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What does this mean? We are selling
our fiscal soul; we are returning to the
era of deficit spending. Or are we going
to use the projected budget surplus for
new programs as opposed to deficit reduction or for tax cuts as opposed to
deficit reduction? Are we going to
handicap our ability to address the
problems of the Social Security System; or are we going to gut programs
for veterans, agriculture, education,
health care, seniors and our Nation’s
defense?
Mr. Speaker, we must not let the biggest pork barrel spending bill in the
history of our Nation pass conference
committee.

f

SUPPORT THE NATIONAL RIGHT
TO WORK ACT
(Mr. PAUL asked and was given permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to speak for 80 percent of Americans
who support the National Right to
Work Act, H.R. 59.
The National Right to Work Act repeals those sections of Federal law that
give union officials the power to force
workers to pay union dues as a condition of employment.
Compulsory unionism violates employers’ and employees’ constitutional
rights of freedom of contract and association. Congress has no constitutional
authority to force employees to pay
union dues to a labor union as a condition of getting or keeping a job.
Passage of the National Right to
Work Act would be a major step forward in ending Congress’ illegitimate
interference in the labor markets and
liberating America’s economy from
heavy-handed government intervention. Since Congress created this injustice, we have the moral responsibility
to work to end it, Mr. Speaker.
The 80 percent of Americans who support right-to-work deserve to know
which Members of Congress support
worker freedom. I, therefore, urge the
congressional leadership, the majority
of which have promised to place a National Right to Work Act on the floor,
to fulfill their promise to the American
people and schedule a time certain for
a vote on H.R. 59.

f

RAISE LEGAL PURCHASE AGE FOR
TOBACCO TO 21
(Ms. DEGETTE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her remarks.)
Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, if my
colleagues pick up any copy of Rolling
Stone or Sports Illustrated, they are
certain to see tobacco advertisements
dominating the pages. Why? Because
these publications are aimed at college-aged kids, and tobacco companies
know they must aggressively seduce
this age group into smoking if they are
to survive as an industry.

That is why R.J.R. has invested millions of dollars in its Camel Club Program in cities like Cleveland and in
Denver, where college-aged kids hand
out free cigarettes and R.J.R. paraphernalia to their peers.
Most minors under 21 who pick up
smoking as a casual habit will become
addicted to cigarettes for a lifetime. In
fact, there is a less than 10 percent
chance of becoming addicted to cigarettes if a smoker does not first light
up before his or her first 21st birthday.
The only way to stop the tobacco industry from luring kids under 21 into
using this deadly product is to make
the sale of tobacco illegal to this age
group. By raising the age to 21, we can
stop this deadly practice.

f

REASONS FOR RELEASING THE
HUBBELL TAPES
(Mr. KANJORSKI asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
Mr. KANJORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today on the occasion of being a member of the Committee on Government
Reform and Oversight and the disagreements that have occurred between the
minority and the majority.
I think it is vitally important to understand what some of the major issues
are, and one of the issues being the
tapes. I want all the American people
to know that we believe that under the
law, the committee is entitled to have
the tapes. In fact, a subpoena was
issued last July, and that subpoena was
responded to by the Justice Department by providing our committee with
all of the tapes of Mr. Hubbell’s discussion with his family and friends while
he was institutionalized in a Federal
institution for conviction of a crime
unrelated to Whitewater or anything
that we are investigating.
The problem was should these tapes
be released to the public and whether
or not it in any way impeded what the
committee was doing. The fact is we
had the tapes for more than 6 months.

f

STOP KEYCHAIN GUN FROM BEING
IMPORTED OR MANUFACTURED
IN UNITED STATES
(Mr. SCHUMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. Speaker, the
front page today of the New York
Times documents a new horrible device
that has just been found. It is a gun
that looks like a keychain, and its only
purpose is to be smuggled through
metal detectors at our airports. This is
a dangerous device that could allow
terrorists, criminals, drug dealers, and
others to get guns through airports and
into airplanes and in our country.
I am writing the President and asking that he administratively block the
importation of this device. If that is
not possible, then we should introduce

and quickly pass legislation that would
stop this so-called keychain gun from
being imported or manufactured in the
United States.
Mr. Speaker, abolishing this awful
device with the only purpose of helping
terrorists is something that even
Charlton Heston could agree on.

