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SENATE—Wednesday, September 6, 1989

The Senate met at 12 noon, and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore [Mr. BYrpl.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Rich-
ard C. Halverson, D.D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Let us pray:

He hath shewed thee, O man, what is
good; and what doth the Lord require
of thee, but to do justly, and to love
mercy, and to walk humbly with thy
God?—Micah 6:8.

Holy God, perfect in truth, justice,
and love, Father of all who trust Thee,
who receive Your love, thank Thee for
the burden and blessing of recess—for
family time, constituent time, speak-
ing time, and travel. Thank Thee for
protection, safety, rest, and renewal.

As the Senate confronts the arduous
agenda of these next weeks, infuse all
who labor here with wisdom and
strength for the task. Help us to hear
and take seriously the profound and
simple counsel of the prophet Micah.
Grant to each of us the will to be just
in all things, merciful and compassion-
ate in our relationship with others and
a closer than ever walk with Thee. In
Jesus’ name. Amen.

RECOGNITION OF THE
MAJORITY LEADER
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
majority leader is recognized.

ORDER TO PLACE CERTAIN
ITEMS ON THE CALENDAR

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that bills and
joint resolutions that have been read
the first time now be considered to
have received their second readings en
bloe, that an objection be then consid-
ered to have been lodged against fur-
ther proceedings with respect to each
of these items, and that they be placed
on the calendar in accordance with the
provision of rule XIV.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there objection? The Chair hears none
and in accordance with the request,
the various and sundry items will be
pxlvlmed on the calendar under rule

ORDER TO PROCEED TO H.R.
3014 AT THE CONCLUSION OF
MORNING BUSINESS AND
RECESS FROM 1 P.M. UNTIL
2:15 P.M.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I

ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of

H.R. 3014, the legislative appropria-
tions bill, today at the conclusion of
morning business. I further ask unani-
mous consent that the Senate stand in
recess today from 1 p.m. until 2:15

p.m.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Without objection, that will be the
order of the Senate.

SCHEDULE

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President,
today following the time reserved for
the two leaders, there will be a period
for morning business until 1 p.m. with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 5 minutes each. At 1 p.m. the
Senate will stand in recess until 2:15
p.m. It is my intention to turn to the
consideration of H.R. 3014, the legisla-
tive branch appropriations bill, once
morning business is closed today.

For the information of Senators,
rollcall votes on or in relation to the
legislative branch appropriations bills
are possible during today’s session.

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I
have a lengthy statement to make on
the status of nominations. I under-
stand the distinguished Republican
leader has another commitment.

Mr. President, to accommodate my
friend and colleague, I reserve the re-
mainder of my time for my statement
and yield to the distinguished Republi-
can leader.

RECOGNITION OF THE
REPUBLICAN LEADER

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Republican leader is recognized.

NANCY KASSEBAUM RECOG-
NIZED AGAIN FOR EXCEL-
LENCE

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, the people
of Kansas know quality and class
when they see it, so it is no surprise
that they have sent Nancy KASSEBAUM
to the Senate to represent them.

They elected her in 1978, reelected
her in 1984, and will reelect her again
come November 1990—and once again
it will be by a landslide.

No doubt about it, she is a Kansas
treasure.

Her talent has also been widely rec-
ognized beyond the borders of the
Sunflower State. The latest honor
comes from the Sara Lee Corp., which
has chosen Senator KASSEBAUM as one
of only four recipients of its prestigi-
ous “Frontrunner Award.”

It is a national award that recognizes
Nancy for her outstanding achieve-
ments in Government, and her long-
time commitment to excellence.

Mr. President, I want to share with
the Senate a fine magazine profile
from the Sara Lee Corp. about my dis-
tinguished colleague from Kansas. I
ask unanimous consent that it be
printed in the REcorp at this point;
and I recommend my fellow Senators
take a look at it.

Members on both sides of the aisle
agree: We are fortunate indeed to
serve with this great Senator from
Kansas.

There being no objection, the profile
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

FroM KANSAS TO THE SENATE TO THE LAND

(By Maya Angelou)

“The Land. Someday one must go back to
the Land. You understand what I mean,
don’t you?” Nancy Kassebaum is very direct
and very clear. She does not try to disguise
the poignancy of her statement nor does
she try to modulate her broad mid-western
accent. Yet, for all her openness, this
woman is undoubtedly contradictory.

She is a Kansan, bred and born. A Kansan
mother and a Kansan daughter, yet for ten
years she has been in the United States
Senate casting or withholding her vote with
the undeniable intent of determining the
course of this entire country.

She is slight of build and soft-spoken. She
has said, “Someday I'm going to hit some-
one over the head for calling me diminutive
and soft-spoken.” Then she added, “But
then, I am.”

On the occasions when she thought the
action merited it, she has lifted that soft
voice and held it high. In some cases her ar-
guments have been in direct opposition to
the stances of her own party members and
colleagues. When asked to explain why she
has taken an opposing position to the party
line, she replied, “I feel better, if I just try
to be true to myself.” The re-phrasing of
Polonius’ 16th century advice to his son
sounds absolutely right coming from this
20th century senator. That is the same ra-
tionale she displays when taking any unpop-
ular position,

Nancy Landon Kassebaum was a berib-
boned four-year-old in 1936 when her
father, Alfred Landon, campaigned unsuc-
cessfully for the presidency, running against
the popular incumbent President Franklin
Roosevelt. She was a political baby and has
been a life-long Republican.

Since Nancy Kassebaum wanted to be a
Foreign Service officer while in college,
taking a master’'s degree in diplomatic histo-
ry, it is poetic justice that she is a major
presence on the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee.

She has shown an equilibrium usually
found only in old philosophers. This equa-
nimity must be in part inherited and in part
learned, for she has shown this quality de-
spite political qualifications. She has served
on the school board of her town and had
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worked for less than a year as legislative
aide to Senator James Pearson (Republican,
Kansas). When Senator Pearson retired, she
set out to win his seat. And did. And went
on to win a second term with a staggering
76% of the Kansas Senate election.

Kassebaum returns to Kansas every other
week, and there are those who feel that she
never really leaves Kansas., One friend who
knows her well said, “If she had a chance to
go to Rome, Paris, Bangkok, or Topeka, she
would choose Topeka.”

“The Land. You must go back to the
Land.”

We are fortunate that Senator Nancy
Kassebaum says the Land, and she means
Kansas. But she also means the whole
United States and all its citizens. She is a
courageous, soft-spoken American.

NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL
STRATEGY

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, on Octo-
ber 22 of last year, the Senate gave
final approval to the Anti-Drug Abuse
Act of 1988. That bill, for the first
time, called on the President of the
United States to submit a national
drug control strategy to the Congress
within 180 days of the confirmation of
the newly created Director of National
Drug Control Policy.

Last night, the President unveiled
for the American people this Nation’s
new comprehensive attack on illicit
drugs. The strategy is on time and it is
on target.

Let me caution my colleagues from
the outset—this is not a fight that will
be won overnight, will not be won by
mere dollars, and will not be won
through partisan politics.

This fight is about commitment,
about the freedom of our citizens and
the citizens of other democracies who
are being held hostage by drug pro-
ducers, smugglers, dealers, and espe-
cially drug users.

The American people are fed-up,
frightened, and ready to fight. But,
they need our help.

RESOURCES

Mr. President, the fight is not about
resources either. The Federal Govern-
ment has increased spending to
combat drug use from $1.1 billion in
1931 to a proposed nearly $8 billion for

990.

The new strategy calls for an in-
crease of $2.2 billion from this year's
level. That is more than the $1.7 bil-
lion that the Senate has discussed ear-
lier this year as the amount necessary
to accomplish what some call fully
funding the war on drugs. So there
should not be any disagreement on the
amount of resources.

REVENUE

The Administration has also sent
the Congress a detailed description of
how to pay for the increased resources
for drugs. I have heard some of my
colleagues already call for tax in-
creases to pay for the war on drugs.
The Government now spends about $1
trillion each year, so I believe we can
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find enough money without raising

taxes. If we look around the Congress,

we can probably find plenty of fat to

cut to help fight drugs. So, let me say

loud and clear: This is a war on drugs,

not a war on the American taxpayer.
THE STRATEGY

The 1988 drug bill listed four points
to be covered by the National Drug
Control Strategy: First, long range
goals; second, short term goals; third,
a description of the balance of re-
sources between supply and demand;
and fourth, State and local efforts to
ensure cooperation at all levels of gov-
ernment.

The strategy does give us the goals
by which we will be able to measure
our successes and our failures in the
newly coordinated battle. Generally, it
calls for reducing illicit drug usage by
10 percent during the next 2 years,
and by 50 percent during the next 10
years. That is a big challenge but, if
we are united, we can achieve these
new goals.

It is important to note that the
second strategy is due in just 6
months, so changes will be made as we
get a chance to review what is work-
ing. In the mean time, the strategy
calls for spending about 70 percent of
the total funds on supply and 30 per-
cent on demand. We simply need to
get control of our neighborhoods and
our borders at the outset. As successes
mount, more can and should be moved
to the demand side.

Finally, the strategy asks States to
change their laws to reflect changes
Congress made to Federal laws in 1986
and 1988, in the antidrug bills passed
in those years—I might say by a large
bipartisan majority.

With an increase of police activities
involving personnel from Federal,
State and local agencies, a uniformity
in the drug strategy and laws is essen-
tial. To go along with these changes,
the strategy proposes to increase
grants to State and local governments
by 133 percent.

LEGISLATION

Mr. President, the Congress should
also congratulate itself. The strategy
points out the fact that nearly all of
the necessary legal authority for the
Government to strike against drugs
under the new strategy already exists.

It exists because of the 1986 act—I
can recall working with the Presiding
Officer on the leadership bill at that
time—and because of the 1988 act,
when I worked with the distinguished
Presiding Officer in the Byrd-Dole
drug effort, again supported by Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle.

So, we will need to rearrange budget
priorities to provide the new funds and
make some technical changes to the
law. But I guess we can say for the
most part, nearly all the law we need
is already in place.

However, we can, and must, move on
two other fronts. First, in June, the
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President sent Congress a comprehen-
sive crime bill. Make no mistake about
it, the war on drugs is also a war on
crime. Two provisions contained in
that proposal would give our police
and courts new and essential abilities
to help in the drug fight—reform of
habeas corpus and providing a good
faith exemption in the exclusionary
rule. The first would help unclog
courts which are being swamped by a
seemingly unending series of appeals
by convicted felons, and the second
would keep otherwise guilty criminals
from being let free due to technicali-
ties.

Finally, the Congress should follow
its own lead by creating one central,
high level drug committee. We created
a single Federal drug czar to coordi-
nate the activities of the executive
branch. We should now show our re-
solve by ending the turf battles in
Congress by agreeing to form either a
joint committee on drugs, or at least
one in each the Senate and House, one
super committee, and I propose the
committee be chaired by the majority
leader. Make it a leadership commit-
tee. Because if this is the No. 1 priori-
ty, it deserves the attention as the No.
1 priority from those in leadership po-
sitions. Of course, it would include
other Members in key committees,
whether they be appropriations, judi-
ciary or whatever.

There are currently 54 House com-
mittees and subcommittees and 21
Senate committees and subcommittees
with jurisdiction over some facet of
the drug war, and that does not in-
clude appropriations or strictly over-
sight committees like the House Nar-
cotics Committee. That is 756 commit-
tees and subcommittees in the House
and Senate that have a little piece of
the drug war. That does not count the
Appropriations Committee or strictly
oversight committees, like the House
Narcotics Committee.

I am advised by the drug czar, Wil-
liam Bennett, he is going to be spend-
ing about 12 straight days testifying
before one committee or another in
the next couple of weeks or 3 weeks. I
think he is doing an outstanding job.
He has a big job ahead of him and we
ought to try to cooperate wherever we
can in making certain we can stream-
line the Congress to meet the demands
of the drug war.

Surely we want the drug czar, Bill
Bennett, to fight drugs rather than
spending all his time before congres-
sional committees, so we should take
this opportunity to follow our own
lead and establish these committees
without delay.

SUMMARY
So, we need a coordinated effort.
The President mentioned this yester-
day in the leadership meeting, if we
are to have any success against drugs.
And we now have one. We also need to
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be united. So I urge my colleagues to
take a good look at what the President
and Bill Bennett are proposing. It is
good, tough medicine. It is worthy of
bipartisan support. And it seems to me
everything is in place, everyone is
going in the same direction.

We may have arguments about how
far or whether we should go more on
the demand side and less on supply,
more on supply, less on demand. But
there is no doubt in my mind that ev-
eryone in this body is committed to
end the scourge of drugs. There is no
doubt in my mind that everybody is
committed to tough penalties on so-
called casual users, those who might
use drugs once a month. There is no
doubt in my mind that everyone in
this body is committed to education,
enforcement, treatment. But in all
these cases we need accountability be-
cause there is a limit on resources.

We have to make certain that drug
treatment programs are working, not
just that we are appropriating a lot of
money and hope they are working.
There has to be some accountability.
Whether it is enforcement, whether it
is education, whether it is treatment,
whether it is interdiction, the Ameri-
can taxpayer will demand we make
certain we spend the money as wisely
as we can, knowing in any event there
is also some that slips by the wayside.

So, I congratulate the President. I
think, as the majority leader stated
yvesterday, the President chose in his
first televised address to the American
people to talk about drugs, and about
how we can work together to end this
tragic chapter in our history.

So, I pledge my support to the Presi-
dent. I am certain everyone else
pledges their support to the President.

As I said, we may have some differ-
ences but we are all agreed on one
thing, and that is the commitment to
end this plague upon our land. I ask
unanimous consent that the text of
the President’s national drug policy
address be printed in the REecorp. 1
thank the majority leader for letting
me proceed.

There being no objection, the ad-
dress was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

PRESIDENT'S NATIONAL DRUG PoLICY
ADDRESS, SEPTEMBER 5, 1989

This is the first time since taking the oath
of office that I felt an issue was so impor-
tant, so threatening, that it warranted talk-
ing directly with you, the American people.
All of us agree that the gravest domestic
threat facing our Nation today is drugs.

Drugs have strained our faith in our
system of justice. Our courts, our prisons,
our legal system are stretched to the break-
ing point. The social costs of drugs are
mounting. In short, drugs are sapping our
strength as a Nation.

Turn on the evening news, or pick up the
moml.ns paper and you'll see what some
Americans know just by stepping out their
front door: Our most serious problem today
is cocaine, and in particular, crack.
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Who's responsible? Let me tell you
straight out.

Everyone who uses drugs.

Everyone who sells drugs.

And everyone who looks the other way.

Tonight, I will tell you how many Ameri-
cans are using illegal drugs. I will present to
you our national strategy to deal with every
aspect of this threat. And I will ask you to
get involved in what promises to be a very
difficult fight.

This is crack cocaine seized a few days ago
by Drug Enforcement Administration
agents in a park just acrosss the street from
the White House. It could easily have been
heroin or PCP. It's as innocent looking as
candy, but it is turning our cities into battle
zones, and it is murdering our children. Let
there be no mistake, this stuff is poison.
Some used to call drugs harmless recreation.
They're not. Drugs are a real and terribly
dangerous threat to our neighborhoods, our
friends and our families.

No one among us is out of harm’s way.
When four-year-olds play in playgrounds
strewn with discarded hypodermic needles
and crack vials—it breaks my heart. When
cocaine—one of the most deadly and addic-
tive illegal drugs—is available to school
kids—school kids—it's an outrage. And when
hundreds of thousands of babies are born
each year to mothers who use drugs—pre-
mature babies born desperately sick—then
even the most defenseless among us are at
risk.

These are the tragedies behind the statis-
tics. But the numbers also have quite a
story to tell. Let me share with you the re-
sults of the recently completed Household
Survey of the National Institute on Drug
Abuse. It compares recent drug use to three
years ago. It tells us some good news and,
some very bad news. First, the good.

As you can see in the chart, in 1985, the
government estimated that 23 million Amer-
icans were using drugs on a ‘“current”
basis—that is, at least once in the preceding
month. Last year, that number fell by more
than a third. That means almost nine mil-
lion fewer Americans are casual drug users.
Good news.

Because we changed our national attitude
toward drugs, casual drug use has declined.
We have many to thank: Our brave law-en-
forcement officers, religious leaders, teach-
ers, community activists, and leaders of
business and labor. We should also thank
the media for their exhaustive news and
editorial coverage and, for their air time and
space for anti-drug messages. Finally, I want
to thank President and Mrs. Reagan for
their leadership. All of these good people
told the truth—that drug use is wrong and
dangerous.

But, as much comfort as we can draw
from these dramatic reductions, there is
also bad news—very bad news. Roughly
eight million people have used cocaine in
the past year, almost one million of them
used it frequently once a week or more.

What this means is that, in spite of the
fact that overall cocaine use is down, fre-
quent use has almost doubled in the last few
years. And that's why habitual cocaine
users—especially crack users—are the most
pressing, immediate drug problem.

What, then, is our plan? To begin with, I
trust the lesson of experience: No single
policy will cut it, no matter how glamorous
or magical it may sound. To win the war
against addictive drugs like crack will take
more than just a Federal strategy. It will
take a national strategy, one that reaches
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into every school, every workplace, involv-
ing every family.

Earlier today, I sent this document, our
first such National Strategy to the Con-
gress. It was developed with the hard work
of our Nation’s first drug policy director,
Bill Bennett. In preparing this plan, we
talked with state, local and community lead-
ers, law enforcement officials and experts in
education, drug prevention, and rehabilita-
tion. We talked with parents and kids. We
took a long hard look at all that the Federal
Government has done about drugs in the
past: What's worked, and—let's be honest—
what hasn’t. Too often, people in govern-
ment acted as if their part of the problem—
whether fighting drug production, or drug
smuggling, or drug demand—was the only
problem. But turf battles won't win this
war, Teamwork will.

Tonight, I'm announcing a strategy that
reflects the coordinated, cooperative com-
mitment of all Federal agencies. In short,
this plan is as comprehensive as the prob-
lem. With this strategy, we now finally have
a plan that coordinates our resources, our
programs and the people who run them.

Our weapons in this strategy are: The law
and criminal justice system; our foreign
policy; our treatment systems, and our
schools and drug prevention programs. So
the basic weapons we need are the ones we
already have. What has been lacking is a
strategy to effectively use them.

Let me address four of the major elements
of our strategy.

First, we are determined to enforce the
law, to make our streets and neighborhoods
safe. So to start, I'm proposing that we
more than double Federal assistance to
State and local law enforcement. Americans
have a right to safety in and around their
homes.

And we won't have safe neighborhoods
unless we are tough on drug criminals—
much tougher than we are now. Sometimes
that means tougher penalties. But more
often it just means punishment that is swift
and certain. We've all heard stories about
drug dealers who are caught and arrested—
again and again—but never punished. Well,
here the rules have changed: If you sell
drugs, you will be caught. And when you're
caught, you will be prosecuted. And once
you're convicted, you will do time. Caught.
Prosecuted. Punished.

I am also proposing that we enlarge our
criminal justice system across the board—at
the local, state and federal levels alike. We
need more prisons, more jails, more courts,
more prosecutors. So tonight, I'm request-
ing—altogether—an almost billion-and-a-
half dollar increase in drug-related Federal
spending on law enforcement.

And while illegal drug use is found in
every community, nowhere is it worse than
in our public housing projects. You know,
the poor have never had it easy in this
world. But in the past, they weren’t mugged
on the way home from work by crack gangs.
And their children didn't have to dodge bul-
lets on the way to school. That is why I'm
targeting $50 million to fight crime in public
housing projects—to help restore order, and
to kick out the dealers for good.

The second element of our strategy looks
beyond our borders, where the cocaine and
crack bought on America’s streets, is grown
and processed. In Colombia alone, cocaine
killers have gunned down a leading states-
man, murdered almost two hundred judges
and seven members of their supreme court.
The besieged governments of the drug-pro-
ducing countries are fighting back, fighting
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to break the international drug rings. But
you and I agree with the courageous Presi-
dent of Colombia, Virgilio Barco, who said
that if Americans use cocaine, then Ameri-
cans are paying for murder. American co-
caine users need to understand that our
Nation has zero tolerance for casual drug
use. We have a responsibility not to leave
our brave friends in Colombia to fight

e.

The $65 million emergency assistance an-
nounced two weeks ago was just our first
step in assisting the Andean Nations in
their fight against the cocaine cartels. Co-
lombia has already arrested suppliers, seized
tons of cocaine and confiscated palatial
homes of drug lords. But Colombia faces a
long, uphill battle, so we must be ready to
do more.

Our strategy allocates more than a quar-
ter of a billion dollars for next year in mili-
tary and law enforcement assistance for the
three Andean Nations of Colombia, Bolivia
and Peru. This will be the first part of a
five-year, $2 billion program to counter the
pfodueers. the traffickers and the smug-
glers.

I spoke with President Barco last week,
and we hope to meet with the leaders of af-
fected countries in an unprecedented drug
summit, all to coordinate an Inter-American
stragtegy against the cartels. We will work
with our allies and friends—especially our
Economic Summit partners—to do more in
the fight against drugs. I'm also asking the
Senate to ratify the U.N, Anti-Drug Conven-
tion concluded last December.

To stop those drugs on the way to Amer-
ica, I propose that we spend more than a bil-
lion-and-a-half dollars on interdiction.
Greater interagency cooperation, combined
with sophisticated intelligence-gathering,
and defense department technology, can
help stop drugs at our borders.

Our message to the drug cartels is this:
The rules have changed. We will help any
government that wants our help. When re-
quested, we will for the first time make
available the appropriate resources, of
America’s armed forces. We will intensify
our efforts against drug smugglers on the
high seas, in international airspace and at
our borders. We will stop the flow of chemi-
cals from the United States used to process
drugs. We will pursue and enforce interna-
tional agreements to track drug money to
the front men and financiers. And then we
will handeuff these money launderers, and
jail them—just like any street dealer. And
for drug kingpins, the death penalty.

The third part of our strategy concerns
drug treatment. Experts believe that there
are two million American drug users who
may be able to get off drugs with proper
treatment. But right now, only 40 percent of
them are actually getting help. This is
simply not good enough.

Many people who need treatment won't
seck it on their own. And some who do seek
it are put on a waiting list. Most programs
were set up to deal with heroin addicts, but
today, the major problem is cocaine users.
It's time we expand our treatment systems
and do a better job of providing services to
those who need them.

So tonight, I'm proposing an increase of
$321 million in Federal spending on drug
treatment.

With this strategy, we will do more. We
will work with the states. We will encourage
employers to establish Employee Assistance
Programs to cope with drug use. And, be-
cause addiction is such a cruel inheritance,
we will intensify our search for ways to help
expectant mothers who use drugs.
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Fourth, we must stop illegal drug use
before it starts. Unfortunately, it begins
early—for many kids, before their teens.
But it doesn't start the way you might
think, from a dealer or an addict hanging
around a school playground. More often,
our kids first get their drugs free, from
friends, or even from older brothers and sis-
ters. Peer pressure drug use. Peer
pressure can help stop it.

I am proposing a quarter-of-a-billion-
dollar increase in Federal funds for school
and community prevention programs that
help young people and adults reject entice-
ments to try drugs. And I'm proposing some-
thing else. Every school, college and univer-
sity—and every workplace—must adopt
tough but fair policies about drug use by
students and employees. Those that will not
accept such policies will not get Federal
funds. Period.

The private sector also has a role to play.
I spoke with a businessman named Jim
Burke who said he was haunted by the
thought—a nightmare really—that some-
where in America, at any given moment,
there is a teenage girl who should be in
school, instead of giving birth to a child ad-
dicted to cocaine. So Jim did something. He
led an anti-drug partnership, financed by
private funds, to work with advertisers and
media firms. Their partnership is now deter-
mined to work with our strategy by generat-
ing educational messages worth a million
dollars a day—every day for the next three
years—a billion dollars worth of advertising,
all to promote the anti-drug message.

As President, one of my first missions is to
keep the national focus on our offensive
against drugs. So next week I will take the
anti-drug message to the classrooms of
America in a special television address, one
that I hope will reach every school, every
young American. But drug education
doesn't begin in class or on T.V. It must
begin at home and in the neighborhood.
Parents and families must set the first ex-
ample of a drug-free life. And when families
are broken, caring friends and neighbors
must step in.

These are the most important elements in
our strategy to fight drugs. They are all de-
signed to reinforce one another, to mesh
into a powerful whole. To mount an aggres-
sive attack on the problem from every
angle, This is the first time in the history of
our country, that we truly have a compre-
hensive strategy.

As you can tell, such an approach will not
come cheaply. Last February, I asked for a
$700 million increase in the drug budget for
the coming year. Over the past six months
of careful study, we have found an immedi-
ate need for another billion-and-a-half dol-
lars. With this added 2.2 billion, our 1990
drug budget totals almost eight billion dol-
lars—the largest increase in history.

We need this program fully implement-
ed—right away. The next fiscal year begins
just 26 days from now. So tonight, I'm
asking the Congress—which has helped us
formulate this strategy—to help us move it
forward immediately.

We can pay for this fight against drugs
without raising texes or adding to the
budget deficit. We have submitted our plan
to Congress that shows just how to fund it
within the limits of our bipartisan budget
agreement.

I know some will still say that we are not
spending enough money. But those who
judge our strategy only by its price tag,
simply don't understand the problem. Let's
face it, we've all seen in the past that money
alone won't soive our toughest problems.
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To be strong and efficient, our strategy
needs these funds. But there is no match for
a united America, a determined America, an
angry America. Our outrage against drugs
unites us, brings us together behind this one
plan of action, an assault on every front.

This is the toughest domestic challenge
we've faced in decades. And it is a challenge
we must face—not as Democrats or Republi-
cans, liberals or conservatives—but as Amer-
icans. The key is a coordinated, united
effort. We have responded faithfully to the
request of the Congress to produce our Na-
tion's first national drug strategy. I'll be
looking to the Democratic Majority and our
Republicans in Congress for leadership and
bipartisan support. And our citizens deserve
cooperation, not competition; a national
effort, not a partisan bidding war.

To start, Congress needs not only to act
on this national drug strategy, but also to
act on our crime package announced last
May, a package to toughen sentences, to
beef up law enforcement and build new
prison space for 24,000 inmates.

You and I both know the Federal Govern-
ment can't do it alone. The States need to
match tougher Federal laws with tougher
laws of their own—stiffer bail, probation,
parole and sentencing.

And we need your help. If people you
know are users, help them get off drugs. If
you are a parent, talk to your children
about drugs—tonight.

Call your local drug prevention program.
Be a Big Brother or Sister to a child in
need, Pitch in with your local Neighborhood
Watch program, Whether you give your
time or talent, everyone counts.

