
that these achievement gains persist
through at least the elementary grades.

‘‘(2) The benefits of smaller classes are
greatest for lower achieving, minority, poor,
and inner-city children. One study found
that urban fourth graders in smaller-than-
average classes were 3⁄4 of a school year
ahead of their counterparts in larger-than-
average classes.

‘‘(3) Teachers in small classes can provide
students with more individualized attention,
spend more time on instruction and less on
other tasks, cover more material effectively,
and are better able to work with parents to
further their children’s education.

‘‘(4) Smaller classes allow teachers to iden-
tify and work more effectively with students
who have learning disabilities and, poten-
tially, can reduce those students’ need for
special education services in the later
grades.

‘‘(5) Students in smaller classes are able to
become more actively engaged in learning
than their peers in large classes.

‘‘(6) Efforts to improve educational
achievement by reducing class sizes in the
early grades are likely to be more successful
if—

‘‘(A) well-prepared teachers are hired and
appropriately assigned to fill additional
classroom positions; and

‘‘(B) teachers receive intensive, continuing
training in working effectively in smaller
classroom settings.

‘‘(7) Several States have begun a serious ef-
fort to reduce class sizes in the early elemen-
tary grades, but these actions may be im-
peded by financial limitations or difficulties
in hiring well-prepared teachers.

‘‘(8) The Federal Government can assist in
this effort by providing funding for class-size
reductions in grades 1 through 3, and by
helping to ensure that the new teachers
brought into the classroom are well pre-
pared.
‘‘SEC. 6603. PURPOSE.

‘‘The purpose of this part is to help States
and local educational agencies recruit, train,
and hire 100,000 additional teachers over a 7-
year period in order to—

‘‘(1) reduce class sizes nationally, in grades
1 through 3, to an average of 18 students per
classroom; and
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‘‘(2) improve teaching in the early grades

so that all students can learn to read inde-
pendently and well by the end of the third
grade.
‘‘SEC. 6604. PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
For the purpose of carrying out this part,
there are authorized to be appropriated
$1,400,000,000 for fiscal year 2000, $1,500,000,000
for fiscal year 2001, $1,700,000,000 for fiscal
year 2002, $1,735,000,000 for fiscal year 2003,
$2,300,000,000 for fiscal year 2004, and
$2,800,000,000 for fiscal year 2005.

‘‘(b) ALLOTMENTS.—
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—From the amount appro-

priated under subsection (a) for a fiscal year
the Secretary—

‘‘(A) shall make a total of 1 percent avail-
able to the Secretary of the Interior (on be-
half of the Bureau of Indian Affairs) and the
outlying areas for activities that meet the
purpose of this part; and

‘‘(B) shall allot to each State the same per-
centage of the remaining funds as the per-
centage it received of funds allocated to
States for the previous fiscal year under sec-
tion 1122 or section 2202(b), whichever per-
centage is greater, except that such allot-
ments shall be ratably decreased as nec-
essary.

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. EHLERS

AMENDMENT NO. 6: In section 4(a)(4)(C)(i)
(of H.R. 800, as reported), strike ‘‘and’’ after
the semicolon.

In section 4(a)(4)(C)(ii) (of H.R. 800, as re-
ported), strike the period and insert ‘‘; and’’.

After section 4(a)(4)(C)(ii) (of H.R. 800, as
reported), insert the following:

(iii) the State educational agency is satis-
fied that the underlying purposes of the stat-
utory requirements of each program or Act
for which a waiver is granted continue to be
met.

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. FATTAH

AMENDMENT NO. 7: At the end of section
4(a)(2)(B) strike the period and insert ‘‘;
and’’.

After section 4(a)(2)(B) (of H.R. 800, as re-
ported) insert the following:

(C) has a coefficient of variation of per
pupil expenditures in local educational agen-
cies statewide for elementary and secondary
education of less than 10 percent, with the
coefficient of variation calculated based on
intrastate expenditures for current oper-
ations, as determined by the State, without
regard to Federal contributions.

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. FATTAH

AMENDMENT NO. 8: In section 4(a)(3)(A)(iv),
strike ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon.

In section 4(a)(3)(A)(v)(I), strike the period
and insert ‘‘; and’’.

After section 4(a)(3)(A)(v)(II), insert the
following:

(vi) an assurance that the coefficient of
variation of per pupil expenditures in local
educational agencies statewide for elemen-
tary and secondary education in such State
is less than 10 percent, with the coefficient of
variation calculated based on intrastate ex-
penditures for current operations, as deter-
mined by the State, without regard to Fed-
eral contributions.

In section 4(a)(3)(B)(iv), strike ‘‘and’’ after
the semicolon.

In section 4(a)(3)(B)(v), strike the period
and insert ‘‘; and’’.