f

b
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SOCIAL SECURITY TRUST FUND
(Mr. SMITH of Michigan asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call to the attention
of my colleagues a bipartisan bill that
we will be introducing. It deals with
Social Security, the money that we are
borrowing from the Social Security
Trust Fund.
It does two things. It says, in the future when we borrow money from the
Social Security Trust Fund, they will
not be blank IOUs, as they are today,
but they will be marketable Treasury
notes that the trustees of the Social
Security Administration can walk
around the corridor and cash in when
they need them.
The second thing this bill does is
that it says, in the future, when CBO
and OMB, the Congressional Budget Office and the Office of Management and
Budget, issue projections of deficits or
balanced budgets, they will not include
the money that is borrowed from the
Social Security Trust Fund. I invite
my colleagues to cosponsor that bill
with us.
It seems very important that we
move ahead honestly and that we
achieve a real, honest budget. Even
though we have made great progress
over the last several years, cutting
down the deficit by $300 billion, let us
move ahead.

f

MARRIAGE PENALTY TAX
(Mr. HERGER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his remarks.)
Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, as Mother’s Day approaches, we should all remember that when a couple stands at
the altar and says, ‘‘I do,’’ they are not
agreeing to higher taxes. Yet, under
our current Tax Code, that is precisely
what is happening to millions of married couples each and every year.
According to a recent report by the
Congressional Budget Office, an estimated 42 percent of all married couples, some 21 million couples nationwide, incurred a Federal marriage penalty tax in 1996. The average marriage
penalty that year approached an astounding $1,400.
Addressing this inequity in our tax
law must be one of the top priorities of
this Congress as we work to provide
the American people further tax relief
in 1998. This Mother’s Day, I would
urge all of my colleagues on both sides
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of the aisle to give the gift of tax fairness by supporting our efforts to eliminate the marriage penalty tax.

f

SCHOOL CHOICE
(Mr. GUTKNECHT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, we
have been having a debate here on the
floor of the Congress about school
choice and particularly here in the
Washington district.
Jonathan Rauch writes on this issue
in the last November 10 edition of the
New Republic. He says he has always
found it odd that the liberals have
handed the issue to the Republicans
rather than grabbing it for themselves.
He writes, ‘‘It’s hard to get excited
about improving rich suburban schools.
However, for poor children, trapped,
the case is moral rather than merely
educational. These kids attend schools
which cannot protect them, much less
teach them. To require poor people to
go to dangerous, dysfunctional schools
that better-off people fled and would
never tolerate for their own children,
all the while intoning pieties about
‘saving’ public education, is worse than
unsound public policy. It is repugnant
public policy.’’
Mr. Speaker, we agree.

f

RECOGNIZING PUBLIC SERVICE BY
WASHINGTON
STATE
BROADCASTERS
(Mr. NETHERCUTT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
Mr. NETHERCUTT. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to call attention to the outstanding public service work being
done by broadcasters across America
and especially in my district in eastern
Washington.
The Washington State Association of
Broadcasters recently completed a survey of its membership and the results
were extremely encouraging about the
level and types of public service rendered on a daily basis by radio and TV
stations in my State.
I want to particularly praise the fine
work done by stations in my district,
the fifth of Washington. KXLY-TV created a school attendance award that
helped decrease truancy in Spokane
middle schools. KHQ-TV spent hundreds of thousands of dollars for the
‘‘Success by Six’’ program that is helping children throughout Spokane middle schools learn to read by the time
they are 6 years old. KREM-TV recently raised more than $166,000 for
programs benefiting women and children, such as the YWCA Transitional
School for Homeless Children. And
KAYU-TV is teaching kids lessons
about fire safety with PSAs throughout their children’s programming.
There are many more examples of
this kind of public service provided on

a daily basis by local broadcasters in
Washington State and across the Nation. We should thank these outstanding broadcasters who truly share the
spirit of outstanding public service.