Every employer who bans drugs from the
workplace,

Every school that’s tough on drug use.

Every neighborhood in which drugs are
not welcome.

And most important, every one of you
who refuses to look the other way. Every
one of you counts.

Of course, victory will take hard work and
time, But together we will win—too many
young lives are at stake.

Not long ago, I read a newspaper story
about a little boy named Dooney, who, until
recently, lived in a crack house in a suburb
of Washington, D.C. In Dooney’s neighbor-
hood, children don't flinch at the sound of
gunfire. And when they play, they pretend
to sell to each other small white rocks they
call crack.

Life at home was so cruel that Dooney
begged his teachers to let him sleep on the
floor at school. And, when asked about his
future, 6-year-old Dooney answers: “I don't
want to sell drugs, but I will probably have
to.”

Well, Dooney does not have to sell drugs.
No child in America should have to live like
this. Together, as a people, we can save
these kids. We have already transformed a
national attitude of tolerance into one of
condemnation, But the war on drugs will be
hard-won, neightorhood by neighborhood,
block by block, child by child.

If we fight this war as a divided nation,
then the war is lost. But if we face this evil
as a nation united, this will be nothing but a
handful of useless chemicals.

Victory. Victory over drugs is our cause, a
just cause, and with your help, we are going
to win.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
majority leader.
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STATUS OF NOMINATIONS

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, on
August 4, I met with President Bush,
at my request, to discuss nominations
and recess appointments. His press
secretary, Marlin Fitzwater, comment-
ed on that meeting, as reported in the
New York Times on August 28, by
stating that “The President wanted to
register his deep concern that these—
nominations—were being held up for
artificial reasons not related to the
candidates themselves.” On other oc-
casions over the past few weeks, the
President and his press secretary have
criticized the Senate for delay in the
consideration of the President’s nomi-
nees.

I have carefully reviewed the record
on nominations—both as to vacancies
and Senate action on nominations
which have been submitted and I now
will respond to the President's criti-
cism.

I begin by urging that the President
discontinue such criticism. It is un-
founded and unfair. Indeed, my review
makes it clear that the principal cause
of delay is the administration itself.
The principal problem is in the slow
pace at which nominations are being
made, not in the pace at which nomi-
nations, once made, are being proc-
essed.

According to the Congressional Re-
search Service, there are 432 full-time
positions in executive departments
and independent agencies which re-
quire Senate confirmation, not count-
ing ambassadors, U.S. marshals or U.S.
attorneys. At this time, there are 200
positions for which there has been no
nomination or no announcement that
the incumbent will be retained by the
administration.

Thus, nearly 8 months after he took
office, the President has failed to
make nominations for nearly half of
the full-time positions in executive de-
partments and independent agencies
which require Senate confirmation.
Whose responsibility is that? It is cer-
tainly not the Senate’s. The Senate
cannot act on a nomination until the
President makes the nomination and it
is received by the Senate.

A study released by the Democratic
Study Group in the House lists 48 to-
tally vacant positions in Cabinet de-
partments—no nominations and no
holdovers from the previous adminis-
tration. Out of 14 Cabinet depart-
ments only the Department of Trans-
portation has no totally vacant posi-
tions. There are five totally vacant po-
sitions in the Executive Office of the
President and another 20 in major in-
dependent agencies.

The Federal civil service has talent-
ed professionals in every area of Gov-
ernment service. However, these indi-
viduals do not set policy for an admin-
istration. When there are no people at
the top, the professional civil servant
does the best he or she can but policy
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initiatives await the arrival of Presi-
dentially nominated personnel.

Eight months into this administra-
tion, a large number of high-level and
vital policy positions remain without
any nominations—and thus a lack of
policy direction.

For example, education is a stated
priority of the administration. yet at
the Department of Education, there is
no nominee for Assistant Secretary for
Elementary and Secondary Education;
there is no nominee for Assistant Sec-
retary for Vocational and Adult Edu-
cation; there is no nominee for Assist-
ance Secretary for Civil Rights. Whose
responsibility is that? It is certainly
not the Senate’s. The Senate cannot
act on these nominations until the
President makes them and they are re-
ceived by the Senate.

A number of important policy posi-
tions in the health area also remain
unfilled. There is no nominee for Sur-
geon General. There is no nominee for
Administrator of the Health Care Fi-
nance Administration. There is no
nominee to be Commissioner of Aging.
Whose responsibility is that? It is cer-
tainly not the Senate’s. The Senate
cannot act on these nominations until
the President makes them and they
are received by the Senate.

The vital 1990 census is rapidly ap-
proaching. There is no nominee to be
Director of the Census Bureau. Whose
responsibility is that?

The importance of the role of the
Inspectors General has been demon-
strated in the past years and months,
At this time there is no nominee for
Inspector General at the Department
of Justice, the Department of Treas-
ury or the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs. Deputy Inspector General posi-
tions are vacant at the Department of
Health and Human Services and the
Department of Energy. Whose respon-
sibility is that?

The President must send a formal
notice to Congress indicating his in-
tention to replace existing Inspectors
General. No such notice has been
given for those now serving as Inspec-
tors General, and, according to the
Congressional Research Service, none
of the existing Inspectors General
have been asked to remain. These are
important positions. The Inspectors
General exist to reduce waste and
eliminate fraud. The President should
make up his mind, one way or the
other: Either reappoint them or re-
place them. Their current limbo serves
no one's interest

A fully staffed judiciary is essential
to the operation of our system of Gov-
ernment. There are 46 vacancies on
the Federal bench. One judicial nomi-
nation is pending and that nomination
was submitted on August 4, the very
last day in which the Senate was in
session. Whose responsibility is that?

Protection of the environment is a
bipartisan concern. At this time, at the
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Environmental Protection Agency,
there is no nominee for Assistant Ad-
ministrator for Research and Develop-
ment; there is no nominee for Assist-
ant Adminstrator for Solid Waste;
there is no nominee for Assistant Ad-
ministrator for Water; there is no
nominee for Assistant Administrator
for External Affairs. Whose responsi-
bility is that? It is certainly not the
Senate’s. The Senate cannot act on
these nominations until the President
makes them and they are received by
the Senate.

Obviously, the administration be-
lieves that the Senate should confirm
every nominee. A tension is built into
the constitutional process which gives
the President the power to nominate
and the Senate the power of confirma-
tion.

I believe that the Senate’s record on
nominations submitted by the Presi-
dent is a good and responsible one.

So far during this session, the
Senate has confirmed 212 of the Presi-
dent’s nominees. Ninety percent were
confirmed within 2 months of the date
on which they were submitted. All but
one of the Cabinet Secretaries were
confirmed by March 1.

A total of 107 nominations remain
pending. However, of these pending
nominations, 33 were received by the
Senate between August 1 and August
4—too late for Senate committees to
take any action before the August
recess.

Of the 74 nominations which were
received prior to August 1, 10 nomina-
tions have been reported by Senate
committees and are pending on the
Executive Calendar. Of the remaining
64 nominations, only 8 had been pend-
ing longer than 2 months when the
Senate recessed in August. One nomi-
nation was defeated in committee.

Taking less than 2 months to con-
firm a Presidential nomination demon-
strates the Senate’s willingness to act
as promptly as possible in confirming
those nominees.

It is important to recognize that
once the President makes a nomina-
tion, each Senate committee, and if
the nomination is reported, the Senate
itself, must responsibly fulfill its con-
stitutional responsibility to advise and
consent on nominations.

Most committees require nominees
to submit background material in addi-
tion to the information compiled by
the administration.

This is a necessary part of the Sen-
ate’s role in the confirmation process.
Each Senate committee is responsible
for making its own determination on
whether a nominee is sufficiently
qualified for the position for which he
or she has been nominated.

The recent procurement scandals in
the Department of Defense and the
ongoing investigation into activities at
the Department of Housing and Urban
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Development have served to reempha-
size the importance of the confirma-
tion process to most Senators.

Careful review of nominations is not
simply the product of a Democratic
Senate and a Republican President. In
1977, President Carter’s nomination of
Bert Lance was confirmed by the
Senate. Subsequently, Mr. Lance re-
signed over questions regarding his fi-
nancial affairs. The Governmental Af-
fairs Committee, which held the hear-
ings on that nomination, subsequently
tightened its requirements for nomina-
tions. The committee today has a de-
tailed procedure which involves check-
ing tax returns, review of the FBI
report by the chairman and ranking
member, interviews with the staff and
prehearing questions. Other commit-
tees have similar procedures.

The administration itself has, in
some cases, contributed to the impres-
sion that the Senate is taking longer
than necessary to consider nomina-
tions. The White House announces the
President's intention to nominate an
individual but the actual submission of
the nomination to the Senate can be
delayed for several weeks, sometimes
months.

One example of this was the nomi-
nation of Constance Newman to be Di-
rector of the Office of Personnel Man-
agement. The intention to nominate
was made public on January 18. But
the nomination was not actually sub-
mitted until April 4. The necessary pa-
perwork was not completed until just
prior to June 6, at which time the
hearing was held. The nominee was
confirmed by the Senate on June 7.
The impression might be created that
the nomination took 6 months to con-
firm when, in fact, the Committee on
Governmental Affairs and the Senate
acted on this nomination within days
of the completion of the necessary pa-
perwork.

The confirmation process involves
study and decision by the President
prior to nominating individuals for im-
portant government positions. It in-
volves study and decision by the
Senate after the President has submit-
ted nominations. At each stage, care-
ful consideration and deliberation
must take place. Presidents do not
always submit nominations as rapidly
as the Senate would like and the
Senate does not always act as favor-
ably or as quickly as the President
would like.

These tensions have been in exist-
ence for the 200 years that Presidents
have submitted nominations to the
Senate. The process by which our
Government works is one of respect by
each of the branches of Government
for the powers of the other branches.
This can be a cumbersome and conten-
tious process, but it need not be. On
balance, it has served our country well.

Shortly after my election as majori-
ty leader last November, the then
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President-elect asked for my coopera-
tion in expediting consideration of his
Cabinet nominations. I asked all com-
mittee chairmen to move as rapidly as
possible. Some committees even held
hearings on his nominees prior to re-
ceipt of the actual nominations.

I believe the record shows that the
Senate has continued to act in a coop-
erative manner on the President's
nominations. The President will be
submitting many more nominations
this fall and I intend that the Senate
continue to move as expeditiously and
cooperatively as possible on these
nominations, consistent with our re-
sponsibilities under the Constitution.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the following documents be
printed in the Recorp at this point:

First, a document prepared by the
Congressional Research Service which
includes a list of full-time positions re-
quiring Senate confirmation in execu-
tive departments and independent
agencies for which President Bush has
neither made a nomination nor an-
nounced retention of an incumbent
from previous administration, as of
August 10, 1989; and

Second, a list of nominations pend-
ing in Senate committees and on the
Executive calendar, as of the close of
business on August 4, 1989.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

TABLE 1.—FULL-TIME POSITIONS REQUIRING SENATE CON-
FIRMATION IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS FOR WHICH
PRESIDENT BUSH HAS NEITHER MADE A NOMINATION
NOR ANNOUNCED RETENTION OF INCUMBENT FROM
PREVIOUS ADMINISTRATION, AS OF AUG. 10, 1989

Name of Department * Incumbent Level

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
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TABLE 1.—FULL-TIME POSITIONS REQUIRING SENATE CON-
FIRMATION IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS FOR WHICH
PRESIDENT BUSH HAS NEITHER MADE A NOMINATION
NOR ANNOUNCED RETENTION OF INCUMBENT FROM
PREVIOUS ADMINISTRATION, AS OF AUG. 10, 1989—
Continued

Name of Department *

mm Secretary—Production and Logis-

aﬂl.mw Operations Charles S. Whitehouse..... IV
L P i et June G. Brown.........oce IV
Assistant Secretary—Atomic Energy............ Robert B. Barker............
DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
Assistant Secretary—Readiness Support ....... o - N
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
Assistant Secretary—Civil Works............... Robert W. Page............ N
Assistant Secretary—Financial Management .. Vacant..............cn
Assistant Secretary—Installations and Lo- John W. Shannoq......... IV
ﬁmﬁmm and Re- Deibert L Spurlock, Jr.... IV
serve
Assistant R e v
e Secretary—Research Development  Jay R. Sculley
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
Assistant Secretary—Finance Management.... Robert H. Comm ... -~ N
lwstlﬂ Seuuy—llm and Re- Keaneth P. Bergquist...... IV
%WML& Everelt A Pyaft ........... N
Secretary—Research  Engineer Thomas F. sV
anﬂSym. -

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Assistanl  Secretary—Land and Minerals Vacant..............

mmt mm_nummv
Commissioner- " Affairs........ Vacant
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TABLE 1.—FULL-TIME POSITIONS REQUIRING SENATE CON-
FIRMATION IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS FOR WHICH
PRESIDENT BUSH HAS NEITHER MADE A NOMINATION
NOR ANNOUNCED RETENTION OF INCUMBENT FROM
PREVIOUS ADMINISTRATION, AS OF AUG. 10, 1989—
Continued

Name of Department * Incumbent Level
High Commissioner—Trust Temitories (Pa- Vacanl..........coco. G3-18
cific Isiands).
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ®

Deputy Attomey General..................ouwu ;| PN Il

Director—fFederal Bureau of investigation = .. William S. Sessions........ Il

Assoc Attorney General. Vacant n
Administration.. John C. Lawn /]

of Justice James K.
Dep Administrator—Drug Enforcement Ad- Thomas C. Kelly
Counsel—Immigration and Unfair Lawrence J. Siskind....... GS-17
%ﬂﬂm

mw‘—muwm ........... O [
Inspactor General T

AMBASSADOR AT LARGE
Cultural Affairs
Non-Profferation
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oy fol include pasitions i the commissioned corps of the Pubic Heah  TABLE 2.—FULL-TIME POSITIONS REQUIRING SENATE CON-

® Does not include positions for ULS. attormey and U.S. marshal
 Nominee for this posifion was rejected by Judiciary Committee on Aug. 1,
® Does not include Service positions in overseas pasts.
® Foed 6-yr term of (expires Nov. 20, 1990).
::wwnsﬁlmmzl 1991)
12 Fixed 441 ferm of office. I the incumbent is removed befors his or her
term expires, the President must communicate reasons o both Houses of

TABLE 2.—FULL-TIME POSITIONS REQUIRING SENATE CON-
FIRMATION IN INDEPENDENT EXECUTIVE AGENCIES FOR
WHICH PRESIDENT BUSH HAS NEITHER MADE A NOMI-
NATION NOR ANNOUNCED RETENTION OF INCUMBENT
FROM PREVIOUS ADMINISTRATION, AS OF AUG. 10, 1989

Name of agency Incumbent Level
ACTION
.................................. Jane A, oS
m‘l Director—Domestic and Antipoverty Mﬂ“.w ................ v
ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF THE
UNITED STATES
- L L e .. Marshall J. Breger.......... Il

FIRMATION IN INDEPENDENT EXECUTIVE AGENCIES FOR
WHICH PRESIDENT BUSH HAS NEITHER MADE A NOMI-
NATION NOR ANNOUNCED RETENTION OF INCUMBENT
FROM PREVIOUS ADMINISTRATION, AS OF AUG. 10,
1989—Continued

Name of agency

p-. independent entity on Oct. 1, 1989 (Public Law 100
® Given recess appointment on Dec. 22, 1988,

TABLE 3. —FULL-TIME POSITIONS REQUIRING SENATE CON-
FIRMATION IN EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT FOR
WHICH PRESIDENT BUSH HAS NEITHER MADE A NOMI-
NATION NOR ANNOUNCED RETENTION OF INCUMBENT
FROM PREVIOUS ADMINISTRATION, AS OF AUG. 10, 1989

Entity in Executive Office Incumbent Level
COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY
Member Vacant v
B s s o s . Jacqueline E. Schafer............... v
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET
Administrator—Office Federal Procure- Vacanl............. i
ment Policy.
Administrator—Office Information and Jay §. Plager ... -
Regulatory Affairs.
OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLDGY
Associate DIBCION .......ooocenincacs . Thomas P. ROM........ocooceroces m
Do Vacant 1]
Do. ) i
Do 0 1]

TABLE 4.—FULL-TIME POSITIONS REQUIRING SENATE CON-
FIRMATION IN MULTILATERAL ORGANIZATIONS FOR
WHICH PRESIDENT BUSH HAS NEITHER MADE A NOMI-
NATION NOR ANNOUNCED RETENTION OF INCUMBENT
FROM PREVIOUS ADMINISTRATION, AS OF AUG. 10, 1989

Level

Name of organization Incumbent
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TABLE 4.—FULL-TIME POSITIONS REQUIRING SENATE CON-
FIRMATION IN MULTILATERAL ORGANIZATIONS FOR
WHICH PRESIDENT BUSH HAS NEITHER MADE A NOMI-
NATION NOR ANNOUNCED RETENTION OF INCUMBENT
FROM PREVIOUS ADMINISTRATION, AS OF AUG. 10,
1989—Continued

Name of organization Incumbent Level
INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND
U.S. Alternate Executive Director * ... ... Charles 5. Wamer........... [t
1 s than Executive Level V.
« it o o 3 1
* Given recess on Nov. 22, 1988,
 Not available.

NOMINATIONS PENDING IN SENATE CoMMIT-
TEES AND ON EXECUTIVE CALENDAR (AS OF
CLOSE oF BUSINESS, AUGUST 4, 1989)

This list shows on a committee by commit-
tee basis the name of nominee, position
nominated for, and date nominated by the
President.

Nominations pending on the Executive
Calendar are listed under the reporting
committees with the name of the nominee,
position, and Executive Calendar number.

AGRICULTURE

Nominations pending in Committee:

James E. Cason, Assistant Secretary of
Agriculture, May 2.

William P. Albrecht, Commodity Futures
'll‘rading Commission, Commissioner, August

‘Harold B. Steele, Member of the Farm
Credit Administration Board, August 4.
ARMED SERVICES

Nominations pending in Committee:

Antonio Lopez, Associate Dir. of the Fed.
Emergency Management Agency, May 18.

Martin C. Faga to be Assistant Secretary
of the Air Force, July 11.

Anne Foreman to be Under Secretary of
the Air Force, July 17.

Victor Stello to be Assistant Secretary of
Energy, July 24.

Terrence O'Donnell to be Gen. Counsel of
the Dept. of Defense, August 1.

Robert C. Duncan, Dir. of Operational
Test & Evaluation, Dept. of Defense,
August 4.

Edson G. Case, Member Defense Nuclear
Facilities Safety Board, August 4.

John W. Crawford, Member Defense Nu-
clear Facilities Safety Board, August 4.

Herbert Kouts, Member Defense Nuclear
Facilities Safety Board, August 4.

A.J. Eggenberger, Member Defense Nucle-
ar Facilities Safety Board, August 4.

John T. Conway, Member Defense Nucle-
ar Facilities Safety Board, August 4.

BANKING

Nominations pending in Committee:

John C. Weicher, Assistant Secretary
HUD, May 16.

Qunicy M. Krosby, Assistant Secretary of
Commerce, May 31.

Sherrie S. Rollins, Assistant Secretary of
HUD, June 7.

Skirma A. Kondratas, Assistant Secretary
of HUD, June 9.

Brian W. Clymer, Urban Mass Transporta-
tion Administrator, June 16.

Claire E. Freeman, Assistant Secretary of
HUD, June 22,

Eugene K. Lawson, First Vice President of
the Export-Import Bank, June 22,

Richard Schmalensee, Member of the
Council of Economic Advisers, July 20.

John T. Martino, Superintendent of the
Mint of the U.S. at Philadelphia, July 25.
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Barbara E. McTurk, Superintendent of
the Mint of the U.S, at Denver, July 26.

Michael P. Galvin, Assistant Secretary,
Dept. of Commerce, August 4.

NOMINATIONS ON CALENDAR

Dennis Kloske, Under Sec. of Commerce,
Cal. #297.

COMMERCE

Nominations pending in Committee:

Edward M. Emmitt, Member ICC, June 8.

Deborah Wince-Smith, Assistant Secre-
tary of Commerce for Technology Policy,
June 13.

Sue Coughlin, Member of the National
Transportation Safety Board, June 21.

Warren G. Leback, Administrator of the
Maritime Administration, Dept. of Trans-
portation, August 4.

NOMINATIONS ON CALENDAR

Deborah Owen, Federal Trade Commis-
sion, Cal. #285.
ENERGY
Nominations pending in Committee:
John Sayre, Assistant Secretary of Interi-
or for Water and Science, July 25.

NOMINATIONS ON CALENDAR

J. Michael Davis, Assistant Secretary of
Energy, Cal. #247.

Stephen Wakefield, General Counsel,
Dept. of Energy, Cal. #248.

John A. Easton, Jr., Assistant Secretary of
Energy, Cal. #249.

Jacqueline K. Brown, Assistant Secretary
of Energy, Cal. #250.

ENVIRONMENT

David C. Williams, Inspector General Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission, July 24.

James M. Strock, Asst Administrator of
EPA for Enforcement and Compliance Mon-
itoring, August 4.

Forrest J. Remick, Member Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, August 4.

FINANCE

Nominations pending in Committee:
Sidney L. Jones, Asst. Sec. Dept. of Treas-
ury, August 4.
FOREIGN RELATIONS

Nominations pending in Committee:

C-career NC-non-career.

William A. Brown (C), Amb. to Israel, May
31 (Presently serving as Amb. under Reagan
recess appointment).

Richard W. Boehm (C), Amb. to Oman,
June 6 (Presently serving as Amb. under
Reagan recess appointment).

Michael Ussery (NC), to be Amb. to Mo-
rocco, June 6.

Charles W. Freeman, Jr. (C), Amb. to
Saudi Arabia, June 15.

Luigi R. Einaudi (C, Sr. Exec, Service), to
be U.S. Permanent Representative to the
Organization of American States with the
rank of Amb., June 16.

Warren A. Lovorel (C), for rank of Amb.
during his tenure of service as the U.S. Co-
ordinator for Multilateral Trade Negotia-
tions, June 16.

Eric M. Javits (NC), to be Amb, to Venezu-
ela, July 11.

Evelyn 1. H. Teegen (NC) to be Amb. to
Fiji & concurrently to Tonga, Tuvalu & Kir-
ibati, July 11.

Thomas F, Stroock (NC), to be Amb. to
Guatemala, July 11,

Joy A. Silverman (NC), to be Amb. to Bar-
bados & concurrently to Dominica, St.
Lucia, St. Vincent & the Grenadines, July
11,

Jerry A. Moore, Jr. (NC) to be Amb. to Le-
sotho, July 11.

19567

Thomas C. Dawson (NC), 1I, to be U.S.
f:qxec. Dir. of the Intl. Monetary Fund, July

Lannon Walker (C), to be Amb, to Federal
Republic of Nigeria, July 18.

Glen A Holden (NC), to be Amb. to Jamali-
ca, July 18.

Johnny Young (C), to be Amb. to the Re-
public of Sierra Leone, July 17.

Edward J. Perkins (C), to be Director Gen-
eral of the Foreign Service, July 11.

Nicolas M. Salgo (NC), for rank of Amb. as
Special Negotiator for Property Issues, July
20

Sally J. Novetzke (NC), to be Amb. to
Malta, July 20.

Mark G. Hambley (C), to be Amb. to
Qatar, July 24.

Gordon K. Durnil (NC), U.8S. Commission-
er on the Intl. Joint Commission, U.8. &
Canada, July 24.

Charles W. Hostler (NC), to be Amb. to
Bahrain, July 24.

Robert R. Randlett (NC), Asst. Adminis-
trator for Legislative Affairs, Agency for
Intl. Development, July 26.

Paul M. Cleveland (C), to be Amb. to Ma-
laysia, August 1.

James R. Cheeck (C), to be Amb. to
Sudan, August 2.

Ronald J. Sorini (NC), for rank of Amb. as
E.S. Negotiator on Textile Matters, August

Stephen R. Hanmer, Jr. (C), to be Deputy
Director of the U.S, Arms Control & Disar-
mament Agency, August 3.

Christopher H. Phillips (NC), Amb. to
Brunei Darussalam, August 4.

William L. Jacobsen (C), Amb. to the Re-
public of Guinea-Bissau, August 4.

Penne P. Korth (NC), Amb. to Mauritius,
August 4.

Elizabeth M. Tamposi (NC), Asst. Sec. of
State for Consular Affairs, August 4.

Reginald J. Brown (NC), Asst. Administra-
tor of the Agency for International Devel-
opment, August 4.

James D. Berg (NC), Executive Vice Presi-
dent of the Overseas Private Investment
Corporation, August 4.

NOMINATIONS ON CALENDAR

Donald P. Gregg (NC), Amb. to Korea,
Cal. 188 (Floor consideration September 11).

Della M. Newman (NC), Amb. to New Zea-
land and concurrently to Western Samoa,
Cal. 241.

Melvin F. Sembler (NC), Amb. to Austra-
lia and concurrently to Naura, Cal. 240.
29.1205eph Zappala (NC), Amb. to Spain, Cal

GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

Nominations pending in Committee:

Jean McKee, Member Federal Labor Rela-
tions Authority, July 11.

Kathleen Koch, General Counsel Federal
Labor Relations Authority, July 11.

Pamela Talkin, Member Federal Labor
Relations Authority, July 31.

JUDICIARY

Nominations pending in Committee:

William Lucas, Asst. Attorney General for
Civil Rights, May 1 (defeated in comte. Aug.
1).

Margaret P. Currin, U.S. Attorney for
Eastern District of North Carolina, June 16.

Wayne A. Budd, U.S. Attorney for the Dis-
trict of Massachusetts, July 24.

Stanley A. Morris, Deputy Director Na-
tional Drug Control Policy, July 25.

Stephen J. Markman, U.S. Attorney for
the Eastern District of Michigan, July 31.
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Gene McNary to be Commissioner of Im-
migration & Naturalization, August 4.

Stuart M. Gerson to be an Assistant At-
torney General, August 4.

Rebecca B. Smith, to be United States
District Judge for the Eastern District of
Virginia, August 4.

Marvin J. Garbis to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the District of Maryland,
August 4.

Conrad K. Cyr, to be United States Circuit
Judge for the First Circuit, August 4.

LABOR AND HUMAN RESOURCES

Nominations pending in Committee:

David G. Ball, Assistant Secretary, Dept.
of Labor, April 18.

Jerry M. Hunter, Natl Labor Relations
Board, General Counsel, May 12.

Debra R. Bowland, Administrator of the
xﬂ'ase & Hour Division, Dept. of Labor, June

Thomas Collins, Asst. Sec. of Labor for
Veterans' Employment and Training (jt re-
ferral w/Veterans’ Affairs), June 22.