After section 4(a)(3)(B)(v), insert the fol-
lowing:

(vi) if the coefficient of variation of per
pupil expenditures in local educational agen-
cies statewide for elementary and secondary

education in such State is less than 10 per-
cent as provided in subparagraph (A)(vi).

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. FATTAH

AMENDMENT NO. 9: In section 4(a)(3)(B)(iv),
strike ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon.

In section 4(a)(3)(B)(v), strike the period
and insert ‘‘; and’’.

After section 4(a)(3)(B)(v), insert the fol-
lowing:

(vi) if the coefficient of variation of per
pupil expenditures in local educational agen-
cies statewide for elementary and secondary
education in such State is less than 10 per-
cent, with the coefficient of variation cal-
culated based on intrastate expenditures for
current operations, as determined by the
State, without regard to Federal contribu-
tions.

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. HOLT

AMENDMENT NO. 10: In section 4(a)(4)(A)(iv)
(of H.R. 800, as reported), strike ‘‘and’’.

In section 4(a)(4)(A)(v) (of H.R. 800, as re-
ported), strike the period and insert ‘‘; and’’.

After subclause (v) of section 4(a)(4)(A) (of
H.R. 800, as reported), insert the following:

(vi) if applying for a waiver of section 2206
of the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965, the local education agency’s ap-
plication for such waiver must include a de-
scription of how the professional develop-
ment needs of its teachers in the areas of
mathematics and science will be, or are
being, met.

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. KILDEE

AMENDMENT NO. 11: In section 4(c) (of H.R.
800, as reported) after ‘‘Secretary’’, insert
‘‘or a State educational agency’’.

At the end of section 4(c)(1)(G) (of H.R. 800,
as reported), strike ‘‘and’’.

After subparagraph (H) of section 4(c) (of
H.R. 800, as reported), insert the following:

(I) requirements under title VI of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act of
1965 unless 75 percent or more of the funds
received under such title in fiscal year 2000,
and any subsequent fiscal year, are used to
reduce class size in accordance with section
307 of the Department of Education Appro-
priations Act, 1999; and

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. GEORGE MILLER OF

CALIFORNIA

AMENDMENT NO. 12: In section 4(a)(2)(A)(i)
(of H.R. 800, as reported), strike ‘‘or’’ after
the semicolon.

In section 4(a)(2)(A)(i) (of H.R. 800, as re-
ported), strike subclause (II) and insert the
following:

(II) developed a system to measure the de-
gree of change from one school year to the
next in student performance on such assess-
ments;

(III) developed a system under which as-
sessment information is disaggregated by
race, ethnicity, sex, English proficiency sta-
tus, migrant status, and socioeconomic sta-
tus for the State, each local educational
agency, and each school, except that such
disaggregation shall not be required in cases
in which the number of students in any such
group is insufficient to yield statistically re-
liable information or would reveal the iden-
tity of an individual student; and

(IV) established specific, measurable, nu-
merical performance objectives for student
achievement, including—

(aa) a definition of performance considered
to be satisfactory to the State on the assess-
ment instruments described under sub-
clauses I, II, and III with performance objec-
tives established for all students and for spe-
cific student groups, including groups for

which data is disaggregated under subclause
III; and

(bb) the objective of improving the per-
formance of all groups and narrowing gaps in
performance between those groups.

In section 4(a)(2)(A)(ii) (of H.R. 800, as re-
ported) after ‘‘under’’ insert ‘‘clause (i)(IV)
and’’.

In section 4(a)(3)(A)(iii) (of H.R. 800, as re-
ported) after ‘‘plan’’ insert ‘‘consistent with
paragraph (2)(A)(i)’’.

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. GEORGE MILLER OF

CALIFORNIA

AMENDMENT NO. 13: At the end of section
4(c)(1)(G) (of H.R. 800, as reported), strike
‘‘and’’.

After subparagraph (H) of section 4(c) (of
H.R. 800, as reported), insert the following:

(I) limitations on the share of Federal
funds that may be used for State and local
administration in accordance with section
1111(g) of the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act of 1965; and

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. GEORGE MILLER OF

CALIFORNIA

AMENDMENT NO. 14: At the end of section
4(c)(1)(G) (of H.R. 800, as reported), strike
‘‘and’’.

After subparagraph (H) of section 4(c)(1) (of
H.R. 800, as reported), insert the following:

(I) the qualifications of instructional staff,
including staff described in section 1119(i) of
the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965; and

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MRS. MINK OF HAWAII

AMENDMENT NO. 15: In section 4(c) (of H.R.
800, as reported) after ‘‘Secretary’’, insert
‘‘or a State educational agency’’.

At the end of section 4(c)(1)(G) (of H.R. 800,
as reported), strike ‘‘and’’.