f

REFUSAL TO GRANT IMMUNITY TO
FOUR KEY WITNESSES
(Mr. BOB SCHAFFER of Colorado
asked and was given permission to address the House for 1 minute.)
Mr. BOB SCHAFFER of Colorado.
Mr. Speaker, what can Congress do to
break a stone wall? Many of the key
witnesses in congressional investigations have either fled the country or
taken the fifth amendment. Others
have hidden behind phony claims of executive privilege.
And if that is not enough, now we
have Democrats on the House Government Reform and Oversight Committee
who refuse to grant immunity to four
key witnesses; even their own Justice
Department consents to the granting
of immunity to those four key witnesses.
What is Congress to do? Well, Congress can go to the courts and, thus,
delay investigations for many more
months, while listening to the White
House and other defenders of this
sleaze and obstruction to cry with indignation that the investigation is taking too long.
Mr. Speaker, why is this story not
being told? Why cannot everyone,
Democrats and Republicans alike,
agree that no one is above the law and
that the American people have a right
to truthful answers?
Mr.
Speaker,
no
amount
of
stonewalling should stand between the
truth and the American people any
longer.

f

CLARIFICATION TO APPOINTMENT
OF ADDITIONAL CONFEREES ON
H.R. 2400, BUILDING EFFICIENT
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION AND
EQUITY ACT OF 1998
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Without objection, the Chair
announces that the Speaker’s appointment of additional conferees today
from the Committee on Ways and
Means were solely for consideration of
title XI of the House bill and title VI of
the Senate amendments and modifications committed to conference on the
bill (H.R. 2400) to authorize funds for
Federal-aid highways, highway safety
programs, and transit programs, and
for other purposes.
There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will notify the Senate of the
change in conferees.

f

COMMUNICATIONS
SATELLITE
COMPETITION AND PRIVATIZATION ACT OF 1998
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on Rules, I call
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up House Resolution 419, and ask for its
immediate consideration.
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:
H. RES. 419
Resolved, That at any time after the adoption of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant to clause 1(b) of rule XXIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1872) to amend
the Communications Satellite Act of 1962 to
promote competition and privatization in
satellite communications, and for other purposes. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. General debate shall be confined to the bill and shall not exceed one
hour equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Commerce. After general
debate the bill shall be considered for
amendment under the five-minute rule. It
shall be in order to consider as an original
bill for the purpose of amendment under the
five-minute rule the amendment in the nature of a substitute recommended by the
Committee on Commerce now printed in the
bill. The committee amendment in the nature of a substitute shall be considered as
read. No amendment to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be in order unless printed in the portion of the Congressional Record designated
for that purpose in clause 6 of rule XXIII.
Printed amendments shall be considered as
read. The chairman of the Committee of the
Whole may: (1) postpone until a time during
further consideration in the Committee of
the Whole a request for a recorded vote on
any amendment; and (2) reduce to five minutes the minimum time for electronic voting
on any postponed question that follows another electronic vote without intervening
business, provided that the minimum time
for electronic voting on the first in any series of questions shall be 15 minutes. At the
conclusion of consideration of the bill for
amendment the Committee shall rise and report the bill to the House with such amendments as may have been adopted. Any Member may demand a separate vote in the
House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amendments thereto to final passage without intervening motion except one motion to recommit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California (Mr. DREIER) is
recognized for 1 hour.
(Mr. DREIER asked for and was given
permission to revise and extend his remarks and to include extraneous material).
Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, for purposes of debate only, I yield the customary 30 minutes to my very good
friend, the gentleman from South Boston, MA (Mr. MOAKLEY), pending
which, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.
Mr. Speaker, this modified open rule
provides for consideration of H.R. 1817,
the Communications Satellite Competition and Privatization Act of 1998.
The rule provides for 1 hour of general
debate equally divided between and
controlled by the chairman and ranking minority member of the Committee
on Commerce.
The rule makes in order as an original bill for the purpose of amendment