Gerard F. Scannell, Asst. Sec. of Labor,
June 22,

Daphne W. Murray, Director, Institute of
Museum Services, July 11.

Jane Kenney, Director, ACTION, July 11.

Clifford R. Oviatt, Member, Natl Labor
Relations Board, July 20.

Donald Rodgers, Member, Natl Labor Re-
lations Board, July 20.

INDIAN AFFAIRS

Nominations pending in Committee:
No nominations pending.

INTELLIGENCE

Nominations pending in Committee:
No nominations pending.

RULES

Nominations pending in Committee:

John W, McGarry, Member Federal Elec-
tion Commission, August 4.

Joan D. Aiken, Member Federal Election
Commission, August 4.

SMALL BUSINESS

Nominations pending in Committee:

Kyo Jhin, Chief Counsel for Advocacy,
Small Business Administration, June 23.

VETERANS' AFFAIRS

Nominations pending in Committee:

Kenneth Kramer, Associate Judge of the
U.8. Court of Veterans Appeals, May 5.

Raoul Carroll, General Counsel, Dept. of
Veterans Affairs, June 15.

Edward Timperlake, Asst. Sec. Congres-
sional & Public Affairs, Dept. of Veterans
Affairs, June 15.

Anthony McCann, Asst. Sec. of Veterans
Affairs for Finance and Planning, June 21.

Thomas Collins, Asst. Sec. of Labor for
Veterans Employment and Training, June
22. Jt. referral with Labor.

Allen Clark, Jr., Asst. Sec. of Veterans Af-
fairs for Veterans Liaison & Program Co-
ordination, July 17.

JoAnn K. Webb, Director of the Natl
Cemetery System, Dept. of Veterans Af-
fairs, July 26.

Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. President, I
thank the Chair. I yield the floor.

MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Under the previous order, there will
now be a period for the transaction of
morning business not to extend
beyond 1 p.m., with Senators permit-
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ted to speak therein for not to exceed
5 minutes each.

The Senator from California [Mr.
WiLson] is recognized.

Mr. WILSON. I thank the Chair.

THE WAR ON DRUGS

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, last
night the President of the United
States made an extraordinary speech.
He exhibited great leadership. I think
that we took a giant step. It was not,
as my friend, the distinguished Repub-
lican leader, has observed, perhaps ev-
erything for which every Member of
Congress would ask. I personally think
a plan that has not specifically target-
ed a high-intensive area such as Los
Angeles, which is used by drug produc-
ers in Colombia and elsewhere as a dis-
tribution center for 50 other cities in
the country, is a plan that has a
defect.

But over all it is a good plan. It is a
sound strategy. And yet there has
been criticism from many of us in this
Congress that we are not spending
enough.

Mr. President, that has a distinctly
hollow ring from a Congress which
itself has failed to make good on the
commitment to honor the obligations
we set for ourselves in the 1988 Omni-
bus Drug Act, a very valuable piece of
legislation were it adequately funded.
But with repeated opportunities to do
so, Congress has failed, finding it im-
possible, just too painful to cut spend-
ing for other matters in order to real-
locate the necessary resources to not
just talk about but to fight and win a
war on drugs.

So the President is right when he
says that a $2.2 billion increase is the
largest in our history. It is. I would
have to say I think that more may be
necessary. And if it is necessary, Mr.
President, I hope that administration
and the Congress will very earnestly
consider an opportunity which I think
is available to us through the device of
issuance of drug war bonds in much
the same fashion that in World War I
America financed its war effort by lib-
erty bonds and in so doing afforded or-
dinary citizens the opportunity for in-
dividual involvement, for personal par-
ticipation of a kind that many Ameri-
cans hunger, in order to enlist in this
war on drugs. The President made the
appeal last night for all of us as citi-
zens to do so. He is right to do so. It is
essential for us to do that if we are to
win this war.

Another way that we can fund at
least a small portion, Mr. President, is
by an amendment that I intend to
offer this afternoon to the legislative
appropriations bill which will strike
the amount that remains for us to
spend on congressional newsletters,
which our constituents do not ask us
to send them, do not want, and I sus-
pect do not read. But whatever their
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response, I think they would agree it is
infinitely more important that we
spend the money on what represents
the most urgent threat to our national
security of anything imaginable.

In one particular, Mr. President, we
have definitely not adequately funded
a critical need of the war on drugs. In
the 1988 bill, we authorized a demon-
stration program to be administered
by the Office of Substance Abuse Pre-
vention within the Department of
Health and Human Services. It was
aimed at preventing drug abuse by
pregnant women.

Mr. President, we have failed in that
because today 400,000-plus children
are born annually in this Nation ad-
dicted, the victims of child abuse
through the umbilical cord, because
their pregnant mothers have abused a
substance, either alcohol or drugs,
during their pregnancy, producing an
incredible situation where these inno-
cent victims suffer low birth weight,
premature birth, the likelihood of
stroke, the probability of physical de-
formity, mental retardation, and other
physical development disabilities.

Mr. President, this cannot continue.
We have to subject those women to
mandatory rehabilitation, not as a
penal exercise but as a preventative
for the recurrence of this tragedy.

Mr. President, the amount of money
that we authorized in 1988, was $10
million. Let me tell you what that has
meant. It has meant that we had 130
applications, half of which were
deemed worthy. Of that number, only
15 have actually received funding.

Mr. President, the money that we
spend on congressional newsletters is
misspent. If we instead apply it to
expand this program, we offer the
States an opportunity to salvage
women and their children and to pre-
vent literally a lost generation.

Mr. President, we cannot fail to take
the steps necessary because this trage-
dy, while enormous, is avoidable. It is
preventable. But we have not taken
the necessary action to prevent it.
Throughout the week I will make
other statements enlarging upon the
necessity for this kind of mandatory
rehabilitation.

I thank the Chair and yield the
floor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
senior Senator from Mississippi, [Mr.
CocHRrAN], is recognized for not to
exceed 5 minutes.

LARKIN SMITH

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. President, my
State suffered a great loss during the
August recess when LARKIN SMITH,
who represented the Fifth District of
Mississippi in the House of Represent-
atives, was killed in a plane crash. He
had been elected last November and
he was already making a very fine im-
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pression on everyone who observed
him at work in the other body. His
background and experience in law en-
forcement gave him unusual insight
into many of the issues that came
before the House Judiciary Commit-
tee, on which he served. It is really un-
usual for a Member of Congress to es-
tablish himself as an influential legis-
lator in his first term; the seniority
system can operate against you if you
try to do too much too soon. But
LARKIN SMITH was an exception to this
rule. He spoke out when he felt there
were better ways of dealing with crimi-
nals such as drug dealers and drug
smugglers. He had good ideas. The
Nation will miss having the benefit of
his experience and judgment on these
important matters of concern.

LARKIN SMITH was also a very fine
human being. He was a pleasure to be
with and to work with in solving prob-
lems that faced our State. I do not
know of anyone who could have
worked harder and more effectively.
He gave the job of U.S. Congressman
everything he had. As a matter of fact,
he gave his life. We miss him very
much and our sympathies are ex-
tended to his wife Sheila and all his
family during this very difficult time
in their lives.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Mississippi suggests the
absence of a quorum. The clerk will
call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Without objection, it is so ordered.

CHARLES “BILL” SNEDDEN

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President,
Alaska lost one of our great contempo-
rary heroes when Charles Willis “Bill”
Snedden died in Fairbanks on August
6.

A leader in Alaska’s struggle for
statehood, publisher of the Fairbanks
Daily News-Miner for almost four dec-
ades, Bill Snedden was most of all a
man of courage who met countless
challenges throughout his 76 years.

His contributions to the State of
Alaska are documented in our history
books and in the libraries of our news-
papers.

The articles and editorials from
around the State, which I will ask to
be included in this tribute, describe
how well Bill Snedden’s commitment
to the 49th State and to his communi-
ty of Fairbanks.

Bill Snedden was not certain that
statehood would be best for Alaska
when he first traveled north in the
late 1940’s. Typically, he decided to re-
search the pros and cons for state-
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hood. He spent many months meeting
with Alaskans from all walks of life
and with key leaders in the Pacific
Northwest. The more he dug into the
subject of statehood, the more it made
sense to him that Alaska should
become a State rather than remain a
territory where Alaskans could not
vote, and did not have the opportunity
to chart their own destiny.

Convinced, then, that statehood was
the answer, Bill Snedden announced
his prostatehood stand in his newspa-
per and began a nationwide effort to
gain support for the cause.

He conferred often with Bob Bart-
lett, then Alaska’s delegate to Con-
gress, and studied the previous bills
that had been introduced for state-
hood. A nationwide educational effort
to alert all U.S. citizens to the advan-
tages of statehood for Alaska would be
the most important factor in accom-
plishing his goal, Bill Snedden deter-
mined.

He had many contacts in the news-
paper world, because he had been a
newspaper consultant before becoming
publisher of the News-Miner. In his
own words, he “wandered around the
United States asking advice from pub-
lishers and editors,” on how to get the
statehood story into the hinterlands
and the big cities.

When he found almost all, from the
Nation’s largest newspapers to its
smallest, receptive to the idea of state-
hood, he sent them Alaska factsheets
and reprints of articles detailing the
advantages of statehood.

A newspaper publisher friend sug-
gested he send prostatehood editorials
to news services that catered to small
newspapers. Those news articles would
provide an additional education on
statehood to Americans in the Lower
48,

That same publisher was later ap-
pointed to fill a vacancy caused by a
death in this body. The one speech
that Senator gave on the floor of the
Senate during his term urged state-
hood for Alaska. That Senator was
Bill Snedden’s good friend, and my
good friend and former employer,
Fred Seaton who became the Secre-
tary of Interior during the final stages
of the statehood struggle.

Once the nationwide support for
statehood was apparent, and the legis-
lation was once more before the Con-
gress, Bill Snedden left his newspaper
in capable hands and his comfortable
home in Fairbanks and moved to a
cramped hotel room in Washington,
DC, to help complete the work for pas-
sage.

Through all the years, from the time
I was a young U.S. attorney in Fair-
banks and while I was Solicitor for the
Department of the Interior, to my
terms in our State legislature and my
21 years in this body, Bill Snedden has
been my friend. He was always frank,
always candid, and never self-seeking.
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His efforts toward statehood are
only one small part of the story of Bill
Snedden. He was in the forefront in
working toward changes in the miner-
al leasing laws that applied to the Ter-
ritory of Alaska, paving the way for
Alaska’s great contribution toward
supplying our Nation’s energy.

In his home community of Fair-
banks, he helped build the hospital,
worked with the military to assure
that the needs of the personnel on
their nearby bases were being met,
and supported the businesses and vol-
unteer groups in a hundred different
ways. But he preferred to play a
behind-the-scenes role in these com-
munity endeavors, and give the credit
to others.

In the past 8 years, though fighting
a new battle—this time for his
health—Bill Snedden has continued to
work toward the betterment of our
State and his fellow Alaskans. When
he died on August 6, he left a special
legacy: His example of commitment
and caring and persistence, which
could serve us all when we work
toward any goal worth pursuing.

Mr. President, my personal loss is a
great one, for Bill Snedden was my
friend, and he was a godfather of all
my children.

This tribute, however, is in the name
of all Alaskans, who owe much to the
quiet hard work that Bill Snedden ac-
complished on their behalf.

He will always be one of the great
Alaskans. His efforts will provide in-
spiration for future generations. His
accomplishments have provided a
better life for those of us fortunate to
have lived in his lifetime. He was,
indeed, a man of courage and diversi-
ty, of warmth and enthusiasm, and of
commitment and caring.

I asked unanimous consent that the
following articles and editorials from
the Fairbanks Daily News-Miner, the
Anchorage Times, the Anchorage
Daily News, and the Juneau Empire be
printed in the REcorp in their entire-
ty.

Thank you, Mr. President.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the Fairbanks Daily News-Miner,

Aug. 7, 1989]
NEws-MINER PUBLISHER, STATEHOOD LEADER
Dies

Charles Willis “Bill” Snedden, a key
leader in the battle for Alaska Statehood in
the 1950s and publisher of the Fairbanks
Daily News-Miner for nearly four decades,
died Sunday after a years-long battle
against throat cancer. he was 76.

Mr. Snedden died at Fairbanks Memorial
Hospital. He had been hospitalized earlier in
the week. Funeral arrangements are pend-
ing but are expected to be private. The
family suggests memorial contributions be
made to the American Cancer Society, P.O.
Box 992, Fairbanks, Alaska, 99707.

Publication of the newspaper will contin-
ue uninterrupted, according to President
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Charles L. Gray. The newspaper is owned
by the Fairbanks Daily News-Miner Inec.
Ownership is being transferred to employ-
ees, under an Employee Stock Ownership
Plan pioneered by Mr. Snedden in 1975.

Mr. Snedden, once a pipe smoker, had bat-
tled throat cancer for several years. His
fight against the disease led him to institute
& building-wide ban against smoking at the
Daily News-Miner in 1988.

Mr. Snedden purchased the Daily News-
Miner in 1950. In 1953, after conducting ex-
tensive research, Mr. Snedden reversed the
previous publisher’s long-term stand against
Statehood for the Territory of Alaska.

He took on the battle on Statehood as a
personal campaign, spending 2% years lob-
bying in Washington, D.C., and meeting
with publishers across the nation to enlist
their aid. Today, his strong advocacy of
statehood is considered to be a principal cat-
alyst behind passage of the Alaska State-
hood Act in 1958.

Mr. Snedden was born in Spokane, Wash.,
July 20, 1913. He attended Oregon State
College, the University of Oregon and
Washington State College from 1930 to
1933. In 1967, he was awarded an honorary
doctor of law degree from the University of
Alaska.

He was married to Helen Elizabeth
McNeel on April 11, 1934. He and Helen had
one son, Duane “Skip"” Snedden, who is as-
sistant publisher of the Daily News-Miner.
He is also survived by daughter-in-law Carol
Snedden, and four grandchildren, Chuck,
Daniel, Lorraine and Lori.

Mr. Snedden started his newspaper career
at the age of 13 as an apprentice printer on
the Portland Telegram. By 1936 he had
combined business with a primary occupa-
tion of reorganizing production departments
at ailing newspapers. His system was to go
to the troubled paper, straighten out the
immediate problems and prepare an effi-
ciency program. He applied this plan to
projects in Oregon, Washington, California
and Montana.

Snedden worked as a supervisor in the
Henry Kaiser shipyards in Vancouver,
‘Wash., during World War II from 1942-1944
and nearly lost his life in an accident there.

He described the incident to an interview-
er: “The ship was about to go down the
ways when we found a rough bearing in a
main turbo-generator. I crawled inside the
casing and asked the crew to slowly turn the
armature by hand while I felt the bearing
journal for rough spots. Then someone by
mistake closed the main switch. As a result,
I was in the hospital three weeks and was
laid up for more than a year. I suffered per-
manent damage to my heart and for three
or four years wasn't able to do much more
than part-time work.”

Mr. Snedden's interest in newspapers
brought him to Alaska and the News-Miner.

Gray said Snedden arrived in Fairbanks in
1948 to advise theater owner Austin Lath-
rop about fixing his ailing Fairbanks news-
paper.

“When (Snedden) told him what it would
cost, Lathrop threw up his hands and said
he'd sell it for that,” Gray said.

Lathrop died in a mining accident two
years later, and Snedden bought the news-
paper. “He said he thought he'd keep it for
a few years, then fell in love with Alaska,”

Gray sald.

After his arrival in Alaska in 1950, Sned-
den became a vigorous advocate for the ter-
ritory, and later the state. One of his first
crusades was a successful effort to change
the mineral leasing laws that applied to
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Alaska, including the North Slope, which
became the site of America's richest oil
field.

In 1968, Snedden co-chaired the original
fund drive to build Fairbanks Memorial
Hospital.

Though Snedden preferred to play a
behind-the-scenes role, letting credit fall on
others' shoulders, Alaskans have come to
recognize his accomplishments.

In 1962, he received the Greater Fair-
banks Chamber of Commerce’s top award,
the George Nehrbas Award, given from time
to time to an individual making a significant
contribution to the chamber.

In 1986, he was named Alaskan of the
Year, an award that honors an individual
Alaskan who has made outstanding contri-
butions to Alaska life and has significantly
affected the character and growth of the

state.

In 1989, he was named to the Alaska Busi-
ness Hall of Fame, a program sponsored by
Junior Achievement of Alaska and Alaska
Business Monthly Magazine,

U.S. Sen. Ted Stevens, who worked with
Snedden as a young lawyer during the
Statehood battle, told an interviewer last
winter: “I never cease to marvel at his diver-
sity and his strength. Give him a challenge
and he’ll meet it, from working toward
statehood to conquering the high seas, and
from selling hardware and Linotypes to pub-
lishing a fine newspaper. In my book he's
tops as a friend and one of the great Alas-
kans.”

“Bill Snedden did more for this communi-
ty, for the Territory of Alaska, for State-
hood, and for the state of Alaska, than most
of the others did intentionally,” said veter-
an Alaska journalist Kay Kennedy.

University of Alaska Fairbanks Professor
of Journalism Emeritus Jimmy Bedford
wrote in 1986 that “Bill Snedden has never
stopped doing his good deed every day. Sto-
ries of his generosity are legion, but they
are never publicized . . . You run into the
stories quietly told in town about how he
helped with this person’'s hospital expenses
or that person’s dental bills or a youngster's
education.

“Bill Snedden is in a class by himself.”

[From the Anchorage Times, Aug. 9, 1989]
A MaN oF COURAGE

The passing last Sunday of C.W. “Bill”
Snedden, owner of the Fairbanks News-
Miner, marks the loss of another of the
founding fathers of modern Alaska. He was
an integral part of the final push that made
Alaska a state.

And he was much more than a supporter
of statehood. He was among the handful of
leaders who made Fairbanks the metropolis
of the Interior and gateway to Alaska’s vast
arctic lands. In his role, he inspired social
and civil programs that enhanced living con-
ditions, attracted new residents and projects
whose benefits accrued to the city.

Snedden died at the age of 76 after spend-
ing more than half of his life in Alaska.

Courage might well be the word that best
describes his life and times. Snedden shaped
up his philosophies, charted his course of
action and proceeded with a courage and
persistence that was admired by all who
knew him.

One of the moments that tested his cour-
age was when he switched and became an
active promoter of statehood. This involved
a 180-degree turnabout after his paper had
opposed it for about a generation.

Snedden had the courage to face the jolt
that he would give his readers. He faced the
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possibility of earning the disapproval of his
advertisers. He offended many of his closest
friends in Fairbanks., The city was one of
Alaska’s biggest centers of anti-statehood
sentiment, much of it no doubt resulting
from the many years of anti-sentiments ex-
pressed in the News-Miner.

When President Eisenhower was elected
in 1953, he appointed Fred Seaton as secre-
tary of the Interior. Seaton took an active
interest in Alaska, visited the territory sev-
eral times and made many friends. Snedden
was one of his closest friends, and it is be-
lieved by Snedden’s friends that it was
Seaton who helped convert him to the idea
of statehood.

‘When Bill Snedden believed in something,
he worked for it hard and constantly. That
trait made him an important leader in Fair-
banks because he loved his community and
worked for anything that would improve it.

When he undertook statehood as a
project, he also undertook the task of ex-
plaining it to his anti-statehood community.
He did it successfully, and by the time the
crucial decisions were being made, the
people of Fairbanks voted for it.

And Snedden gave liberally of his time
and money to win statehood. At one time he
rented an apartment and stayed in Wash-
ington two months trying to sell it to con-
gressmen.

His community and the people of Alaska
have recognized his great contributions and
awarded him with top honors. One of the
more recent honors was his designation as
Alaskan of the Year in 1987.

The passing of Bill Snedden is a loss for
the entire state, and especially for Fair-
banks. We join other Alaskans everywhere
in extending deepest sympathy to his widow
and his son. He has left a permanent im-
print and they can be proud.

[From the Anchorage Daily News, Aug. T,

FAIRBANKS PUBLISHER DIES AT 76
(By Larry Campbell)

One of the Alaska’s news sourdoughs and
an inside fighter for statehood. Fairbanks
Daily News-Miner publisher C.W. “Bill”
Snedden, died Sunday morning after an
eight-year bout with cancer. He was 76.

Snedden was among a wave of pioneers
who came to Alaska after World War II and
irg:or:‘ased commerce, industry and state-
h

Born and raised in Portland, Ore., Sned-
den worked shipyards there during World
War II, but took up printing after being in-
jured in a shipyard accident. He later
worked for Scripps-Howard newspapers as a
print operator and specialist in aiding finan-
cially troubled newspapers.

According to News-Miner president and
general manager Charles Gray, Snedden
came to Fairbanks in 1948 to advise theater
owner Austin “Cap” Lathrop about fixing
his ailing Fairbanks paper.

“When (Snedden) told him what it would
cost, Lathrop threw up his hands and said
he'd sell it for that,” Gray said.

Lathrop died in a mining accident two
years later, and Snedden bought the paper.
Its circulation was about 4,000 then. Today,
circulation is about 16,000, Gray said.

““He said he thought he'd keep it for a few
years, then fell in love with Alaska,” Gray
sald.

In the late 1950s, Snedden became known
for his lobbying efforts for statehood. He
lived in Washington, D.C., for almost two
years to button-hole lawmakers.
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In the early 1960s, Snedden co-chaired
fund-raising organizations to benefit Fair-
banks Memorial Hospital. He was also a
member of numerous boards and commis-
sions and was active in the state and local
chambers of commerce.

In 1987, Snedden was honored as Alaskan
of the Year by the State Chamber of Com-

merce.

Though Snedden’s editorial views marked
him a conservative, Gray said, “he was not
ultra-conservative. Most of the liberals ac-
cused him of being conservative, and ultra-
conservatives said he was too liberal.”

Snedden is survived by his wife, Helen,
and his son, Skip, both of Fairbanks, Ar-
rangements are pending at Chapel of
Chimes in Fairbanks.

[From the Juneau Empire, Aug. 7, 1989]
C.W. SNEDDEN

The Alaska C.W. “Bill” Snedden came to
in 1948 is a far cry from the state he left
behind Sunday, when he died of cancer at
age T75. He and a handful of his contempo-
raries made that difference.

As an individual and as publishers of the
Fairbanks Daily News-Miner, Mr. Snedden
gave voice to Alaska's many dreams during
the last 41 years.

But he did more than speak of dreams. He
worked to make them reality.

He took the News-Miner from theater
tycoon Austin E. Lathrop in 1948 and built
it into a prosperous newspaper that serves
all of Interior Alaska. For years, it carried
news from the Bush, tying Alaskans togeth-
er before the days of satellite communica-
tions.

The effort Mr. Snedden is most promi-
nently remembered for, however, is the
drive for Alaska statehood.

From the time the first territorial legisla-
ture met in 1913, many leaders believed
Alaska was confined to a roll of weak sister
to the “lower” states. Alaska was governed
by presidential appointees who were often
caught between a rock and hard place—the
territorial legislature on one side and the
powers in Washington, D.C., on the other.
‘While that system was satisfactory to many,
it was not for most Alaskans, who believed
statehood was the only way to gain a full
partnership in the U.S. government.

When the statehood movement gained
full steam in the 1950s, Mr. Snedden moved
to the nation’s capital for two years. There,
he tirelessly lobbied Congress—and anyone
else who would listen—on behalf of adding a
49th star to the flag.

That Alaska became a state on Jan. 4,
1959, was as much a result of the efforts of
Mr. Snedden as any other single person.

Under his ownership, the News-Miner
grew from a 4,000-circulation hometown
paper to a 16,000-circulation paper that is
arguably among the best of its size any-
where. Long a perennial national contest
winner for its production work, the News-
Miner still sets the standard for color pho-
tography in newspapers. In large part, that
is because Mr. Snedden was a production
man at heart. Though he believed in meat-
and-potatoes news reporting, he believed a
newspaper must be attractive, too

Before cancer began taking its toll, Mr.
Snedden—his employees called him
“C.W.”"—often made a point to personally
welcome new reporters to his staff. He also
would talk to reporters about stories and
offer suggestions and background on the
issues they were writing about. On one occa-
sion, in 1975, when a just-out-of-college re-
porter was struggling with a particularly
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difficult story, he sat him down, offered a
reassuring word or two, and, noting a mis-
spelled word in the copy, suggested that he
buy a pocket dictionary.

“I always had a dictionary in my back
pocket when I was in the backshop,” he told
the rookie. And the rookie took that advice.
He is now the managing editor of the

Empire.

It's difficult to pass judgment on the con-
tributions a single individual has made to
Alaska. But one thing is for sure: C.W.
“Bill” Snedden is counted among a handful
of giants who helped build the state we
know today.

The many Alaskans who knew and re-
spected him will miss him dearly.

FUNDING THE DRUG WAR

Mr. GRAMM addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Texas [Mr. Gramm] is
recognized.

Mr. GRAMM. Mr. President, I want
to talk this morning about our effort
on drugs and to commend our Presi-
dent. Also I want to focus my brief re-
marks in the debate about funding. I
am hopeful that after we each feel out
the issue as it faces us legislatively in
the Senate that we will see a strong
united bipartisan base of support.

Mr. President, there has been much
discussion about the funding issue.
There are those who continually ask,
“When is the President going to pro-
vide enough money to deal with the
problem?’ I thought it might be in-
structive to go back 2 years and simply
look at what the Congress has done
compared to what the President has
requested for law enforcement as it re-
lates to our drug problems.

In H.R. 4782, the State, Justice,
Commerce Appropriations bill for
fiscal year 1989—that appropriation
will see us through September 30 of
this year—the President asked for $6
billion in funding for the Justice De-
partment. The Congress approved $5.4
billion. So compared to the President’s
request for this year, Congress cut
funding for the entire Justice Depart-
ment by about $600 million.

The President requested $1.5 billion
for the FBI. The Congress provides
$1.4 billion. So Congress gave the FBI
$100 million less than the President
requested. The President requested
$538 million for the Drug Enforce-
ment Agency. Congress provided $505
million, or a cut of $33 million for
DEA below the level requested by the
President.

The Federal prison system funding
request submitted by the President
was $1.5 billion. Congress provided
$1.170 billion, or a $330 million cut of
the President’s request.

In the final version of H.R. 2763, the
State, Justice, Commerce Appropria-
tions bill for fiscal year 1988, Congress
cut the President’s proposed funding
level for the Justice Department by
$300 million, cut the FBI by $90 mil-
lion compared to what the President
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asked for, cut the Drug Enforcement
Agency by $28 million, and cut the
Federal prison system by $51 million.