After subparagraph (H) of section 4(c) (of
H.R. 800, as reported), insert the following:

(I) the professional development require-
ments of section 1119 of the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965; and

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MRS. MINK OF HAWAII

AMENDMENT NO. 16: In section 4(c)(1)(G) (of
H.R. 800, as reported), after ‘‘civil rights’’ in-
sert ‘‘and sex equity’’.

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. PAYNE

AMENDMENT NO. 17: At the end of section 1
(of H.R. 800, as reported) add the following:

(8) The recent report ‘Promising Results,
Continuing Challenges: The Final Report of
the National Assessment of Title I’’, issued
by the Department of Education, found that
the poorest children can be adversely af-
fected by the issuance of waivers as dem-
onstrated by the finding that waivers re-
sulted in a reduction in the median school
allocation per pupil in waiver districts of 18
percent in 1995–1996 and 12 percent in 1997–
1998.

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. PAYNE

AMENDMENT NO. 18: In section 4(c) (of H.R.
800, as reported) after ‘‘Secretary’’, insert
‘‘or a State educational agency’’.

At the end of section 4(c)(1)(G) (of H.R. 800,
as reported), strike ‘‘and’’.

After subparagraph (H) of section 4(c) (of
H.R. 800, as reported), insert the following:

(I) serving eligible school attendance areas
in rank order under section 1113(a)(3) of the
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of
1965; and

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MS. ROYBAL-ALLARD

AMENDMENT NO. 19: At the end of section
4(a)(5)(A) (of H.R. 800, as reported), add the
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following sentence: ‘‘Such report shall in-
clude statistical information regarding the
number and percentage of elementary and
secondary school students by gender, race,
and ethnic origin who drop out of a school
that received a waiver under this section.’’.

In section 4(a)(6)(B)(i) (of H.R. 800, as re-
ported), strike ‘‘and’’ after the semicolon.

In section 4(a)(6)(B) (of H.R. 800, as re-
ported), redesignate clause (ii) as (iii) and in-
sert after clause (i) the following:

(ii) review the progress of each State in re-
ducing its student dropout rate; and

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. SCOTT

AMENDMENT NO. 20: At the end of section 1
(of H.R. 800, as reported) add the following:

(8) The purpose of education flexibility is
to allow States, local educational agencies,
and schools to administer Federal education
programs more effectively without reducing
resources to schools with the highest con-
centrations of poor children.

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. SCOTT

AMENDMENT NO. 21: In section 4(c) (of H.R.
800, as reported), after ‘‘Secretary’’, insert
‘‘or a State educational agency’’.

At the end of section 4(c)(1)(G) (of H.R. 800,
as reported), strike ‘‘and’’.

After subparagraph (H) of section 4(c) (of
H.R. 800, as reported), insert the following:

(I) in the case of a school that participates
in a schoolwide program under section 1114

of the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act of 1965, the eligibility requirements of
such section if such a school serves a school
attendance area in which less than 35 per-
cent of the children are from low-income
families; and

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MR. SCOTT

AMENDMENT NO. 22: Redesignate subsection
(g) of section 4 (of H.R. 800, as reported) as
subsection (h), and after subsection (f) of
such section, insert the following:

(g) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed to require a
local educational agency to allocate the
same per-pupil amount to each participating
school attendance area or school if such
agency allocated higher per-pupil amounts
to areas or schools with higher concentra-
tions of poverty than to areas or schools
with lower concentrations of poverty.

H.R. 800
OFFERED BY: MRS. TAUSCHER

AMENDMENT NO. 23: At the end of section 1
(of H.R. 800, as reported) add the following:

(8) Quality, after-school child care pro-
grams enhance the academic performance of
school-age children. Therefore, when reallo-
cating resources made available by the au-
thority granted under this Act, schools that
receive waiver authority under this Act
should promote after-school, educational
child care programs for children who are en-
rolled in such schools.

H.R. 800

OFFERED BY: MRS. TAUSCHER

AMENDMENT NO. 24: At the end of section 1
(of H.R. 800, as reported) add the following:

(8) After-school programs for at-risk juve-
niles, designed and operated by law enforce-
ment personnel, have been shown to reduce
juvenile crime on school campuses and pro-
mote academic achievement among at-risk
youth. Therefore, when reallocating re-
sources made available by the authority
granted under this Act, schools that receive
waiver authority under this Act should pro-
mote after-school programs designed to re-
duce the incidence of criminal activity for
at-risk students who are enrolled in such
schools.

H.R. 800

OFFERED BY: MR. WU

AMENDMENT NO. 25: At the end of section 1
(of H.R. 800, as reported) add the following:

(8) Smaller classes allow teachers to iden-
tify and work more effectively with stu-
dents. The Federal Government, through
education flexibility and the existing class
size reduction program set forth in section
307 of the Department of Education Appro-
priations Act, 1999, can assist in these efforts
by providing funding for class-size reduction
in grades 1 through 3, and by helping to en-
sure that new teachers brought into the
classroom are prepared.
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