So, Mr. President, my point is that
while anybody can question how much
money is needed, and we can have a
debate about what we ought to do and
what it is going to take to do the job,
the fact still remains that for the last
2 years, as public support for a strong
effort to deal with the drug problem
has grown, that Congress has reduced
the level of funding for such key agen-
cies as the FBI, DEA, and the Federal
prison system substantially below the
level requested by the President.

I think the President’s approach is a
good one. It is an approach that says
let’s get serious, let’s get tough, and
let’s put up the money. But the facts
are that while there is a legitimate
debate about how much money it is
going to take and where the money
should come from, the Congress in the
last 2 years has not provided the
money that the President has request-
ed. I think as we debate these issues it
is important to remember that in the
last 2 years the President has asked
for more money than has actually
been provided. We have an opportuni-
ty this year, by setting priorities, to
provide at least the full level of fund-
ing recommended by the President. I
hope we can do that.

As a final point, I think it is instrue-
tive to note that in the last 2 years
$900 million requested by the Presi-
dent for the Department of Justice
has not gone to law enforcement, and
has not gone to our primary effort to
grab drug thugs by the throat. In the
last 2 years, funds that were requested
by the President were not given back
to the taxpayers. They were spent on
other programs and other priorities. I
do not believe there is any priority
that is more important than dealing
with this problem. I am hopeful that
we can deal with it.

I think everybody is going to find, as
we begin to put together our program,
that this is clearly a bipartisan prob-
lem. I believe we are ultimately going
to have a bipartisan solution. I think it
is important that we debate how to do
it, but I think it is of equal importance
that we do it on a bipartisan basis.

I yield the floor.

THE WAR ON DRUGS

Mr. EERRY addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
Kerry] is recognized for not to exceed
2 minutes.

Mr. KEERRY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be permit-
ted to speak for a period of 10 min-
utes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.
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The Senator is recognized for not to
exceed 10 minutes.

Mr. KERRY. I thank the distin-
guished President pro tempore.

Mr. President, as all of us here and
as countless Americans around the
country listened last night with antici-
pation, we waited for an important an-
nouncement of the newest declaration
of war on drugs. We have listened to
this declaration for a period of some 8
years now. And we have only in this
past year really come to measure the
full extent of what drugs are doing to
our beloved country, and the full
extent of the gap between the rhetoric
and reality of the so-called war on

drugs.

I would first of all like to congratu-
late the President for having, as Presi-
dent for the first time, placed this
issue at a higher stake’s level than it
has been before. I think there were
good things in what the President of-
fered the Nation last night, particular-
ly a drug summit, though one might
ask why we are not engaged in it at
this time or when it is going to occur,
but it is at least on the table,

The emphasis was on money laun-
dering, though there were no specifics
about how we will proceed, but I think
it is important that money laundering
has been pointed out to be one of the
Achilles’ heels in the drug war efforts.

I am delighted that the President
will be moving to take this message
into the schools though I hope it will
not just be by television means but
rather by personal visits to schools on
a weekly basis. I would have certainly
enjoyed hearing that, too, last night. I
am delighted that there will be addi-
tional money for HUD housing, and 1
am particularly pleased that the Presi-
dent is going to place a focus on the
user. I think that has been long over-
due. Last night the President painted
an accurate picture of what illegal nar-
cotics are doing to our Nation and our
people, our children and to our streets.

He is right when he says that every-
one who uses drugs, who sells drugs,
and anyone who looks the other way is
responsible. He is right when he says
that the Federal Government has the
responsibility to provide for the
common security of all Americans by
stopping this scourge. He is right
when he said that we need a strategy
covering the criminal justice system,
the foreign policy, drug treatment,
drug education, and prevention. Mr.
President, I wish I could say that I
agreed that the President has in fact
really laid out that strategy.

This is not a partisan issue. It should
not become a partisan issue, and I do
not want it to be a partisan issue. I am
not speaking partisanly, except to the
degree that I am partisan for the need
for this country to address this war
with more than rhetoric.

The simple fact is, Mr. President,
that the words that the President of
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the United States, when he said, “In
short, this plan is as comprehensive as
the problem.” It is not. The problem is
far more complex, and the problem is
in fact far bigger than what the Presi-
dent has offered us last night.

Mr. President, we are still lacking an
overall strategy to fight a war. I spent
the last 5 days of this week, the last
week, talking with almost every dis-
trict attorney, every sheriff, many
mayors, the attorney general of my
State and of Rhode Island, the U.S. at-
torney, and many of the police chiefs
and captains and narcotics officers in
our State. We held five hearings of my
committee, the Narcotics Terrorism
Subcommittee, around the State.

To a person, Mr. President, they
pleaded for resources. They talked
about how their communities are
being absolutely engulfed by drugs
from New Bedford to Lowell, Boston,
Springfield to Worcester, and how the
cross section of people using and sell-
ing runs from an 80-year-old grandfa-
ther who enlists his son and grandson
in the effort to a real estate lawyer
who has a million and a half dollar
portfolio, to people in the street like
the “Dooneys’” who were talked about
last night.

Mr. President, if we are really de-
claring war on drugs, then Americans
have to know and the criminal ele-
ment has to know that we are serious.
The President said last night that we
are serious and that some 40 percent
of Americans, I believe it is, are in
need of treatment, and he proposed an
increase of $321 million in Federal
spending on drug treatment. What he
said was, “Right now only 40 percent
of them are actually getting help. This
is simply not good enough.”

Well, Mr. President, with $321 mil-
lion additional for drug treatment, are
we going to get it over 50 percent? Will
it get to 60 or 70 percent? The answer
is no. That is simply not good enough.
Because anybody who knows anything
about the war on drugs knows that
unless you have treatment on demand,
so that any addict who comes to the
point of deciding they want help can
get it, you do not have a complete war
on drugs. We are currently servicing 1
out of 7 addicts who need or can seek
help. We have waiting lists at every
treatment center across this country.

What we promised last night yet
again is that those waiting lists can
grow longer, that we will not be seri-
ous about guaranteeing that we are
going to clean up the streets, but that
some addict who makes the decision to
come forward and seek help will have
to wait for 2 weeks, a month, 2
months, and either go out and kill
themselves or someone else, or commit
a crime before they are going to get
help. That, to me, is not a complete
war on drugs.

What about education? The Presi-
dent promised additional resources for
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education. The problem is that the
education money we passed last year—
I believe an additional amount of
money for education is authorized
now. If you look at what the President
authorized last night or said he would
seek from the Congress, you are not in
fact finding additional money, and
even if you are finding additional
money, the amount of money the
President proposed is not enough to
deal with the guestion of putting into
all of our schools, K through 12, the
kind of education program that is
really part of a war on drugs.

What about State and local law en-
forcement assistance, Mr. President?
The Congress has already increased
the assistance from $150 million to the
$350 million in the drug bill that we
passed last year. It has not been
funded yet as the distinguished Presid-
ing Officer knows, but we have done
that. So if you balance what the Presi-
dent promised in additional State and
local funds last night against what
Congress already passed, which has
not been funded, you actually have no
increase to the local communities who
are supposed to be waging a war.

Now, Mr. President, if you cannot
put additional money into the local
police, law enforcement, local jails, et
cetera, now, you are not fighting a war
on drugs. The promise to have prisons
2 or 3 years from now that can house
prisoners caught today is an empty
promise in terms of fighting the war
on drugs.

There is not a police officer out
there who has not voiced exasperation
with putting his or her life on the line
in order to serve a warrant or do their
duty and make an arrest and then find
the person they arrested is back on
the street the next day. You do not
have a war on drugs in this country
until every person who commits this
crime, who ought to go to jail, knows
that they are going to go to jail and
that the potential for them to be
housed in that jail for as long as they
ought to be exists.

If we had a real war on drugs, we
would have said to those criminals last
night that you will be put away imme-
diately and that we will take whatever
Federal property is necessary, that we
will speed up the process of base clos-
ings, if necessary; We will create im-
mediate detention centers, if neces-
sary, and modular housing on our Fed-
eral property, if necessary, in order to
guarantee that we will end the revolv-
ing door of the criminal justice system
which has led attorneys general, sher-
iffs, and district attorneys to call the
criminal justice system in which they
work bankrupt. Mr. President, that
would have been a war on drugs.

It seems to me, moreover, Mr. Presi-
dent, that at a time when the Prime
Minister of a foreign country in the
Caribbean is asking for a joint interna-
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tional multiforce strike force, and that
there are other people who are al-
ready placing their lives on the line as
seriously as they are in Colombia, that
it is incumbent on us at this point in
time to engage in the kind of consider-
ations and efforts that would produce
those kinds of responses to something
that is called by everyone now the
most significant national security
threat that this country has ever
faced.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
time of the Senator has expired.

Mr. EERRY. Mr, President, what is
the business of the Senate at this
point?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The
Senate is transacting morning busi-
ness. At 1 o'clock p.m., under the
order, the Senate is to go into recess.

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I ask,
since no one else is seeking the floor, if
I may proceed for another 2 to 3 min-
utes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Without objection, the Senator may
proceed until 1 p.m.

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, even if
you take the money that has been al-
located for the cities and towns, the 50
biggest cities in the United States
today are spending more than $11.5
billion on local law enforcement alone.
Matched against that $11.5 billion, the
$350 million that was requested by the
President to assist them, that is a tiny
fraction of what is needed in order to
wage a full-blown war on drugs. The
drug kingpins, in one shipment, in one
night, can make $350 million, that
which we are now offering to every
single American city over the course of
an entire year to fight what we say is
the most significant national security
threat of this country.

Mr. President, I think that this is
something that the cocaine barons can
see through with significant ease. Fi-
nally, the President of the United
States talked about a young fellow by
the name of Dooney last night.
Dooney is now living with friends and
apparently is in a treatment center,
and Dooney may or may not get a
chance not to sell drugs. The hard fact
is that the funding for the President’s
war is going to come from some hous-
ing money, from some juvenile justice
money.

Over the last years we have seen re-
ductions in the very programs that
might have helped Dooney to have a
different set of choices. Forty percent
of the kids in our inner cities are drop-
ping out of school today. There are
100,000 Dooneys out there. The ques-
tion has to be asked, What program
was there in the President’s speech
last night to address the choice of
what do those other Dooneys do?
What does Dooney do if there is not a
drug treatment program for every
single addict that needs it and if there
is not the kind of program to lead
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those people into some other choices
other than selling drugs, where they
make far more than the lack of oppor-
tunity their community otherwise
offers them.

So, Mr. President, I think we have a
long distance to go. I think this body
has a significant debate yet ahead of it
as to how it will adequately close the
gap between rhetoric and reality, and
how we will finally send a message to
the drug barons and lords alike that
we are really serious about waging the
war on drugs rather than going
through yet again another political ex-
ercise in rhetoric, and another politi-
cal process of avoidance of our respon-
sibility as citizens.

DR. ERNEST BOYER, PRESIDENT,
CARNEGIE FOUNDATION FOR
THE ADVANCEMENT OF
TEACHING

Mr. EENNEDY. Mr. President, I
have long admired Dr. Ernest Boyer,
the president of the Carnegie Founda-
tion for the Advancement of Teaching.
I have found his wisdom and insight to
be invaluable when I think about edu-
cation policy. My opinion is widely
shared. In a 1983 national survey, Dr.
Boyer was identified as the Nation’'s
leading educator. Over the last decade,
no one has been a stronger advocate of
improved educational opportunities
for all Americans than Dr. Ernie
Boyer.

Dr. Boyer recently made a speech
before the Business Roundtable about
the condition of education in America
and what we must do to continue the
progress we have already made. I
found the speech to be thoughtful and
provocative and would encourage my
colleagues to read it carefully.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that Dr. Boyer’s speech be includ-
ed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the speech
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

ScHOOL REFORM: A NATIONAL STRATEGY
(By Ernest L. Boyer)

(The Carnegie Foundation for the Advance-
ment of Teaching, the Business Round-
table, Washington, DC, June 5, 1989)

INTRODUCTION

In his first report card on the nation’s
schools, Secretary of Education Lauro Cava-
zos concluded that student performance is
now “stagnant,” a sobering indictment. The
Secretary confessed that, “This situation
scares me and I hope it scares you, too.”
And he then offered this apocalyptic view:
“We must do better or perish as the nation
we know today.”

It's been six years since the National Com-
mission on Excellence in Education declared
“The nation is at risk,” and since that warn-
ing hit the headlines, America has been en-
gaged in the most sustained drive for school
renewal in its history. Academic standards
have been raised, teachers’ salaries have
gone up, and business leaders have become
strong advocates of public education.

19573

But with all of our achievements, there
still remains a disturbing gap between rhet-
oric and results. Many of our students re-
ceive a first-class education. But the majori-
ty go to schools that range from good to me-
diocre, and for large numbers of our young
people, schooling is a failure.

What's gone wrong? Why is school per-
formance so uneven?

The problem is that our efforts have been
more fragmented than coherent. Since 1983,
we've had a flood of reports on education,
but no comprehensive plan. A variety of
model schools have been introduced, but it's
a reform strategy best described as “excel-
lence by exception.” If school reform has
begun to stall, as Secretary Cavazos now
concludes, it's not from lack of effort, but
from lack of overall direction.

This piecemeal approach is not surprising,
It dates back to 1647 when the Massachu-
setts Bay Colony required every town or vil-
lage to hire a schoolmaster to teach its own
children to read and write. From the very
first, our schools have been locally con-
trolled, locally supported, and accountable
only to the parents. This ‘“‘unsystematic”
system of public education—some might
even say ‘“chaotic”—seemed to work, and,
for years, Americans have had great confi-
dence in their schools.

Now, the pendulum has shifted. Today,
less than half the support for public educa-
tion comes from local districts, Voter par-
ticipation in school elections is low, and,
with increased mobility, neighborhoods less
stable. America’s traditional grass-roots ap-
proach to public education has weakened.

Further, Americans are troubled that mil-
lions of students are economically and civi-
cally ill-prepared. We're shocked that high
school graduates cannot confidently read
and write, or accurately compute. We're
deeply worried that the United States is
losing the high-tech race.

“Modern societies,” John Gardner said,
“run on talent,” and there’s a growing con-
viction that the nation’s 83,000 schools,
16,000 districts, and 50 states cannot, with-
out coordination, meet the challenge.

Indeed, Americans today seem less con-
cerned about local control than about na-
tional results—convinced that if the nation
is at risk, the nation must respond.

Consider that, just two years ago, a na-
tional board for teacher certification was
created,

Consider that the U.S. Department of
Education now presents, annually, a nation-
al report card on school performance.

Consider that former Secretary of Educa-
tion William Bennett's James Madison High
School contained a proposed national cur-
riculum.

Consider, especially, that we've just elect-
ed, to the highest office in the land, a candi-
date who pledged to be the “Education
President”—suggesting national leadership
in education.

This is an historic moment. America is
moving, in fits and starts, toward a national
view of education, but how can we achieve
more coherence without sacrificing vitality
at the local level? It's a new challenge,
something we've never seriously faced
before, and our response surely will shape
education in this country for years to come.

How do we proceed?

Clearly, we don’'t need a federal ministry
of education to force all schools into a bu-
reaucratic lockstep. We don't need yet one
more critical report. We don't need more
“patch work” and “tinkering”’—as Secretary
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Cavazos recently reminded us. We know
what works.

What we do need is a national agenda for
school reform. We need a strategy that sus-
tains state and local leadership, while giving
coherence to the effort, overall. And I'd like
to focus on five priorities that are crucial if
our push for excellence is to be, not just
symbolic, but systemic.

1. GOALS

First, a national strategy for school
reform requires a larger vision, and the
President himself must lead the way.

If a health epidemic were striking one-
fourth of the children in this country, if
snow were piling up on city streets, if we
had heaps of garbage on the curbs, a nation-
al emergency would be declared. But when
hundreds of thousands of students leave
school, year-after-year, shockingly unpre-
pared, the nation remains far too lethargic.

‘We need an urgent call to action. And this
is where corporate America has a role to
play. To paraphrase the TV commercial,
“When the Fortune 500 speak out for better
schools, politicians listen.”

Last fall, I suggested that the next Presi-
dent call a summit meeting of the governors
from all fifty states, declaring that this
nation is committed to provide, for every
student, a solid vocational, civic, and moral
education. The goal must be guality for all.

I also suggested that the next President,
as a national objective, pledge that by the
year 2000—when today’s first graders are
high school seniors—America will have the
best education system in the world.

Over forty years ago, Secretary of State
George C. Marshall, in an historic address
at Harvard University, announced a bold re-
covery plan to lift Europe out of the ashes
of a devastating war. This was an audacious
proposition, wildly optimistic. But let the
record show that, within four short years,
the European community was miraculously
reborn. The Marshall Plan—with a $12 bil-
lion assist from the United States—delivered
dramatically on its promise.

Dreams can be fulfilled only when they've
been defined. As a national strategy, let's
commit ourselves to rebuild, within a
decade, the nation’'s schools, just as the
Marshall Plan helped rebuild a devastated
world.

1I. EQUALITY

This leads to priority number two. To re-
build the schools, America must focus, with
special urgency, on students who are least
advantaged.

To talk about school reform while ignor-
ing poor children is dangerously to misdiag-
nose the problem. The Harvard School of
Public Health recently reported that a child
who Is nutritionally deficient will have a
lower IQ, shorter attention span, and get
lower grades in school. Yet, in the United
States today, nearly one out of every four
school-age children Is classified as poor.
They're neglected, undernourished. They
lack even the most basic care required to
have a healthy start, and to disregard the
tragedy of poor children is to imperil the
future of the nation.

Poverty and schooling are inextricably
connected, and it's here that the federal
government's obligation is most explicit.
Winston Churchill observed that there is no
finer investment for any community than
“putting milk into babies.” and I propose
that the federal nutrition program for low-
income mothers and babies be fully funded,
E{‘;;e. better schooling starts with little chil-
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During the decade of the nineties, let's
also incrementally increase support for
Head Start, with full funding by the year
2000. This effective program provides pre-
school education for three- and four-year-
old disadvantaged children, and it's a dis-
grace that twenty years after Head Start
was authorized by Congress, only 20 percent
of the eligible children are being served.

To give all children a better start, let’s
also reorganize the first years of formal
education—that's kindergarten through
grade four—into a single unit called “The
Basic School.” This school would give top
priority to language and have no class with
more than 15 students each. Each child
would get personal attention and rigid grade
levels would be blurred.

Also, in the Basic School, all disadvan-
taged children would get special help in
reading and mathematics, with support
from the federal Chapter One program and
the school day would be lengthened for
afternoon enrichment. The goal is to have
every child, by grade four, write with clar-
ity, read with comprehension, compute with
accuracy, and effectively speak and listen. If
these skills are not well formed, it will be
impossible fully to compensate for the fail-
ure later on.

Finally, serving the least advantaged
means urging states to revise the formulas
by which schools are funded. In my home
state of New Jersey, the Englewood Cliffs
School District spends $9,200 for every
pupil, which in East Orange, just 15 miles
down the road—where the needs of children
are so great, where the ravages of poverty
are so apparent—the district spends just
$4,500 for each student. Of course, money is
not the only answer. But does anyone really
believe that East Orange students deserve
only half as much support as students in
the more affluent suburbs?

Excellence and equality cannot be divided,
and as a national strategy, we must focus on
the disadvantaged. We must finance, more
fairly, the publie schools and give priority to
early education, since it's here that the
battle for excellence will be won or lost.

III. TEACHERS

Third, this nation must give more dignity
and more status to its teachers.

Washington Irving, in his popular nine-
teenth century story, “The Legend of
Sleepy Hollow,” describes Ichabod Crane as
a man who was “Built like a scarecrow. A
gangling, pinheaded, flat-topped oaf. But
what would anyone expect? He was just a
teacher.”

It’s a paradox. Americans have always had
a love affair with education, but we’ve been
enormously ambivalent about teachers. Per-
haps it’s here that we can borrow something
from the Japanese. In Japan, parents are in-
tensely supportive of the schools. In that
culture, the term sensei, teacher, is a title of
great honor.

Last year, at the Carnegie Foundation, we
surveyed 22,000 teachers, and I was shocked
to discover that 50 percent said that morale
in the profession is lower than it was five
years ago; only 22 percent said it's gotten
better.

We also found that more than 20 percent
of today's teachers do not help choose text-
books and instructional materials, Over 50
percent do not participate in planning their
own in-service education, and 70 percent are
not asked to help shape retention policies at
their school. In a word, they're powerless.
And then we wonder why our most gifted
students do not go into teaching!
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There are poor teachers. And for the
reform movement to succeed, the teaching
profession must more vigorously police
itself. We simply cannot tolerate mediocrity
in the classroom.

But no profession is made healthy by fo-
cusing only on what's bad and, today, we
need a national strategy to strengthen
teaching, one that focuses on the three R's
of recognition, recruitment, and renewal.

First, we need a 1989 version of President
Dwight Eisenhower’s National Defense Edu-
cation Act—a program of teacher fellow-
ships and summer institutes in every region
of the country, which, incidentally, corpora-
tions could help fund.

Second, we need a national campaign to
recruit outstanding students into teaching,
beginning with those in junior high. Col-
leges and universities should organize this
crusade, focusing especially on black and
Hispanic students.

Third, we need, in every state, a full-tui-
tion scholarship program for top students
who agree to teach at least three years in
disadvantaged schools. A guarter century
ago, John Kennedy inspired the nation’s
youth to join the Peace Corps to serve the
needy overseas. Why not inspire the bright-
est and the best to serve in inner-city
schools and in rural districts here at home?

Finally, let’s have teacher recognition pro-
grams in every state, and nationally, as well.
Specifically, I suggest that President Bush,
building on his splendid teacher award pro-
gram, invite the “teachers of the year” from
all 50 states to a dinner in the East Room of
the White House, with the event televised,
prime time. It's a symbolic act, but we live
by symbols, and a White House dinner
would affirm that classroom teachers are
the unsung heroes of the nation.

IV. SCHOOL LEADERSHIP

Fourth, in shaping a national strategy for
education, school-based management is cru-
cial.

Thus far, over forty states have drafted
tough new regulations. But all too often
these mandates focus on bureaucratic proce-
dures rather than on the outcomes of edu-
cation, forcing teachers and principals to
spend more time with paperwork, and less
time with these students.

State officials should set goals, provide eq-
uitable support, and hold every school ac-
countable for its performance. Here the
leadership of governors is crucial. But
within this framework, principals and teach-
ers should be given full authority to choose
textbooks, shape curriculum, hire teachers,
organize the school day, and have discre-
tionary funds to introduce bold innovations.

In other words, we must create, in the na-
tion’s 83,000 schools, what industry likes to
call “circles of the quality control,” with
teachers and principals creatively building
schools that meet high academic standards
and meet the needs of students, too.

In a recent Carnegie survey, we found
that half the students in eight grade go
home after school to an empty house; 40
percent wish they could spend more time
with their mothers and fathers, about a
third say their family never sits down to-
gether to eat a meal. And many are often
lonely.

We also found this sense of loneliness
within the school itself, with teen-agers
often moving anonymously from class to
class, lacking contact with adults, and drop-
ping out of school because no one noticed
that they had, in fact, dropped in.
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Frankly, if T had just one wish for school
reform, I'd break up every junior and senior
high school into units of no more than 400
students each. I'd locate these schools as
satellite campuses, in shopping malls, in cor-
porate buildings, and at worksites, too. In
downtown Atlanta, for example, these's a
high school in Rich's Department Store, a
place where several hundred students go to
study, while mingling with adults.

At these satellite campuses, every student
should be assigned to a small “support
group” of no more than 25 students each,
meeting with a mentor at the beginning of
each day to talk about problems, review aca-
demic progress, and receive emotional sup-
port.

Above all, I'd like to see all students feel
needed and have a sense of worth. In our
report, High School, we proposed a new
“Carnegie unit” of high school credit—a
community service term to help teen-agers
become responsibly engaged in youth clubs,
in retirement villages, and in tutoring other
kids at school, discovering a connection be-
tween what they learn and how they live.

I'm suggesting that, as a national strategy,
every state define its goals, and then give
freedom to the schools, focusing on out-
comes, not procedures. Such a restructing
will breathe new life into a suffocating
system.

V. ACCOUNTABILITY

Finally, we simply must clarify the con-
tent of education and find better ways to
measure the results.

It’s ironic that after six years of unprece-
dented school reform, we still can’t agree on
what it means to be an educated person.
Some districts and some states have made
great progress in defining goals. But in most
schools, the K through 12 curriculum is still
2 Rube Goldberg arrangement that lacks
both quality and coherence.

During the past six years, we've added
more Carnegie units, but we've failed to ask
“What's behind the labels?” We say “sci-
ence,” but what science should be studied?
History, yes. But which history? We require
English, but “English” can mean anything
from Shakespeare to basic grammar.

As a national strategy, I propose that
master teachers and research scholars come
together—in a kind of peacetime Manhattan
Project—to design, for the twenty-first cen-
tury, a curriculum that focuses, not just on
knowledge acquisition, but on integration,
too. If this nation can invest billions in new
weapons systems, why can’t we invest in a
new curriculum for the nation's schools?
Specifically, let’s have an endowment for
this project, supported by both public and
private funds.

It's ironic, too, that we still can’t agree on
how to evaluate school performance, and
without reliable yardsticks, no one seems to
know for sure if our $180 billion annual in-
vestment in public education is paying off.
‘When Secretary Cavazos recently presented
his report card on school performance—
using dropout rates, SAT scores and the
like—he explained that these yardsticks
may not be adequate, but they're all we
have. It's like an industry that's unclear
about its product, and thus is hopelessly
confused about quality control.

The President has a Council of Economic
Advisors to keep track of the nation's fiscal
health, but we don't have an authoritative
way to monitor, adequately, the nation’s
education health, Perhaps the time has
come to establish a National Council on
Education Trends. Such a nongovernmental
panel—comprised of distinguished citizens
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from all sectors—could develop a framework
by which school performance, state-by-
state, could be appropriately assessed.

This is an enormously difficult assignment
that may take several years. But careful as-
sessment of education is crucial, and here
are some of the questions Americans should
be asking:

Does each state have clearly defined goals
for education? Are schools held accountable
for results?

Is school financing adequate? Are states
reducing the inequity from one district to
another?

What about the dropout rate? Is it going
down, especially among black and Hispanic
populations?

Do teachers feel good about their work?
Are salaries adequate and are working con-
ditions getting better?

What about student performance?

Can all students read with comprehen-
sion,?writ,e with clarity, and accurately com-
pute

Have all students learned about the world
around them? Do they know about their
own heritage, other cultures, and have they
discovered the interconnected nature of our
world?

Can students think critically and inte-
grate ideas?

Do they know the joy of reading, and
have the motivation for lifelong learning?

Are the nonverbal abilities of students—
including the aesthetic—being shaped in
school?

Is education increasing the students’ self-
esteem and helping them become tolerant
of others?

Are students, through community service
projects, learning to become responsibly en-
gaged?

After graduation, how do students per-
form in college and at the workplace? Are
we, in short, preparing our students to be
better workers, better citizens, and better
people, too?

James Agee wrote that “in every child
who is born, under no matter what circum-
stance . .. the potentiality of the human
race is born again.” As part of the national
strategy, let’s develop, during the decade of
the nineties, a more coherent curriculum
for our schools and a more precise, more
humane evaluation of our students.

CONCLUSION

Here, then, is my conclusion. If this
nation is to achieve excellence in education,
a national strategy is required. This means:

An urgent call to action,

A commitment to the disadvantaged,

A crusade to strengthen teaching,

State standards, with leadership at the
local school,

A quality curriculum, and

An effective way to monitor results.

John Gardner said, “A nation is never fin-
ished. You can’t build it and leave it stand-
ing as the Pharoahs did the pyramids. It
has to be recreated for each new genera-
tion."” I'm convinced that the most urgent
task our generation now confronts is a cru-
sade to rebuild the nation's schools.

TRIBUTE TO MASSACHUSETTS
TEACHERS ASSOCIATION 1989
AWARD FOR EXCELLENCE IN
EDUCATION REPORTING
WINNER DONALD W. POTTLE

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, we

all recognize the importance of truly
outstanding teachers, Donald W.
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Pottle of Shrewsbury High School is
one such teacher. Last year Mr. Pottle
won the Christa McAuliffe Fellowship
in recognition of his “roboteacher”
robot. This year Mr. Pottle has been
awarded the Massachusetts Teachers
Association 1989 Award for Excellence
in Education Reporting for Locally
Produced Television Programming for
Channel 57—Shrewsbury Community
Cablevision.

Mr. Pottle, a teacher of biology and
human physiology for 20 years at
Shrewsbury High School in Shrews-
bury, MA, has been recognized time
and time again for his dedication to
the best in teaching. A graduate of
Rutgers University and the University
of New Hampshire, Mr. Pottle was
named Massachusetts Outstanding Bi-
ology Teacher, 1982, and Massachu-
setts Teacher of the Year 1983.

I salute his dedication to the youth
of Shrewsbury and the Nation as a
whole. We should all be grateful for
teachers such as Mr. Pottle because
they serve to remind us that we must
remain vigilant in our pursuit of excel-
lence in education. I extend to him,
once again, my congratulations and
best wishes.

LABOR DAY 1989

Mr. EERRY. Mr. President, the
celebration of Labor Day honors the
Nation’s men and women that provide
the productive energy that makes this
Nation great. I am always pleased to
recognize the true American heroes
that provide the basis for one of the
highest standards of living in the
world. Labor Day—a modest recogni-
tion of the role played by American
workers, but nonetheless a time for re-
flection and hope.

In my view, the Nation is truly at a
watershed in its strategy of human re-
source development. Our ability to ef-
fectively trade in an increasingly com-
petitive world market will require ef-
fective strategies to increase labor’s
productivity through the development
of trained, productive workers. Our
ability to expand our domestic self re-
liance and overall standard of living
through rising real income will require
an aggressive effort to allow every
American the opportunity to be a real
contributor to the Nation’s output. We
no longer can afford the luxury of per-
mitting some of our productive poten-
tial to lie untapped and fallow.

I am hopeful that we are entering a
new era of recognition for the Ameri-
can worker. The Secretary of Labor,
Elizabeth Dole, has made a good start
by releasing her commission’s report
on workplace quality and labor market
efficiency. The report is titled, “In-
vesting in People: A Strategy to Ad-
dress America’s Workforce Crisis.”

The report covers a broad spectrum
of urgent human resource needs, in-
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cluding the critical need to upgrade
our education and training to provide
the critical skills the Nation increas-
ingly needs. I will carefully study the
report’s many recommendations to im-
prove education and training, resolve
work and family conflicts, increase
labor-management cooperation and
other areas. In the weeks and months
ahead, I plan to speak out on these
recommendations.

Even today, there is one major rec-
ommendation the commission makes
that I can wholeheartedly endorse.
The commission concluded that far
too little research was being done to
provide information on which to shape
the answers to many vital policy relat-
ed questions. It found that the dearth
of reliable information on many im-
portant questions frustrated our paper
authors and impeded our delibera-
tions.

Several months ago I proposed an
aggressive agenda of policy related re-
search in relation to the Fair Labor
Standards Act and the minimum wage,
because of the clear deficiencies and
cutbacks in that area. This agenda was
incorporated into the bill that the
Congress passed and the President
vetoed, and I am confident it will be
included in any final legislation.

But it is clear from the commission’s
report that minimum wage research is
only the tip of the iceberg. The report
finds that there have been massive
cuts in the overall research and eval-
uation budgets of the Department of
Education and the Department of
Labor since 1975, 52 percent in the De-
partment of Labor and 63 percent in
the Department of Education. New ap-
proaches and experimentation has not
kept pace with new labor market prob-
lems. In designing new policies and
programs, we also need, as former Sec-
retary of Labor William Brock has
said about the education area, a new
thrust in research. The commission
would broaden this to include the
Labor Department, and I agree.

My own initial review, apart from
the commission’s report, indicates that
defense-related R&D spending is not
only vastly greater than R&D spend-
ing on education, training and related
areas in absolute dollars, but that the
percentage of total agency funds spent
for research and development is far
greater.

In the mid-eighties, roughly 15 per-
cent of defense and related Federal
outlays were spent on research and de-
velopment. By contrast, only 1.5 per-
cent of all health-related funds were
spent on research and development.
And in the area that is the most vital
part of our national defense against
world competition, poverty, illiteracy
and drugs—the education, training and
productivity of our citizens—only 0.5
percent was spent on R&D. The area
of education and training is very
small, compared to the defense
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budget—that we all knew. What was
not apparent was how small a part of
education and training budget itself
was allocated for R&D, and how much
it had been cut during a period when
the problems were increasing.

On this Labor Day, I congratulate
American working men and women
and those of Massachusetts in particu-
lar. I congratulate them for many jobs
well done. At the same time I urge
Congress and the administration to se-
riously review the report of the Secre-
tary’s commission and work together
to develop new weapons to use in the
wars in which we are now engaged—
against illiteracy, low productivity, un-
deremployment and unemployment.
And as they assess the need for new
weapons in these wars, only to find in
many cases that good policy-relevant
data are lacking, I urge them to insti-
tute a new phase of human resource
research and development. The Penta-
gon learned that lesson long ago. We
should do no less.

THE 1,635TH DAY OR TERRY
ANDERSON'S CAPTIVITY

Mr., MOYNIHAN. Mr. President,
today, as we resume Senate business,
we also mark the 1,635th day that
Terry Anderson has been held in cap-
tivity in Beirut.

I ask unanimous consent that a
Time article of March 20, 1989, on this
subject be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

THE MaN WHO HOLDS THE HOSTAGES

It is no secret who holds Terry Anderson.
Imad Mughniyah is his name. He is a 38-
year-old Lebanese leader of the Shi‘ite fun-
damentalist group Hizballah whose history
of terrorism is grislier than the record of
Palestinian renegade Abu Nidal. Mugh-
niyah’s villainy, U.S. officials say, runs from
bombings, like the suicide attacks on the
U.S. embassy and Marine barracks in
Beirut, to hijackings. He is a prime suspect
in the U.S. for his alleged role in the 1985
skyjacking of TWA Flight 847 in which a
Navy diver was murdered. And he has made
a specialty of kidnaping: U.S, officials be-
lieve that Mughniyah, under the cloak of
cover names like Islamic Jihad and the Rev-
olutionary Justice Organization, has been
involved in the kidnaping of at least 31
Westerners since 1984 and that he continues
to hold most of the 13 still in captivity.

The kidnapers specifically wanted Terry
Anderson. Fatefully, perhaps, the reporter
advertised his availability the day before his
capture, when he ventured into Beirut's
southern suburbs to quiz Hizballah spiritual
leader Sheik Mohammed Hussein Fadlallah.
But Anderson’s colleagues at the Associated
Press believe he may have put himself on
Hizballah’s blacklist as far back as 1983,
when he traveled to their stronghold in
Baalbek to grill Shi‘ite leaders about the
bombing of the U.S. Marine barracks.

The grandson of a Shi‘ite mullah, Mugh-
niyah trained with Yasser Arafat’s Fatah
faction of the Palestine Liberation Organi-
zation. A high school dropout, he excelled
at terrorism; his boldness and quick grasp of
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explosives and weaponry impressed his com-
manders. But he fell out with Fatah leaders
and in 1982, when Israeli troops invaded
Lebanon and occupied his village, Teir
Debbe, Mughniyah joined the newly formed
and more radical Hizballah (Party of God).
He took to wearing religious garb even as he
recruited activists and professionals to the
Shi‘ite cause. He rose quickly to the top of
the organization, and as security chief,
Mughniyah is thought to be the group's
most powerful figure. He continues to hold
the Westerners captive despite public pleas
from Fadlallah that they be set free.

His original motivation was to avenge the
mistreatment of Shi‘ites in Lebanon and to
vent his hatred of the U.S. and Israel. But
U.8 sources say he has become obsessed
witk: trying to secure the freedom of his
brother-in-law Mustafa Badreddin and 16
other Shi‘its jailed in Kuwait after a 1983
bombing blitz, Mughniyah launched his sub-
sequent kidnaping and hijacking spree to
spring the 17 in a prisoners-for-hostage
swap. Among his victims: William Buckley,
the CIA station chief, who died in captivity.

Mughniyah reportedly gets his financing
from Tehran, and is considered Iran’s man
in Lebanon; his closest mentors there in-
clude conservative leaders locked in rivalry
with Iran's would-be pragmatists. Even so,
Mughniyah has been forced to free numer-
ous American, French and West German
hostages when it served Iran's interests,
while his personal demands have never been
met.

Mughniyah seems content to bide his time
until the U.S. breaks. But he has not tired
of finding ways to press Hizballah's confron-
tation with the West. Britain’s Guardian
newspaper reported last month that he was
busy organizing mas demonstrations in Leb-
anon. The cause: demanding Salman Rush-
die’s death for writing The Satanic Verses.

ADDITIONAL VIEWS TO THE
COMMITTEE REPORT ON THE
AMERICANS WITH DISABIL-
ITIES ACT OF 1989

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I under-
stand that the Senate will shortly be
turning its attention to S. 933, the
Americans With Disabilities Act of
1989. This is an important piece of leg-
islation that deserves the careful at-
tention of all of our colleagues. Since
the committee report became available
only last Friday, September 1, I am
submitting for today’s RECORD a copy
of my additional views for the benefit
of those who wish to study them. I ask
unanimous consent that a copy of
those views be printed in the RECORD
immediately following these com-
ments.

There being no objection, the addi-
tional views were ordered to be printed
in the REcoRrp, as follows:

ADDITIONAL VIEWS OF SENATOR HATCH

The story of America is one of ever grow-
ing inclusiveness, as more and more Ameri-
cans have become able to participate in the
great mainstream of American life. Persons
with disabilities, no less than other Ameri-
cans, are entitled to an equal opportunity to
participate in the American dream.

Indeed, through their own efforts, and
with the benefit of a growing array of pro-
grams and antidiscrimination provisions at
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the local, state, and federal levels designed
to enhance their abilities to lead lives of in-
dependence, not dependence, persons with
disabilities have long been writing an inspir-
ing chapter in this quintessential American
story. Persons with disabilities, through
their hard work and determination, have al-
ready made great advances and destroyed
many stereotypes which have been used to
deny them equal opportunities in the past.
They have demonstrated they are no “insu-
lar minority” in America. But more can still
be done to provide equal oppcrtunity for
persons with disabilities,

At the outset of the hearings on S. 933, I
stated my support for a comprehensive fed-
eral civil rights bill banning discrimination
against persons with disabilities. Such pro-
tection against discrimination is long over-
due. At the same time, I also expressed the
view that such legislation must be both

meaningful and reasonable. Accordingly, I
was unable to endorse 8. 933, as introduced.
There were several serious problems with S.
933, as introduced, including: its excessive
penalty scheme; its breadth of coverage of
“public accommodations"; its significant de-
parture from the standards of section 504 of
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, which bans
disability discrimination in programs or ac-
tivities receiving federal aid and in federally
conducted programs; and its onerous treat-
ment of the private bus industry.

The substitute version, which emerged
from a period of negotiations and was
adopted unanimously by the Labor and
Human Resources Committee, is still not a
perfect compromise. It retains features that
I believe merit further improvement. But it
incorporated enough important changes to
enable me to cosponsor it at the mark-up,
while I reserved my right to pursue further
changes on the Floor.

At the mark-up, the Committee accepted
an amendment which I offered, requiring
the Attorney General, in consultation with
other federal agencies, to develop and im-
plement a plan to assist covered entities in
understanding their duties under the bill.

I also have further concerns about the bill
in certain areas.

I. SMALL BUSINESS EXEMPTION FOR PUBLIC
ACCOMMODATIONS

Title I of the bill bans employment dis-
crimination and is effective in two years, At
that time, the employment discrimination
provisions will apply to employers with 25
or more employees for each working day in
each of 20 or more calendar weeks in the
current or preceding year. Two years there-
after—four years after enactment—the em-
ployment provisions will apply to employers
of 15 or more employees.

Title III of the bill covers “public accom-
modations and services operated by private
entities.” Private entities defined as “poten-
tial places of employment’ are subject only
to accessibility requirements concerning
new facilities designed and constructed for
first occupancy later than 30 months after
the bill's enactment. These entities include
facilities intended for nonresidential use
and whose operations affect commerce. Sec-
tion 301(s).

Private entities defined as ‘“public accom-
modations,” which include much of the pri-
vate sector, are subject not only to this new
construction requirement but also to a wide
variety of prohibitions and obligations with
respect to their existing facilities and gener-
al policies. These prohibitions and obliga-
tions pertain to a business in its treatment
of customers, clients, and visitors.
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The term “public accommodation” is de-
fined very broadly. It includes not only busi-
nesses covered by Title II of the 1964 Civil
Rights Act, which bans racial, ethnic, and
religious discrimination in public accommo-
dations, defined as places of eating; places
of lodging; places of entertainment; and gas-
oline stations, but it also includes retail
stores, service establishments, and other ele-
ments of the private sector. Section 301(3).!

This ban on discrimination in privately
operated “public accommodations” in Title
IIT of the bill is effective 18 months after
enactment. In stark contrast to the small
business exemption from the bill's employ-
ment provisions, however, the bill contains
no small business entity exemption whatso-
ever from these public accommodations pro-
visions.

Thus, the bill creates the following anom-
aly: a mom-and-pop grocery store is not sub-
ject to the bill when it hires a clerk as a new
employee, but it is subject to all of the bill's
requirements in its treatment of customers,
as well as to an extremely onerous penalty
scheme when it violates any of those re-
quirements.

Even under the standards of the substi-
tute bill, the costs some small businesses
may incur can be significant.? In the disabil-
ity rights area, nondiscrimination require-
ments, including those in this bill, not only
require elimination of outright exclusion
based on stereotypes, they often impose ad-
ditional duties to make reasonable accom-
modations to the needs of persons with dis-
abilities. I support these requirements. But,
we must acknowledge that these accommo-
dations can cost money. Sometimes the cost
is not great, but even under the standards of
this bill, these costs can be more than de
minimus where necessary to provide accessi-
bility. This is a crucial difference between a
disability civil rights statute and a civil
rights statute in the race area. In order to
provide equal treatment to racial minorities,
a business need only disregard race and
judge a person on his or her merits. To pro-
vide equal opportunity for a person with a
disability will sometimes require additional
actions and costs than those required to
provide access to a person without a disabil-
ity.

For example, under the public accommo-
dations title of this bill, covered entities
must seek to provide ‘‘full and equal enjoy-
ment of [their] goods, services, facilities,
privileges, advantages and accommoda-
tions.” Section 302(a). Among the specific
requirements applicable to the smallest
businesses are:

1. The obligation to provide auxiliary aids
and services to persons with disabilities,

! Religious organizations and entities controlled
by religious organizations are completely exempt
from coverage under Title IIL.

* Some persons may assert that costs should not
be a factor in designing a disability civil rights law.
In the context of a disability rights law, however,
costs may have to be incurred in order to provide
nondiscriminatory treatment; e.g., putting in a
ramp, providing auxiliary aids and services, and
other accommodations. Indeed, the failure to incur
reasonable costs in order to provide access is re-
garded as y. At some point, however,
the undertaking of an accommodation can be so
costly or represent such a fundamental alteration
in the covered entity’s program that the failure to
undertake the accommodation is simply not dis-
criminatory. This principle reflects Supreme Court
caselaw Interpreting section 504 of the Rehabilita-
tion Act of 1973. E.g. School Board of Nassau
County v. Arline, 480 U.S. 273, 287 n. 17 (1987); Al-
exander v. Choate, 469 U.S. 287 (1985); Southeastern
Community College v. Davis, 442 U.S. 397, 409-414
(1979).
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unless to do so would cause either an undue
burden to the entity or a fundamental
alteration in its activities. Section
302(bX2)(AXiii). Auxiliary aids and services
are defined in Section 3(1) and can include
providing qualified interpreters, qualified
readers, signage, taped texts; the acquisition
or modifications of equipment or devices;
and similar actions and devices.

2. The obligation to make reasonable
modifications in policies, practices, and pro-

cedures, unless doing so fundamentally
alters the entity’s activities. Section
302¢(b)(2)CA)Xi1).

3. The obligation to remove “architectural
barriers, and communication barriers that
are structural in nature, in existing facilities
. . . Where such removal is readily achieva-
ble.,” Section 302(b)}2)}AXiv). The term
“readily achievable” is defined in section
301(5).

4, The obligation to remove “transporta-
tion barriers in existing vehicles used by an
establishment for transporting individuals
(not including barriers that can only be re-
moved through the retrofitting of vehicles
by the installation of a hydraulic or other
lift), where such removal is readily achieva-
ble.” Section 302(bX(2)(A)iv).

5. Where the removal of a barrier de-
scribed in paragraphs 3 and 4 is not readily
achievable, an obligation “to make [the en-
tity's] goods, services, facilities, privileges,
advantages available through alternative
methods if such methods are readily achiev-
able."” Section 302(b)(2) AXV).

6. The elimination of eligibility criteria
that screen out or tend to screen out a
person or persons with disabilities unless
the criteria are shown to be necessary to the
conduct of the activity in question. Section
302(b)(2)CAX1).

While these requirements will, in theory,
generally translate into less actual cost the
smaller the entity, any financial or adminis-
trative impact on the smallest businesses
can be very troublesome for those business-
es. Even comparatively “lesser” costs can be
quite burdensome for a small business strug-
gling to survive. Further, the determination
as to whether an accommodation is an
undue burden or a barrier removal is readily
achievable may ultimately be made by a
Federal agency or judge. A small business is
less able to absorb an overreaching determi-
nation by these authorities than a larger
business.

Moreover, government compliance reviews
(Section 308(b)(1)), and the costs of private
as well as Attorney General litigation, will
add further to those expenses small busi-
nesses must bear under the bill’s public ac-
commodations title. Indeed, in a private en-
forcement action, a plaintiff can obtain in-
junctive relief and attorneys fees. For larger
businesses, these costs can be more readily
absorbed and passed on to a large consumer
base. For some smaller businesses, the cost
of compliance with injunctive relief com-
bined with attorneys fees might be onerous.

But it is the penalty scheme in an Attor-
ney General action to enforce the public ac-
commodations title that is of particular con-
cern. In an Attorney General action, a
court, at the request of the Attorney Gener-
al, can order the smallest business to pay
monetary damages to aggrieved persons.
Moreover, the court can order such a busi-
ness to pay a civil penalty of up to $50,000
for a first violation and up to $100,000 for
subsequent violations. This remedy scheme
is potentially a very heavy burden, which I
will also address as a separate concern.
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Opponents of a small business exemption
in the public accommodations title of S. 933
claim that since title ITI of the 1964 Civil
Rights Act has no small business exemp-
tion, neither should S. 933. There are sever-
al responses to this argument:

1. S. 933 already departs from title II of
the 1964 Civil Rights Act in two important
WAaYS:

A. Title II only covers places of eating,
lodging, entertainment, and gasoline sta-
tions. S. 933 goes well beyond such coverage,
encompassing virtually all elements of the
private sector as “public accommodations"
or “potential places of employment,” except
religious organizations and entities con-
trolled by religious organizations.

B. Title II provides only for injunctive
relief in Attorney General actions; this bill,
as mentioned earlier, permits recovery of
monetary damages and huge civil fines in
Attorney General actions.

Thus, it is inconsistent for the opponents
of a small business exemption to rely upon
Title IT as the basis for their opposition
when they have so readily departed from
that parallel statute in other important re-
spects.

2. In any case, compliance with title II of
the 1964 Civil Rights Act imposes no costs—
it simply requires admitting and serving per-
sons without regard to their color, ethnicity,
or religion. As mentioned earlier, compli-
ance with 8. 933 can result in costs to cov-
ered entities. This difference between title
II and 8. 933 alone justifies a small business
exemption in public accommodations.

I favor an exemption of small businesses
from the prohibitions and obligations in the
public accommodations provisions of the
bill, i.e., provisions relating to a business’ ex-
isting facilities and general policies. I would
not, however, exempt any public accommo-
dation from the requirement that its new
facilities be accessible. The cost of accessi-
bility to a new facility when “built-in” to
the plans and construction of such a new fa-
cility is not burdensome. But for businesses
in the operation of their existing facilities
and in the provision of auxiliary aids and
services, modification of policies, proce-
dures, and criteria, a small entity exemption
is appropriate.

I also believe that even with an exemption
for small businesses, the marketplace will
exert pressure on small businesses which
will lead to increased accessibility. When a
small business operator sees a larger com-
petitor gain customers with disabilities be-
cause the latter business is accessible, the
small business operator is likely to take
steps it can afford to get some of those cus-
tomers—even if those steps don’t meet every
single requirement of this title—without ex-
posure to the costs of compliance reviews
and litigation.

With this voluntary activity, the require-
ment that all new facilities be accessible,
and the full coverage of all “public accom-
modations” other than small businesses, I
believe we can provide genuine access to
public accommodations for persons with dis-
abilities, while assuring that we do not
overly burden small businesses in America.

II. EXCESSIVE PENALTIES AGAINST PUBLIC
ACCOMMODATIONS

Under title II of the 1964 Civil Rights Act
(hereinafter “title II"), as mentioned earli-
er, a private plaintiff can obtain injunctive
relief and attorneys fees. The Attorney
General can obtain injunctive relief. No
monetary damages or civil penalties are
available in either action.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

Under 8. 933, in an action for a violation
of the public accommodations title, a pri-
vate plaintiff can obtain an injunction and
attorneys fees. I belleve such relief, parallel-
ing that of title II, is appropriate.

But, in an Attorney General action under
this bill the court can award not only an in-
junction, but also civil penalties of up to
$50,000 for a first violation, and up to
$100,000 for subsequent violations. Further,
the court can award monetary damages to
aggrieved persons when requested to do so
by the Attorney General, This relief is ex-
cessive and unjustifiable.

The threat of litigation, its cost to covered
entities, the added expenses of paying the
plaintiff's attorneys fees in private litiga-
tion, and marketplace factors are all power-
ful incentives for a business to comply with
this bill in the first instance.

Moreover, if an entity is in noncompli-
ance, injunctive relief is significant. An in-
junction requires the offending entity to
cease its discrimination. If a ramp must be
put in, a bathroom made accessible, or poli-
cies changed, pursuant to the entity’s duties
under the bill’s public accommodations pro-
visions, a court can order such relief.

Everyone knows that 25 years ago black
people and other racial and ethnic minori-
ties were routinely denied the opportunity
to eat, to lodge, and to be entertained in
places they could afford. Today, while there
are still instances of racial and ethnic dis-
crimination in public accommodations, we
face an entirely different situation. The
public accommodations covered by title II
are now essentially open on a nondiscrim-
inatory basis. This resulted largely from
title II's enactment, with the injunctive
relief and attorneys fees enforcement
scheme previously described.

Yet, relief in an Attorney General action
against a public accommodations under this
bill goes well beyond the relief available in
an Attorney General action under title II.

Ironically, a private party, in his own
action, cannot obtain monetary damages for
himself. The court can award monetary
damages, however, to an aggrieved person,
in an Attorney General action.

There is a further anomaly in the bill
The bill subjects state and local govern-
ments to the remedies available under Sec-
tion 5056 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973.
Under Section 505, a federal agency, in an
enforcement action, may either terminate
federal aid to the part of a covered entity
where the discrimination occurs or it may
refer the case to the Department of Justice
for injunctive relief. Civil penalties are not
recoverable by the federal government in an
enforcement action. Thus, in an Attorney
General action, state and local governments,
with their enormous tax resources, are sub-
ject to lesser penalties than the private
sector, which is not supported by tax reve-
nues or, for the most part, federal aid. The
potential for a sole proprietor, a mom-and-
pop business, or any other business to be
more harshly sanctioned than a state or
local government in an Attorney General
action requires further consideration.

Our purpose here should not be punitive.
Providing for monetary damages and huge
civil penalties in Attorney General actions is
excessive. To the extent we are trying to
provide access by enacting this bill, since
such access can impose costs on covered en-
tities, rather than penalize a public accom-
modation by imposing monetary damages
and huge civil penalties, we should keep the
money available to the entity for use in pro-
:ﬂdm{z access pursuant to the injunctive
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Proponents of the stiff remedy provisions
in 8. 933 assert that it parallels remedies
now available in an Attorney General action
under the Fair Housing Act, as amended
last year. This analogy, however, is unper-
suasive,

In the field of housing, the original reme-
dies of the 1968 Fair Housing Act proved in-
adequate to the task of rooting out racial
and ethnic discrimination in housing as
quickly as hoped. Why? In my opinion, it is
because housing discrimination is probably
the most persistent form of racial discrimi-
nation in the nation today. Thus, toughen-
ing the penalties for such discrimination in
1988 made sense and I supported the effort
to do so.

But the record in the public accommoda-
tions area is much different. As mentioned
earlier, the Title II penalties—injunctive
relief and attorneys fees—have been ade-
quate to work a revolution of equal opportu-
nity.

If the Fair Housing Amendments Act of
1988 had not added disability discrimination
to the list of prohibited conduct under the
Fair Housing Act, and a ban on housing dis-
crimination on the basis of disability was
being added in this bill, the use of Fair
Housing Act remedies for such housing dis-
crimination would be appropriate. It is inap-
propriate, however, to use the Fair Housing
Act, rather than Title II of the 1964 Civil
Rights Act, as the analogue for the reme-
dies in the public accommodations context
in this bill.

I note that, with respect to employment
discrimination, S. 933 uses the remedies
available under the parallel civil rights stat-
ute, Title VII of the 1964 Civil Rights Act.
Unfortunately, this parallelism was not
maintained with respect to public accommo-
dations.

I prefer to retain such parallelism in rem-
edies. I am prepared, however, to break the
parallelism with Title II and to consider a
more modest enforcement scheme in this
area that goes beyond Title IT relief but is
more reasonable than the provision current-
ly in the bill.

III. THE BILL'S THREAT TO THE PRIVATE BUS
TRANSPORTATION INDUSTRY

The bill applies to transportation services
“provided by a privately operated entity
that is primarily engaged in the business of
transporting people,” except for air carriers.
Section 304(a). This coverage includes pri-
vate rail, limousine, taxi, and bus compa-
nies.

I am especially concerned about this bill's
impact on the private bus transportation in-
dustry. The bill imposes a variety of require-
ments on these companies, including:

1. The obligation to make reasonable
modifications in policies, practices, and pro-
cedures, unless to do so would fundamental-
ly alter the company’s activities. Section
304(bX2XCA).

2. The obligation to provide auxiliary aids
and services to persons with disabilities,
unless to do so would cause an undue
burden or fundamentally alter the compa-
ny’s activities, Section 304(bX2XB).

3. The obligation to remove “transporta-
tion barriers in existing vehicles . . . where
such removal is readily achievable.” This
obligation does not include the addition of a
lift. Section 304(b)}(2XC).

4. Where the removal of a barrier de-
scribed in paragraph 3 is not readily achiev-
able, an obligation “to make [the entity’s]
goods, services, facilities, privileges, advan-
tages available through alternative methods
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if such methods are readily achievable.”
Section 304(bX2)(C).

I favor these provisions.

The truly onerous provision, however, is
the requirement that all small bus compa-
nies must purchase or lease all new over-
the-road buses with lifts six years after the
bill's enactment; large bus companies must
do so beginning five years after enactment.
In the meantime, ironically, having imposed
this major requirement on the private bus
transportation industry, the bill requires a
three-year study to determine whether this
requirement is, in effect, feasible. The re-
quirement, however, is not contingent on
the results of the study—it remains in place
under this bill even if the study shows that
the requirement is excessive.

The bill, in its present form, presents the
strong likelihood that private intercity and
charter and tour bus service will be serious-
ly curtailed soon after the bill's new bus re-
quirements become effective, if not virtually
eliminated at some point thereafter. The
stakes are that high.

Unlike state and local government mass
transit, which is heavily subsidized by the
federal government, private transportation
companies receive virtually no federal aid.
Private companies provide virtually all of
the intercity bus transportation in the coun-
try. There are well over one thousand such
private, intercity bus companies, such as
Greyhound, Gold Line, East Coast Parlor,
and Peter Plan. Some of these companies
provide two kinds of services: over the road
regular route service—that is, scheduled
service between communities—and charter
and tour services. Other companies provide
only charter and tour services.

These companies serve about 10,000 com-
munities, most of which have no other
intercity transportation available to them.
The number of communities served has
been declining in the last 30 years. Accord-
ing to an Interstate Commerce Commission
staff analysis, there was a net loss of nearly
3,400 communities receiving intercity bus
service between 1982 and 1986 alone. Ninety
percent of the communities losing this serv-
ice had populations of less than 10,000. This
industry operates on a low profit margin. In
many rural areas, including in Utah, this
private bus service is the only available
intercity transportation. There is only token
Amtrak service available. Intercity buses
provide transportation for those who need a
low cost transportation alternative.

The requirement that all new buses have
wheelchair lifts would quickly accelerate
the loss of private, intercity bus service to
our nation's communities, if not entirely
end such service, according to the American
Bus Association, United Bus Owners of
America, and Greyhound (the largest com-
pany). Delaying this result by five or six
years, in the hope an efficient and economi-
cal lift will appear on the scene, is small
comfort.

A lift for an intercity bus is more expen-
sive than for an intracity bus, such as the
Metrobuses used in the District of Colum-
bia, because with the baggage compartment
and other differences, access to the intercity
bus is higher off the ground—as much as
four or six feet, rather than one foot for an
intracity bus.

The added costs for new buses for these
private companies include not only the cost
of the lift but widening the aisles and
making the bathrooms accessible. There are
maintenance costs—and there is little expe-
rience with maintenance of intercity bus
lifts. There will be a loss of as many as four
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seats, which especially hurts bus companies
during their peak periods, such as holiday
periods. Moreover, particularly in rural
areas, these companies are successful be-
cause of their package express service. The
room available for carrying such packages,
however, is reduced in lift-equipped buses.

Even if the least expensive lift is used on
all new buses—and this is, I am told, a lift
which has had little use in this country and
one which not all bus companies might feel
is suited to their operations—the cost of this
provision is unreasonable. Indeed, I under-
stand that the principal basis for this provi-
sion is information from the Regional
Transportation District of Denver, Colora-
do. According to the Department of Trans-
portation, however, Denver has only 17
buses which use a “less expensive” lift de-
veloped in Germany. I understand these
buses have been in use in Denver for about
one year. Moreover, according to the De-
partment of Transportation, Denver uses
these buses on one-way routes of less than
30 miles. This usage is atypical for the pri-
vate bus industry as a whole, which consists
of some 20,000 buses which travel far great-
er distances on trips.

Representatives of the private bus trans-
portation industry have stated that their
lowest annual cost estimate for the bill's re-
quirement regarding new buses, which in-
cludes lift and accessible restroom installa-
tion, loss of revenue seats for lift and rest-
room accessibility, maintenance costs, and
training costs would be so high as to serious-
ly threaten the viability of the private bus
transportation industry. This lowest annual
cost estimate is based on a cost of $10,100
per new bus for each year of its service, and
assumes a 10-year life span for the indus-
try’s 20,000 bus fleet. In other words, under
this analysis, each new bus will cost a com-
pany $101,000 over the life of the bus. I note
that representatives of the industry believe
these estimates are unrealistic and actual
costs will be higher.

The Committee heard virtually no testi-
mony on this vital issue.

1, along with proponents of the present
provision, can point to correspondence from
officials of the Denver system and the
American distributor of the lift in question
citing a variety of different figures and costs
related to wheelchair accessibility for these
over-the-road buses. Following the hearings
on the bill, the cost figures have been flying
back and forth concerning costs associated
with the lift which has recently begun to be
used in Denver. The dispute over the utility
of any particular lift and its costs are pre-
cisely why a study is most appropriate.

I support a requirement that bans discrim-
ination based on stereotypes against persons
with disabilities in their use of privately op-
erated buses. I also support a requirement
that private bus companies make reasonable
accommodations to the needs of persons
with disabilities with respect to their cur-
rent bus fleet.

The Committee, however, simply has not
been presented with enough clear testimony
and data to know what is reasonable with
respect to requirements such as lifts on new
buses purchased or leased by the private bus
industry. That is why a study of private bus
accessibility, followed by Congressional
action based on the study, is the most sensi-
ble course of action with respect to any
future requirements, such as lifts, concern-
ing new buses.

It might be suggested that this bill will
have no significant impact on bus compa-
nies for the next five years. Even this sug-
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gestion is doubtful. In an August 1, 1989,
letter to Roger Porter, domestic policy advi-
sor to the President, Theodore Knappen, a
Senior Vice President at Greyhound Lines,
Inc., opposed this provision of 8. 933. He
wrote, “Greyhound Lines Inc, is a new com-
pany, which is the result of the merger of
two failing bus systems, Greyhound and
Trailways. We are highly leveraged with
$375 million in debt * * *” Greyhound “lost
$17 million last year and will be marginally
profitable this year. The annual cost of full
implementation of 8. 833 will be at a mini-
mum, $40 million. Even if the start up is de-
layed for five years, the financial institu-
tions upon which we rely are not likely to
continue to support us in light of this
burden. The system will inevitably crumble
with the marginal rural service being the
first to go. I should add that most small bus
companies are in a similar financial situa-
tion.”

In summary, the current provision regard-
ing the private bus transportation industry’s
purchase and lease of readily accessible new
buses rests on inadequate and contested
data and runs a serious risk of unintention-
ally causing devastating effects in the pri-
vate bus industry. The prudent course is to
study the issue first and then to impose ap-
propriate requirements based on the study—
not t.llllila reverse, as currently provided for in
the bill.

TRIBUTE TO JOSEPH MOQUIN

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to pay tribute to one of Ala-
bama’s most outstanding business and
community leaders as well as my close
friend, Mr. Joseph Moquin from
Huntsville, AL.

Joe retired as the chief executive of-
ficer of Teledyne Brown Engineering
on August 31, 1989, following over
three decades of loyal service to his
company and to the Huntsville com-
munity and the Nation as a whole. It
is evident that Joe Moquin has played
a role in every worthwhile enterprise
in Huntsville for over 30 years.

In 1956, when Joe Moquin traveled
to Huntsville to become the chief man-
agement engineer for the Army Ballis-
tic Missile Agency, few people could
have foreseen the explosive growth
the city would experience over the
next three decades or the integral role
which Joe Moquin would play in this
expansion. Following the Soviet
Union’s launch of the Sputnik I in
1957, Huntsville’s Army team escalat-
ed the space frenzy by developing the
Redstone and Jupiter missile systems.
This team of incredibly gifted engi-
neers, scientists, and planners would
place Huntsville on the cutting edge of
the growing high-technology research
and development industries.

As the chief civilian in the Army
Ordnance Missile Command’s control
office, Joe worked closely with Gener-
al Mendaris and Dr. Wernher von
Braun who headed the Army team. Al-
though a brilliant engineer, perhaps
Joe Moquin’s most important contri-
bution to these efforts came from his
managerial and planning ability. He
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possesses the incredible ability to see
the big picture and manage the nu-
merous disparate aspects of such com-
plicated projects.

Another of Huntsville’s visionaries,
Milton Cummings, recognized both
Moquin’s technical strengths in engi-
neering and his managerial ability. In
1959, Cummings hired Joe as the exec-
utive vice president of Brown Engi-
neering and ensured the success of
what was to become one of Hunts-
ville’s most successful and ambitious
companies. Working together, Joe
Moquin and Milton Cummings trans-
formed a small engineering company
into a huge, diverse company employ-
ing about 3,000 people and helped
transform Huntsville from a sleepy
cotton town into a technology center
for the entire Nation.

Brown Engineering prospered under
the guidance of Moquin and Cum-
mings. From four employees in 1953,
Brown Engineering grew to several
hundred employees in the early 1960’s.
Joe Moquin and Milton
knew that the time was right for
Brown to move to a new, more spa-
cious, design and production faecility.

Fortunately for Huntsville, Joe
Moquin saw this as more than a time
to find a larger building to house his
company. He saw this as an opportuni-
ty to place Brown Engineering in the
heart of a carefully zoned research
park carved out of the cotton fields
west of the city. After convincing the
city to rezone 3,000 acres for the
project, Moquin bought a large tract
of land for Brown’s new headquarters
and the research park was born. This
park was named Cummings Research
Park in tribute to Milton Cummings
following his death in 1973.

Today, Cummings Research Park
employs more than 25,000 people and
has helped develop what should
become the world’s first permanently
manned space station. These Cum-
mings Research Park residents have
been a huge factor in the success of
the Marshall Space Flight Center, the
Army Missile Command, and the Stra-
tegic Defense Command.

One year before Brown Engineering
merged with Teledyne Inc., Joe
Moquin became the president of the
company and continued in this role at
Teledyne Brown. He has also served as
the chairman and chief executive offi-
cer since 1985.

Joe Moquin has spent over three
decades promoting Huntsville and pro-
moting Alabama. He has devoted his
time and his money as well as his com-
pany’s resources to ensure that Hunts-
ville has the benefit of outstanding
educational, cultural, and professional
opportunities to support the techno-
logical growth associated with the
space and defense industries.

Joe Moquin has been intimately in-
volved with pushing Alabama ahead.
Much of his effort has been devoted to
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business, but he recognizes that busi-
ness must be supported by an out-
standing education system. He has
been instrumental in the success
achieved by the University of Alabama
in Birmingham and Birmingham-
Southern, as well as Huntsville’s insti-
tutions of higher learning—Alabama
A&M University and the University of
Alabama in Huntsville, and Oakwood
College.

Joe Moquin’s contributions to pro-
fessional organizations and communi-
ty service organizations have earned
him many awards, far too numerous
for me to list. Some, however, merit
special recognition. Joe Moquin re-
ceived the Huntsville/Madison County
Chamber of Commerce’s first annual
Award for Engineering, Science, and
Technology Excellence. He was a
member of the Alabama Supercom-
puter Network Authority Board which
established the statewide supercom-
puter network headquartered in
Huntsville. He currently serves as the
chairperson for the economic develop-
ment strategy and implementation
task force for Huntsville’s Vision 2000
Program.

Joe Moquin represents the ideal for
which corporate leaders must strive.
He has set an outstanding example
and leaves other CEO’s with a lofty
goal of matching his success. He has
provided Huntsville with the corporate
and civic leadership it needed in the
tumultuous years of the technology
boom. Now he is stepping down as
chairman and CEO of Teledyne Brown
Engineering but not as promoter and
civic activist for Huntsville.

Joe Moquin has long been one of the
most informed and knowledgeable
people in the defense and space indus-
tries and one of the first people I seek
out for advice in these areas. His sup-
port, advice, and friendship have been
invaluable to me. I wish him the best
of luck in all his endeavors and look
forward to his continued success.

Thank you, Mr. President.

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Under the order, morning business is
closed.

RECESS UNTIL 2:15 P.M.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
hour of 1 o'clock having arrived, the
Senate stands in recess until the hour
of 2:15 p.m. today.

Whereupon, the Senate, at 1 p.m,,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. when called to
order by the Presiding Officer [Mr.
KoHL]L
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LEGISLATIVE BRANCH
APPROPRIATIONS, 1990

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the clerk will
report HR. 3014,

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A bill (H.R. 3014) making appropriations
for the legislative branch for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 1990, and for other
purposes.

The Senate proceeded with the con-
sideration of the bill, which had been
reported from the Committee on Ap-
propriations, with amendments as fol-
lows:

(The parts of the bill intended to be
stricken are shown in boldface brack-
ets, and the parts of the bill intended
to be inserted are shown in italics.)

H.R. 3014

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That the
following sums are appropriated, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, for the Legislative Branch for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 1990, and
for other purposes, namely:

TITLE I-CONGRESSIONAL
OPERATIONS
SENATE
MILEAGE AND EXPENSE ALLOWANCES
MILEAGE OF THE VICE PRESIDENT AND SENATORS

For mileage of the Vice President and Sen-

ators of the United States, $60,000.
EXPENSE ALLOWANCES

For expense allowances of the Vice Presi-
dent, $10,000; the President Pro Tempore of
the Senate, $10,000; Majority Leader of the
Senate, $10,000; Minority Leader of the
Senate, $10,000; Majority Whip of the
Senate, $5,000; Minorily Whip of the Senate,
$£5,000; and Chairmen of the Majority and
Minority Conference Committees, $3,000 for
each Chairman, in all, $56,000.

REPRESENTATION ALLOWANCES FOR THE
MAJORITY AND MINORITY LEADERS

For representation allowances of the Ma-
jority and Minority Leaders of the Senate,
£15,000 for each such Leader; in all, $30,000.

SALARIES, OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES

For compensation of officers, employees,
and others as authorized by law, including
agency contributions, $55,019,000 which
shall be paid from this appropriation with-
out regard to the below limitations, as fol-
lows:

OFFICE OF THE VICE PRESIDENT

For the Office of the Vice President,
£1,216,000.

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

For the Office of the President Pro Tempo-
re, $296,000.

OFFICES OF THE MAJORITY AND MINORITY
LEADERS

For Offices of the Majority and Minority
Leaders, $1,474,000.

OFFICES OF THE MAJORITY AND MINORITY WHIPS

For Offices of the Majority and Minority
Whips, $458,000.

CONFERENCE COMMITTEES

For the Conference of the Majority and the
Conference of the Minority, at rates of com-
pensation to be fized by the Chairman of
each such committee, $661,500 for each such
committee; in all, $1,323,000.
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OFFICES OF THE SECRETARIES OF THE CONFER-
ENCE OF THE MAJORITY AND THE CONFERENCE
OF THE MINORITY
For Offices of the Secretaries of the Con-

ference of the Majority and the Conference

of the Minority, $£290,000.
OFFICE OF THE CHAPLAIN
For Office of the Chaplain, $147,000.
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
For Office of the Secretary, $8,852,000.
OFFICE OF THE SERGEANT AT ARMS AND
DOORKEEPER

For Office of the Sergeant at Arms and
Doorkeeper, $28,000,000.
OFFICES OF THE SECRETARIES FOR THE MAJORITY

AND MINORITY

For Offices of the Secretary for the Majori-
ty and the Secretary for the Minorily,
$983,000.

AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS

For agency contributions for employee
benefits, as authorized by law, $11,980,000.

OFFICE OF THE LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL OF THE

SENATE

For salaries and expenses of the Office of
the Legisiative Counsel of the Senate,
$2,079,000: Provided, That $100,000 of the
amount appropriated to the Office of the

Legislative Counsel of the Senate for fiscal

yvear 1989 shall remain available until Sep-

tember 30, 1990.

OFFICE OF SENATE LEGAL COUNSEL
For salaries and expenses of the Office of

Senate Legal Counsel, $676,000.

EXPENSE ALLOWANCES OF THE SECRETARY OF
THE SENATE, SERGEANT AT ARMS AND DoOR-
KEEPER OF THE SENATE, AND SECRETARIES FOR
THE MAJORITY AND MINORITY OF THE SENATE
For expense allowances of the Secretary of

the Senate, $3,000; Sergeant at Arms and

Doorkeeper of the Senate, $3,000; Secretary

for the Majority of the Senate, $3,000; Secre-

tary for the Minority of the Senate, $3,000;
in all, $12,000.
CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE SENATE
SENATE POLICY COMMITTEES
For salaries and expenses of the Majority

Policy Committee and the Minority Policy

Committee, $1,101,500 for each such com-

mittee; in all, $2,203,000.

INQUIRIES AND INVESTIGATIONS
For expenses of inquiries and investiga-
tions ordered by the Senate, or conducted
pursuant to section 134(a) of Public Law

601, Seventy-ninth Congress, as amended,

section 112 of Public Law 96-304 and Senate

Resolution 281, agreed to March 11, 1980,

$69,442,000.

EXPENSES OF UNITED STATES SENATE CAUCUS ON

INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL

For expenses of the Uniled States Senate
Caucus on International Narcotics Control,
$325,000.

SECRETARY OF THE SENATE

For expenses of the Office of the Secretary
of the Senate, $727,200.

SERGEANT AT ARMS AND DOORKEEPER OF THE

SENATE

For expenses of the Office of the Sergeant
at Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate,
$74,389,000 of which $6,000,000 shall remain
available until expended.

MISCELLANEOUS ITEMS
For miscellaneous items, $£7,506,000.
SENATORS’ OFFICIAL PERSONNEL AND OFFICE
EXPENSE ACCOUNT

For Senators’ Official Personnel

Office Expense Account, $161,124,000.
STATIONERY (REVOLVING FUND)

For stationery for the President of the

Senate, $4,500, for officers of the Senate and

and
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the Conference of the Majority and Confer-
ence of the Minority of the Senate, £8,500; in
all, $13,000.
SENATE OFFICIAL MAIL COSTS

For expenses necessary for official mail
costs of the Senate, $32,000,000, to be dis-
bursed by the Secretary of the Senate, to be
available immediately upon enactment of
this Act, and to remain available until ex-
pended.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

Secrron 1. The Chairman of the Majority
or Minority Conference Committee of the
Senate may, during the fiscal year ending
Seplember 30, 1990, at his election, transfer
not more than $50,000 from the appropria-
tion account for salaries for the Conference
of the Majority and the Conference of the
Minority of the Senate, to the account,
within the contingent fund of the Senate,
Jrom which expenses are payable under sec-
tion 120 of Public Law 97-51 (2 U.S.C. 61g-
6). Any transfer of funds under authority of
the preceding sentence shall be made at such
time or times as such chairman shall specify
in writing to the Senate Disbursing Office.
Any funds so transferred by the chairman of
the Majority or Minority Conference Com-
mittee shall be available for expenditure by
such commitiee in like manner and for the
same purposes as are other moneys which
are available for expenditure by such com-
mittee from the account, within the contin-
gent fund of the Senate, from which ex-
penses are payable under section 120 of
Public Law 97-51 (2 U.S.C. 61g-6).

SEc. 2. Funds appropriated to the Confer-
ence of the Majority and funds appropriated
to the Conference of the Minority for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 1990, may
be utilized in such amounts as the Chair-
man of each Conference deems appropriate
Jfor the specialized training of professional
staff, subject to such limitations, insofar as
they are applicable, as are imposed by the
Committee on Rules and Administration
with respect to such training when provided
to professional staff of standing commitiees
of the Senate.

SEc. 3. Subsection (d) of section 2 of
Public Law 100-123 (2 U.S.C. 58a-1), is
amended by inserting immediately after “by
the Sergeant at Arms),” the following: “and
all other moneys received by the Sergeant at
Arms as chames or commissions for tele-
phone services,

Sec. 4. (a) TM' Sergeant at Arms and Door-
keeper of the Senate is authorized to estab-
lish an Office of Senate Health Promotion.

fb)(1) In carrying out this section, the Ser-
geant at Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate
is authorized to establish, or provide for the
establishment of, exercise classes and other
health services and activities on a continu-
ing and regular basis. In providing for such
classes, services, and activities, the Sergeant
at Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate is au-
thorized to impose and collect fees, assess-
ments, and other charges to defray the costs
involved in promoting the health of Mem-
bers, officers, and employees of the Senate.
For purposes of this section, the term “em-
ployees of the Senate” shall have such mean-
ing as the Sergeant at Arms, by regulation,
may prescribe.

f2) All fees, assessments, and charges im-
posed and collected by the Sergeant at Arms
pursuant to paragraph (1) shall be deposited
in the revolving fund established pursuant
to subsection (c) and shall be available for
purposes of this section.

fc) There is established in the Treasury of
the United States a revolving fund within
the contingent fund of the Senate to be

19581

known as the Senate Health Promotion Re-
volving Fund (hereinafter referred to in this
section as the “fund”). The fund shall con-
sist of all amounts collected or received by
the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper of the
Senate as fees, assessments, and other
charges for activities and services to carry
out the provisions of this section. All
moneys in the fund shall be available with-
out fiscal year limitation for disbursement
by the Secretary of the Senate for promoting
the health of Members, officers, and employ-
ees of the Senate.

(d) Disbursements from the revolving fund
shall be made upon vouchers signed by the
Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper of the
Senate.

fe) The provisions of section 4 of the Act of
July 31, 1946 (40 U.S.C. 193d) shall not be
applicable to any class, service, or other ac-
tivity carried out pursuant to the provisions
of this section.

(f) The provisions of this section shall be
carried out in accordance with regulations
which shall be promulgated by the Sergeant
at Arms and Doorkeeper of the Senate and
subject to approval at the beginning of each
Congress by the Committee on Rules and Ad-
ministration of the Senate,

SEc. 5. (a) Paragraph (3) of section 506(a)
of the Supplemental Appropriations Act,
1973 (2 U.S.C. 58(a)) is amended to read as
Sfollows:

“(3)(A) postage on, and fees and charges in
connection with, mail matter sent through
the mail under the franking privilege in
excess of amounts provided from the appro-
priation for official mail costs, upon certifi-
cation by the Senate Sergeant at Arms and
subject to such regulations as may be pro-
mulgated by the Committee on Rules and
Administration, (B) postage on, and fees
and charges in connection with official mail
matter sent through the mail other than the
Sfranking privilege upon certification by the
Senate Sergeant at Arms and subject to such
regulations as may be promulgated by the
Commiilee on Rules and Adminisiration,
and (C) reimbursement to each Senator for
costs incurred in the preparation of required
official reports, and the acquisition of mail-
ing lists to be used for official purposes, and
in the mailing, delivery, or transmitting of
matters relating to official business;”.

“fb) Receipts paid to the Sergeant at Arms
Sfrom sales of postage on, and fees and
charges in connection with mail matter sent
through the mail by Senators, Senate com-
mittees, or other Senate offices (including
joint commiltees and commissions funded
Jrom the contingent fund of the Senate),
other than under the franking privilege, as
cash or check payments directly from such
Senators, committees, or offices, or as reim-
bursement from the Financial Clerk of the
Senate pursuant to certification by the Ser-
geant at Arms of charges to be made to such
Sunds available to such Senators, commit-
tees, or offices for such postage, fees and
charges shall be used by the Sergeant at
Arms for payment to the United States
Postal Service for such postage, fees, and
charges."”.

SEc. 6. On and after the date this Act be-
comes law, the Secretary of the Senate, sub-
ject to the approval of the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the Senate, is authorized to
provide up to £1,000,000 for capitalization
purposes to the revolving fund established
by the last paragraph under the heading
“Contingent Expenses of the Senate” ap-
pearing under the heading “SENATE” in
chapter XI of the Third Supplemental Ap-
propriation Act, 1957 (2 U.S.C. 46a-1), by
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transferring to such revolving fund any
JSunds available from any Senate appropria-
tion account, with respect to which he has
disbursement authority, for the fiscal year
in which the transfer is made (or for any
preceding fiscal year) or which have been
made available until erpended; and any
moneys so transferred shall be available for
use in like manner and to the same extent as
the moneys in such revolving fund which
were not transferred thereto pursuant to this
section.

Sec. 7. The Secretary of the Senate may
enter into an agreement with the Secretary
of Education to provide closed captioning of
the Senate floor proceedings, subject to the
approval of the Senate Committee on Rules
and Administration. The Senate authorizes
the Secretary of Education to have access to
the audio and video broadcast of the Senate
Sfloor proceedings for the purpose of caption-
ing. Such funds as may be necessary to carry
out the purposes of this section are author-
ized to be paid from the appropriation ac-
count for “Miscellaneous Items"” within the
contingent fund of the Senate.

Skc. 8. (1) The Secretary of the Senate and
the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper of the
Senate are authorized to acquire goods, serv-
ices, or space from government agencies and
units by agreement under the provisions of
the Economy Act, 31 U.S.C. 1535, and to
make advance payments in conjunction
therewith, if required by the providing
agency or establishment.

(2) No advance payment may be made
under paragraph (1) unless specifically pro-
vided for in the agreement. No agreement
providing for advance payment may be en-
tered into unless it contains a provision re-
quiring the refund of any unobligated bal-
ance of the advance.

(3) No agreement may be entered into
under paragraph (1) without the approval of
the Senate Commiitee on Rules and Admin-
istration and the Senate Commitiee on Ap-
propriations.

Sec. 9. The provisions of Senate Resolu-
tion 89, of the One Hundredth Congress,
agreed to January 28, 1987, are hereby en-
acted into law, effective on the date such
Senate Resolution 89 was agreed to.

Sec. 10. The d proviso, der the
headings “SENATE” and “OFFICE OF THE
CHAPLAIN", of the Legislative Branch Appro-
priation Act, 1970 (Public Law 91-145) is
amended by striking out “a secretary” and
inserting in lieu thereof “such employees as
he deems appropriate, except that the
amount which may be paid for any fiscal
year as gross compensation for personnel in
such Office for any fiscal year shall not
exceed $147,000".

SEc. 11. (a) For purposes of subchapters I
and II of chapter 37 of title 31, United States
Code (relating to claims of or against the
United States Government), the United
States Senate shall be considered to be a leg-
islative agency f(as defined in section
3701(a)(4) of such title), and the Secretary of
the Senate shall be deemed to be the head of
such legislative agency.

(b) Regulations prescribed by the Secre-
tary of the Senate pursuant to section 3716
of title 31, United States Code, shall not
become effective until they are approved by
the Senate Committee on Rules and Admin-
isitration.
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TITLE I-CONGRESSIONAL
OPERATIONS

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

PAYMENTS TO WIDOWS AND HEIRS OF
DeceAsED MEMBERS OF CONGRESS

For payment to the Estate of Claude
Pepper, late a Representative from the
State of Florida, $89,500.

MILEAGE OF MEMBERS

For mileage of Members, as authorized by
law, $210,000.

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For salaries and expenses of the House of
Representatives, $536,907,000, as follows:

HOUSE LEADERSHIP OFFICES

For salaries and expenses, as authorized
by law, $4,409,000, including: Office of the
Speaker, $1,019,000, including $25,000 for of-
ficial expenses of the Speaker; Office of the
Majority Floor Leader, $940,000, including
$10,000 for official expenses of the Majority
Leader; Office of the Minority Floor Leader,
$1,041,000, including $10,000 for official ex-
penses of the Minority Leader; Office of the
Majority Whip, $755,000, including $5,000
for official expenses of the Majority Whip
and not to exceed $166,560, for the Chief
Deputy Majority Whip; Office of the Minor-
ity Whip, $654,000, including $5,000 for offi-
cial expenses of the Minority Whip and not
to exceed $84,060, for the Chief Deputy Mi-
nority Whip.

MEMBERS' CLERK HIRE

For staff employed by each Member in
the discharge of his official and representa-
tive duties, $188,074,000.

COMMITTEE EMPLOYEES
For professional and clerical employees of
committees, including the Commit-
tee on Appropriations and the Committee
on the Budget, $55,000,000.
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET (STUDIES)

For salaries, expenses, and studies by the
Committee on the Budget, and temporary
personal services for such committee to be
expended in accordance with sections 101(¢),
606, 703, and 901(e) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974, and to be available for
reimbursement to agencies for services per-
formed, $354,000.

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE HOUSE

STANDING COMMITTEES, SPECIAL AND SELECT

For salaries and expenses of standing com-
mittees, special and select, authorized by
the House, $57,716,000.

ALLOWANCES AND EXPENSES

For allowances and expenses as author-
ized by House resolution or law,
$187,099,000, including: Official Expenses of
Members, $76,341,000; supplies, materials,
administrative costs and Federal tort claims,
$19,577,000; net expenses of purchase, lease
and maintenance of office equipment,
$9,276,000; furniture and furnishings,
$1,130,000; stenographic reporting of com-
mittee hearings, $800,000; reemployed annu-
itants reimbursements, $1,380,000; Govern-
ment contributions to employees’ life insur-
ance fund, retirement funds, Social Security
fund, Medicare fund, health benefits fund,
and worker’s and unemployment compensa-
tion, $77,973,000; and miscellaneous items
including, but not limited to, purchase, ex-
change, maintenance, repair and operation
of House motor vehicles, interparliamentary
receptions, and gratuities to heirs of de-
ceased employees of the House, $622,000.

Such amounts as are deemed necessary
for the payment of allowances and expenses
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under this heading may be transferred
among the various categories of allowances
and expenses under this heading, upon the
approval of the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives.

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS (STUDIES AND
INVESTIGATIONS)

For salaries and expenses, studies and ex-
aminations of executive agencies, by the
Committee on Appropriations, and tempo-
rary personal services for such committee,
to be expended in accordance with section
202(b) of the Legislative Reorganization
Act, 1946, and to be available for reimburse-
ment to agencies for services performed,
$4,660,000.

SALARIES, OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES

For compensation and expenses of officers
and employees, as authorized by law,
$39,505,000, including: Office of the Clerk,
including not to exceed $1,000 for official
representation and reception expenses,
$17,514,000; Office of the Sergeant at Arms,
$1,001,000; Office of the Doorkeeper, includ-
ing overtime, as authorized by law,
$8,747,000; Office of the Postmaster,
$3,028,000, including $112,560 for employ-
ment of substitute messengers and extra
services of regular employees when required
at the salary rate of not to exceed $17,802
per annum each; Office of the Chaplain,
$81,000; Office of the Parliamentarian, in-
cluding the Parliamentarian and $2,000 for
preparing the Digest of Rules, $772,000; for
salaries and expenses of the Office of the
Historian, $279,000; for salaries and ex-
penses of the Office of the Law Revision
Counsel of the House, $1,032,000; for sala-
ries and expenses of the Office of the Legis-
lative Counsel of the House, $3,400,000; six
minority employees, $543,000; the House
Democratic Steering Committee and
Caucus, $967,000; the House Republican
Conference, $967,000; and other authorized
employees, $1,264,000.

Such amounts as are deemed necessary
for the payment of salaries of officers and
employees under this heading may be trans-
ferred among the various offices and activi-
ties under this heading, upon the approval
of the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

Skc. 101, Of the amounts appropriated for
fiscal year 1990 for salaries and expenses of
the House of Representatives, such amounts
as may be necessary may be transferred
among the headings “HOUSE LEADERSHIP OF-
nmnl “Imﬂnﬁ' c!nx m:ID. "Uo)ﬂm
EMPLOYEES', 'CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE

HOUSE (ALLOWANCES AND EXPENSES)”, and
“SALARIES, OFFICERS AND EMPLO ", upon
approval of the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives.

Sec. 102. (a) One additional employee is
authorized for each of the following:

(1) the House Democratic Caucus;

(2) the House Republican Conference;

(3) the Minority Leader; and

(4) the Chief Deputy Majority Whip.

(b) The annual rate of pay for the posi-
tions established under subsection (a) shall
not exceed the annual rate of pay payable
from time to time for level V of the Execu-
tive Schedule under section 53168 of title 5,
United States Code.

Sec. 103. (a) Section 104(a) of the Legisla-
tive Branch Appropriations Act, 1987 (as in-
corporated by reference in section 101(J) of
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Public Law 99-500 and Public Law 99-591)
(2 U.8.C. 117e) is amended—

(1) by striking out “Sec. 104. (a)" and in-
serting in lieu thereof “Sec. 104. (a)X(1)";

(2) by striking out the last sentence; and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1), as so
redesignated by paragraph (1) of this sub-
section, the following new paragraphs:

“(2) If disposal in accordance with para-
graph (1) is not feasible because of age, loca-
tion, condition, or any other relevant factor,
the Clerk may donate the equipment to the
government of a State, to a local govern-
ment, or to an organization that is described
in section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 and exempt from tax under
section 501(a) of such Code. A donation
under this paragraph—

“(A) shall be at no cost to the Govern-
ment; and

“(B) may be made only if the used equip-
ment has no recoverable value because dis-
posal in accordance with paragraph (1),
under the most favorable terms available to
the Government, would result in a loss to
the Government.

“(3) The Committee on House Administra-
tion of the House of Representatives shall
have authority to prescribe regulations to
carry out this subsection.

“(4) As used in this section—

“(A) the term 'State’ means a State of the
United States, the District of Columbia, the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and a terri-
tory or possession of the United States; and

“(B) the term ‘used equipment’ means
such used or surplus equipment (including
furniture and motor vehicles) as the Com-
mittee on House Administration of the
House of Representatives may prescribe by
regulation.”.

(b) The first section of the Act entitled
“An Act to authorize the disposition of cer-
tain office equipment and furnishings, and
for other purposes”, approved October 20,
1974 (2 U.S.C. 59a), is repealed.

(c) The amendments made by subsection
(a) and the repeal made by subsection (b)
shall take effect on October 1, 1989.

JOINT ITEMS
For joint committees, as follows:
CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE SENATE
JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE

For salaries and expenses of the Joint
Economic Committee, $3,518,000.

JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING

For salaries and expenses of the Joint
Committee on Printing $1,191,000.

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE HOUSE
JOINT COMMITTEE ON TAXATION

For salaries and expenses of the Joint
Committee on Taxation, $4,372,000, to be
disbursed by the Clerk of the House.

For other joint items, as follows:

OFFICE OF THE ATTENDING PHYSICIAN

For medical supplies, equipment, and con-
tingent expenses of the emergency rooms,
and for the Al and his as-
sistants, including (1) an allowance of $1,500
per month to the Attending Physician; (2)
an allowance of $1,000 per month to one
Senior Medical Officer while on duty in the
Attending Physician’s office; (3) an allow-
ance of $500 per month each to two medical
officers while on duty in the Attending Phy-
siclan’s office; (4) an allowance of $500 per
month each to two assistants and $400 per
month each to not to exceed nine assistants
on the basis heretofore provided for such as-
sistance; and (5) $921,000 for reimbursement
to the Department of the Navy for expenses
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incurred for staff and equipment assigned
to the Office of the Attending Physician,
such amount shall be advanced and credited
to the applicable appropriation or appro-
priations from which such salaries, allow-
ances, and other expenses are payable and
shall be available for all the purposes there-
of, $1,405,000, to be disbursed by the Clerk
of the House: Provided, That, upon enact-
ment of this Act, the Office of the Attend-
ing Physician Revolving Fund established
by the first undesignated paragraph under
the center heading “OFFICE OF THE ATTEND-
NG PHYSICIAN REVOLVING Funp” in title III
of the Legislative Branch Appropriation
Act, 1976 (89 Stat. 283) is abolished and all
monies in the Fund on such date or subse-
quently received by the Attending Physician
from the sale of prescription drugs or from
any other source shall be deposited in the
Treasury as miscellaneous receipts.
CariToL PoLICE BOARD
CarrToL POLICE
SALARIES

For the Capitol Police Board for salaries,
including overtime, and Government contri-
butions to employees’ benefits funds, as au-
thorized by law, of officers, members, and
employees of the Capitol Police,
[$56,253,000] £56,298,000, of which
$217,548,000 is appropriated to the Sergeant
at Arms of the House of Representatives, to
be disbursed by the Clerk of the House,
[$28,105,000] $28,150,000 is appropriated to
the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper of
the Senate, to be disbursed by the Secretary
of the Senate, and $600,000, to be disbursed
by the Clerk of the House, shall be available
for reprogramming upon the approval of
the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate,

GENERAL EXPENSES

For the Capitol Police Board for necessary
expenses of the Capitol Police, including
purchasing and supplying uniforms; the
purchase, maintenance, and repair of police
motor vehicles, including two-way police
radio equipment; contingent expenses, in-
cluding advance payment for travel for
training, protective details, and tuition and
registration, and expenses associated with
the awards program not to exceed $900, ex-
penses associated with the relocation of in-
structor personnel to and from the Federal
Law Enforcement Training Center as ap-
proved by the Chairman of the Capitol
Police Board, and including $85 per month
for extra services performed for the Capitol
Police Board by such member of the staff of
the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate or the
House as may be designated by the Chair-
man of the Board, $1,884,000, to be dis-
bursed by the Clerk of the House: Provided,
That the funds used to maintain the petty
cash fund referred to as “Petty Cash II”
which is to provide for the prevention and
detection of crime shall not exceed $4,000:
Provided further, That the funds used to
maintain the petty cash fund referred to as
“Petty Cash III” which is to provide for the
advance of travel expenses attendant to pro-
tective assignments shall not exceed $4,000:
Provided further, That, notwithstanding
any other provision of law, the cost involved
in providing basic training for members of
the Capitol Police at the Federal Law En-
forcement Training Center for fiscal year
1990 shall be paid by the Secretary of the
Treasury from funds available to the Treas-
ury Department.

OFFICIAL MAIL CosTS

For expenses necessary for official mail
costs, [$124,532,000] $48,000,000, to be dis-
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bursed by the Clerk of the House, to be
avallable immediately upon enactment of
this Act: Provided, That funds appropriated
for such purpose for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1989, shall remain available
until expended.

CarrToL GUIDE SERVICE

For salaries and expenses of the Capitol
Guide Service, [$1,335,000] $£1,397,000, to
be disbursed by the Secretary of the Senate:
Provided, That none of these funds shall be
used to employ more than thirty-three indi-
viduals: Provided further, That the Capitol
Guide Board is authorized, during emergen-
cies, to employ not more than two addition-
al individuals for not more than one hun-
dred twenty days each, and not more than
ten additional individuals for not more than
six months each, for the Capitol Guide
Service.

[Special Services Office

[For salaries and expenses of the Speclal
Services Office, $237,000, to be disbursed by
the Clerk of the House.]

STATEMENTS OF APPROPRIATIONS

For the preparation, under the direction
of the Committees on Appropriations of the
Senate and House of Representatives, of the
statements for the first session of the One
Hundred Pirst Congress, showing appropria-
tions made, indefinite appropriations, and
contracts authorized, together with a chron-
ological history of the regular appropria-
tions bills as required by law, $20,000, to be
paid to the persons designated by the chair-
men of such committees to supervise the
work.

OFFICE OF TECHNOLOGY
ASSESSMENT

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For salaries and expenses necessary to
carry out the provisions of the Technology
Assessment Act of 1972 (Public Law 92-484),
including official representation and recep-
tion expenses (not to exceed [$2,000] £3,000
from the Trust Fund) to be expended on the
certification of the Director of the Office of
Technology Assessment, expenses incurred
in administering an employee incentive
awards program (not to exceed [$900]
£1,800), rental of space in the District of Co-
lumbia, and those necessary to carry out the
duties of the Director of the Office
of Technology Assessment under 42 U.S.C.
1395ww, 42 U.S.C. 1395w-1, and Public Law
100-360, [$18,705,000] £19,000,000: Provid-
ed, That none of the funds in this Act shall
be available for salaries or expenses of any
employee of the Office of Technology As-
sessment in excess of 143 staff employees:
Provided further, That no part of this ap-
propriation shall be available for assess-
ments or activities not initiated and ap-
proved in accordance with section 3(d) of
Public Law 92-484, except that funds shall
be available for the assessment required by
Public Law 96-151: Provided further, That
none of the funds in this Act shall be avail-
able for salaries or expenses of employees of
the Office of Technology Assessment in
connection with any reimbursable study for
which funds are provided from sources
other than appropriations made under this
Act, or be available for any other adminis-
trative expenses incurred by the Office of
Technology Assessment in carrying out such
a study.
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BIOMEDICAL ETHICS BOARD
AND

BIOMEDICAL ETHICS ADVISORY
COMMITTEE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For salaries and expenses necessary to
carry out the duties of the Biomedical
Ethics Board and the Biomedical Ethics Ad-
visory Committee, as authorized by the
Health Omnibus Programs Extension of
1988 (Public Law 100-607), including not to
exceed $500 to be expended on the certifica-
tion of the Chairman of the Biomedical
Ethics Board in connection with official rep-
resentation and reception expenses, and
rental of space in the District of Columbia,
$1,500,000: Provided, That no part of these
Sfunds may be obligated or erpended until
the Biomedical Ethics Board has selected a
Chairman and Vice Chairman and all mem-
bers of the Biomedical Ethics Advisory Com-
mittee: Provided further, That effective Oc-
tober 1, 1988, and to continue thereafter,
the Disbursing Officer of the Library of
Congress is authorized to—

(1) disburse funds appropriated for the
Biomedical Ethics Board;

(2) compute and disburse the basic pay for
all personnel of the Biomedical Ethics
Board, and

(3) provide financial management services
and support to the Biomedical Ethics Board,
In the same manner as provided with re-
spect to the Office of Technology Assess-
ment under section 101(c) of Public Law 97-
51 (2 U.S.C. 142f).

CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For salaries and expenses necessary to
carry out the provisions of the Congression-
al Budget Act of 1974 (Public Law 93-344),
including not to exceed $2,300 to be expend-
ed on the certification of the Director of the
Congressional Budget Office in connection
with official representation and reception
expenses, $19,680,000: Provided, That none
of these funds shall be available for the pur-
chase or hire of a passenger motor vehicle:
Provided further, That none of the funds in
this Act shall be available for salaries or ex-
penses of any employee of the Congression-
al Budget Office in excess of 226 staff em-
ployees: Provided further, That any sale or
lease of property, supplies, or services to the
Congressional Budget Office shall be
deemed to be a sale or lease of such proper-
ty, supplies, or services to the Congress sub-
ject to section 903 of Public Law 98-63.

ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL
OFFICE OF THE ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL

SALARIES

For the Architect of the Capitol; the As-
sistant Architect of the Capitol; and other
personal services; at rates of pay provided
by law, $6,860,000.

TRAVEL

Appropriations under the control of the
Architect of the Capitol shall be available
for expenses of travel on official business

not to exceed in the aggregate under all
funds the sum of $20,000.
CONTINGENT EXPENSES

‘To enable the Architect of the Capitol to
make surveys and studies, and to meet un-
foreseen expenses in connection with activi-
ties under his care, $100,000[,—which shall
remain available until expended].
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CAPITOL BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS
CAPITOL BUILDINGS

For all necessary expenses for the mainte-
nance, care and operation of the Capitol
Building and electrical substations of the
Senate and House Office Buildings, under
the jurisdiction of the Architect of the Cap-
itol, including furnishings and office equip-
ment; not to exceed $1,000 for official recep-
tion and representation expenses, to be ex-
pended as the Architect of the Capitol may
approve; purchase or exchange, mainte-
nance and operation of a passenger motor
vehicle; security installations, which are ap-
proved by the Capitol Police Board, author-
ized by House Concurrent Resolution 550,
Ninety-Second Congress, agreed to Septem-
ber 19, 1972, the cost limitation of which is
hereby further increased by $192,000; for
expenses of attendance, when specifically
authorized by the Architect of the Capitol,
at meetings or conventions in connection
with subjects related to work under the Ar-
chitect of the Capitol, [$15,938,000]
$16,190,000, of which [$525,000] $625,000
shall remain available until expended.
CAPITOL GROUNDS

For all necessary expenses for care and
improvement of grounds surrounding the
Capitol, the Senate and House Office Build-
ings, and the Capitol Power Plant,
[$4,049,000] $4,331,000.

SENATE OFFICE BUILDINGS

For all necessary expenses for mainte-
nance, care and operation of Senate Office
Buildings; and furniture and furnishings, to
be expended under the control and supervi-
sion of the Architect of the Capitol,
$35,320,000, of which $7,800,000 shall
remain available until expended: Provided,
That none of the funds made available
herein for improvements to the Senale
subway system shall be obligated or expend-
ed until a design end financing plan for
such system improvements have been ap-
proved by the Committee on Appropriations,

HOUSE OFFICE BUILDINGS

For all necessary expenses for the mainte-
nance, care and operation of the House
Office Buildings, including the position of
Superintendent of Garages as authorized by
law, $27,875,000, of which $2,465,000 shall
remain available until expended.

CAPITOL POWER PLANT

For all necessary expenses for the mainte-
nance, care and operation of the Capitol
Power Plant; for lighting, heating, and
power (including the purchase of electrical
energy) for the Capitol, Senate and House
Office Buildings, Library of Congress Build-
ings, and the grounds about the same, Bo-
tanic Garden, Senate garage, and for air
conditioning refrigeration not supplied from
plants in any of such buildings; for heating
the Government Printing Office and Wash-
ington City Post Office and heating and
chilled water for air conditioning for the Su-
preme Court Building, Union Station com-
plex and the Folger Shakespeare Library,
expenses for which shall be advanced or re-
imbursed upon request of the Architect of
the Capitol and amounts so received shall
be deposited into the Treasury to the credit
of this appropriation; $25,613,000: Provided,
That not to exceed $2,300,000 of the funds
credited or to be reimbursed to this appro-
priation as herein provided shall be avail-
able for obligation during fiscal year 1990.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

Sec. 104. Notwithstanding any other pro-
visions of law, the Architect of the Capitol
is hereby authorized to (1) develop a pilot
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program to determine the economic feasibil-
ity and efficiency of cent certain
maintenance functions, to assign and reas-
sign, without increase or decrease in basic
salary or wages, any person on the employ-
ment rolls of the Office of the Architect of
the Capitol, for personal services in any
buildings, facilities, or grounds under his ju-
risdiction for which appropriations have
been made and are available; (2) maintain
appropriate cost and productivity records
for the program; and (3) report to appropri-
ate authorities, including the Committees
on Appropriations, on the results of the pro-
gram, together with recommendations for
continuation or expansion of the program.

Sec. 105. The Architect of the Capitol,
under the direction of the Joint Committee
on the Library, is authorized to accept dona-
tions to restore and display the Statue of
Freedom model.

Sgec. 106. (a) The position of Executive As-
sistant to the Architect of the Capitol is
abolished.

(b) The provisions—

(1) under the center subheadings “OFFICE
OF THE ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL” and “‘SAL-
ARIES”, and

(2) of section 303, of H.R. 7593 of the
second session of the Ninety-Sixth Con-
gress, as enacted into permanent law by sec-
tion 101(e) of the Joint Resolution of De-
cember 16, 1980 (40 U.S.C. 166b-1), which
relate to the salary of the Executive Assist-
ant to the Architect of the Capitol, are re-
pealed

(¢) The third paragraph under the center
subheadings “OFFICE OF THE ARCHITECT OF
THE CAPITOL"” and “SALARIES” in the Legisla-
tive Branch Appropriation Act, 1960 (40
U.S.C. 166b-3) is amended—

(1) by striking out “three positions” and
inserting in lieu thereof “four positions”,
and

(2) by striking out “, Assistant Architect,”
and all that follows and inserting in lieu
thereof “or Assistant Architect.”.

(d) The proviso in the first undesignated
paragraph under the center subheadings
“OFFICE OF THE ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL"
and “saLaries” in the first section of the
Legislative Branch Appropriation Act, 1971
(40 U.S.C. 164a) is amended by striking out
“, and, in case of the absence or disability of
the Assistant Architect, the Executive As-
sistant shall so act”.

(e) Subsection (b) of section 308 of the
Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 1988
(40 U.S.C. 166b-3a(b)) is amended to read as
follows:

“(b) The positions referred to in subsec-
tion (a) are—

“(1) the position of assistant referred to in
the proviso in the first undesignated para-
graph under the center subheadings ‘OrricE
OF THE ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL' and ‘SALA-
riEs’ in the first section of the Legislative
Branch Appropriation Act, 1971 (40 U.S.C.
164a), and

“(2) the elght positions provided for in the
third and fourth undesignated paragraphs
under the center subheadings '‘OFFICE OF
THE ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL' and ‘SALA-
RIES' in the first section of the Legislative
Branch Appropriation Act, 1960 (40 U.S.C.
166b-3).".

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS
CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE
SALARTES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses to carry out the
provisions of section 203 of the Legislative
Reorganization Act of 1946, as amended by
section 321 of the Legislative Reorganiza-
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tion Act of 1970 (2 U.S.C. 166) and to revise
and extend the Annotated Constitution of
the United States of America, [$46,670,000]
$47,518,000. Provided, That no part of this
appropriation may be used to pay any salary
or expense in connection with any publica-
tion, or preparation of material therefor
(except the Digest of Public General Bills),
to be issued by the Library of Congress
unless such publication has obtained prior
approval of either the Committee on House
Administration or the Senate Committee on
Rules and Administration: Provided further,
That, notwithstanding any other provisions
of law, the compensation of the Director of
the Congressional Research Service, Library
of Congress, shall be at an annual rate
which is equal to the annual rate of basic
pay for positions at level IV of the Execu-
tive Schedule under section 5315 of title 5,
United States Code.
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE
CONGRESSIONAL PRINTING AND BINDING

For authorized printing and binding for
the Congress; for printing and binding for
the Architect of the Capitol; expenses nec-
essary for preparing the semimonthly and
session index to the Congressional Record,
as authorized by law (44 U.S.C. 902); print-
ing and binding of Government publications
authorized by law to be distributed to Mem-
bers of Congress; and for printing, binding,
and distribution of Government publica-
tions authorized by law to be distributed
without  charge to the recipient,
[$77,830,000] $£79,230,000. Provided, That
funds remaining from the unexpended bal-
ances from obligations made under prior
year appropriations for this account shall be
available for the purposes of the printing
and binding account for the same fiscal
year: Provided further, That this appropria-
tion shall not be available for printing and
binding part 2 of the annual report of the
Secretary of Agriculture (known as the
Yearbook of Agriculture) nor for copies of
the permanent edition of the Congressional
Record for individual Representatives, Resi-
dent Commissioners or Delegates author-
ized under 44 U.S.C. 906: Provided further,
That, to the extent that funds remain from
the unexpended balance of fiscal year 1984
funds obligated for the printing and binding
costs of publications produced for the Bi-
centennial of the Congress, such remaining
funds shall be available for the current year
printing and binding cost of publications
produced for the Bicentennial: Provided fur-
ther, That this appropriation shall be avail-
able for the payment of obligations incurred
under the appropriations for similar pur-
poses for preceding fiscal years.

This title may be cited as the “Congres-
sional Operations Appropriations Act,
1990”.

TITLE II-OTHER AGENCIES
BOTANIC GARDEN
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For all necessary expenses for the mainte-
nance, care and operation of the Botanic
Garden and the nurseries, buildings,
grounds, and collections; purchase and ex-
change, maintenance, repair, and operation
of a passenger motor vehicle; all under the
direction of the Joint Committee on the Li-
brary, $2,638,000.

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Library of
Congress, not otherwise provided for, in-
cluding $1,033,000 for the Civic Achieve-
ment Award Program in Honor of the
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Office of Speaker of the House of Repre-
sentatives, subject to reauthorization, devel-
opment and maintenance of the Union
Catalogs; custody and custodial care of the
Library Buildings; special clothing; cleaning,
laundering and repair of uniforms; preserva-
tion of motion pictures in the custody of the
Library; operation and maintenance of the
American Folklife Center in the Library;
preparation and distribution of catalog
cards and other publications of the Library;
purchase of one passenger motor vehicle;
and expenses of the Library of Congress
Trust Fund Board not properly chargeable
to the income of any trust fund held by the
Board, [$164,075,000] $166,046,000, of
which not more than $5,700,000 shall be de-
rived from collections credited to this appro-
priation during fiscal year 1990 under the
Act of June 28, 1902, as amended (2 U.S.C.
150): Provided, That the total amount avail-
able for obligation shall be reduced by the
amount by which collections are less than
the $5,700,000: Provided further, That, of
the total amount appropriated, $6,888,000 is
to remain available until expended for ac-
quisition of books, periodicals, and newspa-
pers, and all other materials including sub-
scriptions for bibliographic services for the
Library, including $40,000 to be available
solely for the purchase, when specifically
approved by the Librarian, of special and
unique materials for additions to the collec-
tions: Provided further, That, hereafter, the
balance remaining from the $11,500,000 ap-
propriation in Public Law 98-396, dated
August 22, 1984, shall be used to purchase
equipment, supplies and services as needed
to deacidify books and other materials from
the collections of the Library of Congress.
CoPYRIGHT OFFICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Copyright
Office, including publication of the deci-
sions of the United States courts involving
copyrights, [$20,373,000] $20,556,000, of
which not more than $7,000,000 shall be de-
rived from collections credited to this appro-
priation during fiscal year 1990 under 17
U.S.C. 708(c), and not more than $1,139,000
shall be derived from collections during
fiscal year 1990 under 17 U.S.C. 111(d)(3),
116(e)(1) and 119(bX2): Provided, That the
total amount available for obligation shall
be reduced by the amount by which collec-
tions are less than the $8,139,000: Provided
further, That $100,000 of the amount appro-
priated is available for the maintenance of
an “International Copyright Institute” in
the Copyright Office of the Library of Con-
gress for the purpose of training nationals
of developing countries in intellectual prop-
erty laws and policies,
BoOKS FOR THE BLIND AND PHYSICALLY
HANDICAPPED
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For salaries and expenses to carry out the
provisions of the Act approved March 3,
1931, as amended (2 TU.S.C. 135a),
$37,801,000.

FURNITURE AND FURNISHINGS

For necessary expenses for the purchase
and repair of furniture, furnishings, office
and library equipment, $2,579,000.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

Sec. 201. Appropriations in this Act avail-
able to the Library of Congress shall be
available, in an amount not to exceed
$145,390, of which $46,200 is for the Con-
gressional Research Service, when specifi-
cally authorized by the Librarian, for ex-
penses of attendance at meetings concerned

19585

with the function or activity for which the
appropriation is made.

Sec. 202, (a) No part of the funds appro-
priated in this Act shall be used by the Li-
brary of Congress to administer any flexible
or compressed work schedule which—

(1) applies to any manager or supervisor
in a position the grade or level of which is
equal to or higher than GS-15; and

(2) grants the manager or supervisor the
right to not be at work for all or a portion
of a workday because of time worked by the
manager or supervisor on another workday.

(b) For purposes of this section, the term
“manager or supervisor’” means any man-
agement official or supervisor, as such
terms are defined in section 7103(a) (10) and
(11) of title 5, United States Code.

Sec, 203. Appropriated funds received by
the Library of Congress from other Federal
agencies to cover general and administrative
overhead costs generated by performing re-
imbursable work for other agencies under
the authority of 31 U.8.C. 15356 and 1536
shall not be used to employ more than 65
employees.

Sec, 204. Not to exceed $2,500 of any
funds appropriated to the Library of Con-
gress may be expended, on the certification
of the Librarian of Congress, in connection
with official representation and reception
expenses for the annual Library of Congress
incentive awards program.

Sec. 205. From and after October 1, 1988,
the Library of Congress is authorized to—

(1) disburse funds appropriated for the
John C. Stennis Center for Public Service
Training and Development;

(2) compute and disburse the basic pay for
all personnel of the John C. Stennis Center
for Public Service Training and Develop-
ment; and

(3) provide financial management services
and support to the John C, Stennis Center
for Public Service Training and Develop-
ment, in the same manner as provided with
respect to the Office of Technology Assess-
ment under section 101(¢) of Public Law 97-
51 (2 U.8.C. 142f).

(4) collect from the funds appropriated
for the John C. Stennis Center for Public
Service Training and Development the full
costs of providing the services specified in
(1), (2), and (3) above, as provided under an
agreement for services ordered under 31
U.S.C. 1535 and 1536.

Sec. 206. From and after October 1, 1989,
the Librarian of Congress shall take appro-
priate action to assure that no legislative
branch employee whose salary is disbursed
by the Library of Congress disbursing office
is adversely affected by alternative ways of
performing the personnel/payroll process-
ing function.

ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL
LIBRARY BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS
STRUCTURAL AND MECHANICAL CARE
For all necessary expenses for the me-
chanical and structural maintenance, care

and operation of the Library buildings and
grounds, [$7,167,000] $7,287,000.

COPYRIGHT ROYALTY TRIBUNAL

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Copyright
Royalty Tribunal, $674,000, of which
$573,000 shall be derived by collections from
the appropriation “Payments to Copyright
Owners" for the reasonable costs incurred
in proceedings involving distribution of roy-
alty fees as provided by 17 U.8.C. 807.
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GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE
OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT OF DOCUMENTS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(REAPPROPRIATION AND TRANSFERS)

For expenses of the Office of Superin-
tendent of Documents necessary to provide
for the cataloging and indexing of Govern-
ment publications and their distribution to
the public, Members of Congress, other
Government agencies, and designated de-
pository and international exchange librar-
ies as authorized by law, $24,500,000, of
which $4,312,000 representing excess re-
ceipts from the sale of publications and re-
ceipts from the sale of land authorized by
Public Law 100-458 shall be derived from
the Government Printing Office revolving
fund, and, of which $3,000,000 in unexpend-
ed funds representing excess receipts from
the sales of publications that were trans-
ferred from the revolving fund in fiscal year
1986, shall be derived from the salaries and
expenses appropriation M account: Provid-
ed, That travel expenses shall not exceed
$117,000.

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE REVOLVING
Funp

The Government Printing Office is
hereby authorized to make such expendi-
tures, within the limits of funds available
and in accord with the law, and to make
such contracts and commitments without
regard to fiscal year limitations as provided
by section 104 of the Government Corpora-
tlon Control Act, as amended, as may be
necessary in carrying out the programs and
purposes set forth in the budget for the cur-
rent fiscal year for the “Government Print-
ing Office revolving fund"”: Provided, That
not to exceed $2,500 may be expended on
the certification of the Public Printer in
connection with official representation and
reception expenses: Provided further, That
during the current fiscal year the revolving
fund shall be available for the hire of twelve
passenger motor vehicles: Provided further,
That expenditures in connection with travel
expenses of the advisory councils to the
Public Printer shall be deemed necessary to
carry out the provisions of title 44, United
States Code: Provided further, That the re-
volving fund shall be available for services
as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 but at rates
for individuals not to exceed the per diem
rate equivalent to the rate for grade GS-18:
Provided further, That the revolving fund
shall be available to acquire needed land, lo-
cated in Northwest D.C., which is adjacent
to the present Government Printing Office,
and is bounded by Massachusetts Avenue
and the southern property line of the Gov-
ernment Printing Office, between North
Capitol Street and First Street. The land to
be purchased is identified as Parcels 45-D,
45-E, 45-F, and 47-A in Square 625, and in-
cludes the alleys adjacent to these parcels,
and G Street, NNW. from North Capitol
Street to First Street: Provided further,
That the revolving fund and the funds pro-
vided under the paragraph entitled “Office
of Superintendent of Documents, Salaries
and Expenses” together may not be avail-
able for the full-time equivalent employ-
ment of more than 5,000 workyears: Provid-
ed further, That the revolving fund shall be
available for expenses not to exceed
$500,000 for the development of plans and
design of a multi-purpose facility: Provided
Jurther, That notwithstanding the limita-
tions of 6 U.8.C,, section 5801(a), as amend-
ed, the cost of uniforms furnished or allow-
ances paid for uniforms to each uniformed
special policeman appointed under the au-
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thority of 44 U.8.C. 317, shall not exceed
$400 during the first year in which the em-
ployee is required to wear a prescribed uni-
form: Provided further, That the revolving
fund shall not be used to administer any
flexible or compressed work schedule which
applies to any manager or supervisor in a
position the grade or level of which is equal
to or higher than GS-15, nor to any employ-
ee involved in the in-house production of
printing and binding: Provided further, That
expenses for attendance at meetings shall
not exceed $95,000.
GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the General Ac-
counting Office, including not to exceed
$7,000 to be expended on the certification of
the Comptroller General of the United
States in connection with official represen-
tation and reception expenses; services as
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 but at rates for
individuals not to exceed the per diem rate
equivalent to the rate for grade GS-18; hire
of one passenger motor vehicle;, advance
payments in foreign countries in accordance
with 31 U.S.C. 3324; benefits comparable to
those payable under sections 901(5), 901(6)
and 901(8) of the Foreign Service Act of
1980 (22 U.S.C. 4081(5), 4081(6) and 4081(8),
respectively); and under regulations pre-
scribed by the Comptroller General of the
United States, rental of living quarters in
foreign countries and travel benefits compa-
rable with those which are now or hereafter
may be granted single employees of the
Agency for International Development, in-
cluding single Foreign Service personnel as-
signed to A.LD. projects, by the Administra-
tor of the Agency for International Devel-
opment—or his designee—under the author-
ity of section 636(b) of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1861 (22 U.S.C. 2396(b));
$364,720,000: Provided, That an additional
amount of not to exceed $5,564,000 is made
available without fiscal year limitation from
the fund established pursuant to 31 U.S.C.
782 (as added by Public Law 100-545, Oc-
tober 28, 1988): Provided further, That this
appropriation and appropriations for admin-
istrative expenses of any other department
or agency which is a member of the Joint
Financial Management Improvement Pro-
gram (JFMIP) shall be available to finance
an appropriate share of JFMIP costs as de-
termined by the JFMIP, including but not
limited to the salary of the Executive Direc-
tor and secretarial support: Provided fur-
ther, That this appropriation and appropria-
tions for administrative expenses of any
other department or agency which is a
member of the National Intergovernmental
Audit Forum or a Regional Intergovernmen-
tal Audit Forum shall be available to fi-
nance an appropriate share of Forum costs
as determined by the Forum, including nec-
essary travel expenses of non-Federal par-
ticipants. Payments hereunder to either the
Forum or the JFMIP may be credited as re-
imbursements to any appropriation from
which costs involved are initially financed:
Provided further, That to the extent that
funds are otherwise available for obligation,
agreements or contracts for the removal of
asbestos, and renovation of the building and
building systems (including the heating,
ventilation and air conditioning system,
electrical system and other major building
systems) of the General Accounting Office
Building may be made for periods not ex-
ceeding five years: Provided further, That
this appropriation and appropriations for
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administrative expenses of any other de-
partment or agency which is a member of
the American Consortium on International
Public Administration (ACIPA) shall be
available to finance an appropriate share of
ACIPA costs as determined by the ACIPA,
including any expenses attributable to mem-
bership of ACIPA in the International Insti-
tute of Administrative Sciences: Provided
Surther, That this appropriation shall be
available to finance a portion, not to exceed
$50,000, of the costs of the Governmental
Accounting Standards Board: Provided fur-
ther, That $100,000 of this appropriation
shall be available for the expenses of plan-
ning the triennial Congress of the Interna-
tional Organization of Supreme Audit Insti-
tutions (INTOSAI) to be hosted by the
United States General Accounting Office in
Washington, D.C., in 1992, to the extent
that such expenses cannot be met from the
trust authorized below: Provided further,
That the General Accounting Office is au-
thorized to solicit and accept contributions
(including contributions from INTOSAI, to
be held in trust, which shall be available
without fiscal year limitation for the plan-
ning, administration, and such other ex-
penses as the Comptroller General deems
necessary to act as the sponsor of the afore-
mentioned triennial Congress of INTOSAIL
Monies in the trust not to exceed $10,000
shall be available upon the request of the
Comptroller General to be expended for the
purposes of the trust.

TITLE III-GENERAL PROVISIONS

Sec. 301. No part of the funds appropri-
ated in this Act shall be used for the main-
tenance or care of private vehicles, except
for emergency assistance and cleaning as
may be provided under regulations relating
to parking facilities for the House of Repre-
sentatives issued by the Committee on
House Administration and for the Senate
issued by the Committee on Rules and Ad-
minisiration.

Sec. 302. No part of any appropriation
contained in this Act shall remain available
for obligation beyond the current fiscal year
unless expressly so provided herein.

Sec. 303. Whenever any office or position
not specifically established by the Legisla-
tive Pay Act of 1929 is appropriated for
herein or whenever the rate of compensa-
tion or designation of any position appropri-
ated for herein is different from that specif-
ically established for such position by such
Act, the rate of compensation and the desig-
nation of the position, or either, appropri-
ated for or provided herein, shall be the per-
manent law with respect thereto: Provided,
That the provisions herein for the various
items of official expenses of Members, offi-
cers, and committees of the Senate and
House, and clerk hire for Senators and
Members shall be the permanent law with
respect thereto.

Sec. 304. The expenditure of any appro-
priation under this Act for any consulting
service through procurement contract, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 3108, shall be limited to
those contracts where such expenditures
are a matter of public record and available
for public inspection, except where other-
wise provided under existing law, or under
existing Executive order issued pursuant to
existing law.

Skc. 305. (a) The Architect of the Capitol,
in consultation with the heads of the agen-
cies of the legislative branch, shall develop
an overall plan for satisfying the telecom-
munications requirements of such agencies,
using a common system architecture for
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maximum interconnection capability and
engineering compatibility, The plan shall be
subject to joint approval by the Committee
on House Administration of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on
Rules and Administration of the Senate,
and, upon approval, shall be communicated
to the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Commit-
tee on Appropriations of the Senate. No
part of any appropriation in this Act or any
other Act shall be used for acquisition of
any new or expanded telecommunications
system for an agency of the legislative
branch, unless, as determined by the Archi-
tect of the Capitol, the acquisition is in con-
formance with the plan, as approved.

(b) As used in this section—

(1) the term “agency of the legislative
branch” means, the Office of the Architect
of the Capitol, the Botanic Garden, the
General Accounting Office, the Govern-
ment Printing Office, the Library of Con-
gress, the Office of Technology Assessment,
and the Congressional Budget Office; and

(2) the term “telecommunications system"
means an electronic system for voice, data,
or image communication, including any as-
sociated cable and switching equipment.

Sec. 306. (a) Hereafter, notwithstanding
the applicable statutes described in subsec-
tion (b), an agency of the legislative branch
to which those statutes apply is authorized
to use telecommunications systems and serv-
ices provided by the Architect of the Capitol
or the House of Representatives or the
Senate under the approved plan required by
section 305 of Public Law 100-202 (101 Stat.
1329-308) if such systems and services—

(1) have been acquired competitively; and

(2) have been determined by the Architect
of the Capitol to be at least equal in quality
to, and not greater in cost than, the systems
and services available under the procure-
ment conducted by the Administrator of
General Services known as “FTS2000".

(b) The applicable statutes described in
this subsection are—

(1) section 111 of the Federal Property
::g Administrative Services Act of 1949;

(2) the Treasury, Postal Service and Gen-
:;nbo Government Appropriations Act of

(¢) As used in this section, the term
“agency of the legislative branch” means
the office of the Architect of the Capitol,
the Botanic Garden, the General Account-
ing Office, the Government Printing Office,
the Library of Congress, the Office of Tech-
nology Assessment, and the Congressional
Budget Office.

Sec. 307. The pay for the positions de-
scribed In section 308(b) of the Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act, 1988, as con-
tained In section 101(i) of Public Law 100-
202—

(1) shall be subject to any applicable ad-
justment during fiscal year 1990 under, or
by reference to any applicable adjustment
during fiscal year 1980 under, subchapter I
:{lg.hapt.er 53 of title 5, United States Code;

(2) with respect to the position of Assist-
ant Architect of the Capitol, shall be sub-
ject to any recommendation of the Presi-
dent that, pursuant to section 225 of the
Federal SBalary Act of 1967 (2 U.S.C. 351 et
seq.), takes effect during fiscal year 1990.

SEec. 308. (a) None of the funds appropri-
ated for fiscal year 1990 by this Act or any
other law may be obligated or expended by
any entity of the executive branch for the
procurement from commercial sources of
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any printing related to the production of
Government publications (including forms),
unless such procurement is by or through
the Government Printing Office.

(b) Subsection (a) does not apply to (1) in-
dividual printing orders costing not more
than $1,000, if the work is not of a continu-
ing or repetitive nature, (2) printing for the
Central Intelligence Agency, the Defense
Intelligence Agency, or the National Securi-
ty Agency, or (3) printing from commercial
sources that is specifically authorized by
law or is of a kind that has been routinely
procured by or through the Government
Printing Office.

(c) As used in this section, the term
“printing” means the process of composi-
tion, platemaking, presswork, binding, and
microform, and the end items of such proc-

esses.

Sec. 309. Section 309(a) of title 44, United
States Code, is amended by striking out
“not to exceed $3,000 in any fiscal year"
after “attendance at meetings”.

[Skc. 310. There is established, as a joint
office of Congress, the Special Services
Office, which (under the supervision and
control of a board, to be known as the Spe-
cial Services Board, comprised of the Clerk
of the House of Representatives, the Ser-
geant at Arms and Doorkeeper of the
Senate, and the Librarian of Congress) shall
provide special services to Members of Con-
gress, and to officers, employees, and guests
of Congress. In the operation of the Office,
the Board may provide for not more than 6
employees. The Office and the Board shall
be subject to the oversight of the Commit-
tee on House Administration of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on
Rules and Administration of the Senate,
which, acting jointly, shall have approval
authority over employee positions, appoint-
ments, and pay, with respect to the Office.]

Sec. [311] 310. Such sums as may be nec-
essary for fiscal year 1990 pay raises for pro-
grams funded by this Act shall be absorbed
within the levels appropriated in this Act.

Sec. [312] 311. Section 6121(1) of title 5,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
“the Government Printing Office,” after
“military department,”. Also, section 6133(c)
of such title is amended by inserting “(1)”
after ‘“(¢)”; and by adding at the end thereof
the following new paragraph: “(2) With re-
spect to employees in the Government
Printing Office, the authority granted to
the Office of Personnel Management under
this subchapter shall be exercised by the
Public Printer.”

Sec. [313] 312. (a) The first section of
House Resolution 21, Ninety-Ninth Con-
gress, agreed to December 11, 1985, as en-
acted into permanent law by section 103 of
the Legislative Branch Appropriations Act,
1987 (as incorporated by reference in sec-
tion 101(j) of Public Law 99-500 and Public
Law 99-501) (40 U.S.C. 184b) is amended by
striking out “educationally enriching child
care” and all that follows through the end
of the section, and inserting in lieu thereof
the following: ‘‘educationally enriching
child care—

“(1) for children of Members, officers, em-
ployees, and support personnel of the House
of Representatives; and

“(2) if places are available after admission
of all children who are eligible under para-
graph (1), for children of Senators, children
of officers and employees of the Senate, and
children of employees of agencies of the leg-
islative branch.”.

(b) Section 4 of such resolution, as so en-
acted (40 U.S.C. 184e), is amended—
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(1) in subsection (a), by striking out the
second sentence; and

(2) in the first sentence of subsection (b),
by striking out “to make the reimburse-
ments required by subsection (a) and”.

(c) Section 5 of such resolution, as so en-
acted (40 U.S.C. 184f), is amended—

(1) in the matter before paragraph (1), by
striking out “, the term”; and

(2) by striking out paragraphs (1) through
(3) and inserting in lieu thereof the follow-

“(1) the term ‘employee of the House of
Representatives' means an employee whose
pay is disbursed by the Clerk of the House
of Representatives;

“(2) the term ‘employee of the Senate’
means an employee whose pay is disbursed
by the Secretary of the Senate;

“(3) the term ‘Member’ means, with re-
spect to the House of Representatives, a
Representative in, or a Delegate or Resident
Commissioner to, the Congress;

“(4) the term ‘agency of the legislative
branch’ means the Office of the Architect
of the Capitol, the Botanic Garden, the
General Accounting Office, the Govern-
ment Printing Office, the Library of Con-
gress, the Office of Technology Assessment,
the Congressional Budget Office, and the
Copyright Royalty Tribunal; and

“(5) the term ‘support personnel’ means,
with respect to the House of Representa-
tives, any employee of a credit union or of
the Architect of the Capitol, whose princi-
pal duties are to support the functions of
the House of Representatives.”.

[Skc. 314. Section 506(a)(3) of the Supple-
mental Appropriations Act, 1973 (2 U.S.C.
58(a)(3)) is amended to read as that section
was in effect on September 30, 1988,

[Sec. 315. (a) No part of the funds appro-
priated in this Act may be used in the mail-
ing of any mail matter by a Senator or
Member of the House of Representatives as
franked mail under section 3210(d) of title
39, United States Code

[(1) if, in the then-current calendar year,
the total number of pieces of mail mailed by
such Senator or Member as franked mail
under such section 3210(d) is equal to or
greater than the amount described in sub-
section (b); or

[(2) to the extent that such mailing would
cause the total number of pieces of mail
mailed by such Senator or Member as
franked mail under such section 3210(d) in
the then-current calendar year to exceed
the amount described in subsection (b).

[(b) The amount under this subsection is,
for any calendar year, two-thirds the maxi-
mum amount established under section
3210(dX5) of title 39, United States Code,
with respect to Senators or Members (as ap-
plicable) as of July 31, 1989.

[(c) For purposes of subsection (a), mail
matter mailed by a Senator or Member shall
not be counted if it would not be counted in
applying any limitation under section
3210(dX5) of title 39, United States Code,
applicable with respect to such Senator of
Member.

[(d) For purposes of this section, the term
“Member of the House of Representatives”
or “Member” means a Member of the House
of Representatives, a Delegate to the House
of Representatives, and the Resident Com-
missioner from Puerto Rico.

[Sec. 316. None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act shall be used for any mass
mailing of franked mail by a Member of
Congress, or a Member-elect to Congress,
which would be in violation of section
3210(aX6) of title 39, United States Code, if,
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for purposes of section 3210(a)}8), such
mailing were considered to have been
mailed—

[(1) on the date as of which it is post-
marked; or

L[(2) if the mail matter is of a type which
is not customarily postmarked, on the date
as of which it would have been postmarked
if it were of a type customarily postmarked.

[SEc. 317. (a) No part of the funds appro-
priated in this Act may be used to establish
or maintain any officer in the United States
Capitol as a personal office of a Member.

[(b) For purposes of this section, the term
“Member' means a United States Senator, a
Member of the House of Representatives, a
Delegate to the House of Representatives,
and the Resident Commissioner from
Puerto Rico.]

Sec. [318] 313. No department, agency, or
instrumentality of the United States receiv-
ing appropriated funds under this Act for
fiscal year 1990, shall obligate or expend
any such funds, unless such department,
agency, or instrumentality has in place, and
will continue to administer in good faith, a
written policy designed to ensure that all of
its work places are free from the illegal use,
possession, or distribution of controlled sub-
stances (as defined in the Controlled Sub-
stances Act) by the officers and employees
of such department, agency, or instrumen-
tality.

SEc. 314. Effective in the case of this act
and any subsequent Act making appropria-
tions for the Legislative Branch, for pur-
poses of the Balanced Budgel and Emergen-
cy Deficit Control Act of 1985 (Public Law
99-177), as amended, the accounts under the
general heading “Senate” shall be consid-
ered to be one appropriation account and
one “program, project, and activity”.

Sec. 315. (a) The Senate Committee on
Rules and Administration and the House
Commission on Congressional Mailing
Standards shall prescribe for their respective
Houses rules and regulations governing any
Jranked mail. Such rules and regulations
shall include an allocation among Senators
and among Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives of the amount appropriated for
the Senate and the House, respectively, for
official mail. The costs for postage for such
Jranked mail mailed by or for a Senator or a
Member in excess of the amount of his allo-
cation shall be charged to such Senator or
Member and shall be paid by him (in the
case his allocation is from the Senate) in ac-
cordance with rules and regulations as may
be prescribed by the Senate Commiltee on
Rules and Administration, and (in the case
his allocation is from the House) in accord-
ance with such rules and regulations as may
be prescribed by the House Commission on
Congressional Mailing Standards.

fb)(A) The total number of pieces of mail
which may be mailed as franked mail under
section 3210(d) of title 39, United States
Code, during any calendar year by a Senator
entitled to mail franked mail may not
exceed an amount equal to two multiplied
by the number of addresses two which such
mail may be delivered in the State from
which the Senator was elected (as deter-
mined on the basis of the most recent statis-
tics, from the United States Postal Service,
available prior to such calendar year). Any
mail matter which relates solely to a notice
of appearance or a scheduled itinerary of a
Senator or such Senator’s personal staff rep-
resentative in the State from which such
Senator was elected shall not count against
the limitation set forth in the preceding sen-
tence.
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(B) The total number of pieces of mail
which may be mailed as franked mail under
section 3210(d) of title 39, United States
Code, during any calendar year by a
Member of the House of Representatives en-
titled to mail franked mail may not exceed
an amount equal to two mulliplied by the
number of addresses to which such mail may
be delivered in the area from which the
Member was elected (as determined on the
basis of the most recent statistics, from the
United States Postal Service, available prior
to such calendar year). Any mail matter
which relates solely to a notice of appear-
ance or a scheduled itinerary of a Member of
such Member’s personal staff representative
in the area from which such Member was
elected shall not count against the limita-
tion set forth in the preceding sentence.

fe)(A) Two weeks after the close of each
calendar quarter, or as soon as practicable
thereafter, the Sergeant at Arms and Door-
keeper of the Senate shall send to each Sena-
tor a statement of the cost of postage and
paper and of the other operating erpenses
incurred as a result of mass mailings proc-
essed for such Senator during such quarter.
The statement shall separately identify the
cost of postage and paper and other costs,
and shall distinguish the costs atiributable
to newsletters and all other mass mailings.
The statement shall also include the total
cost per capita in the State. A compilation
of all such statements shall be sent to the
Committee on Rules and Administration. A
summary tabulation of such information
shall be included in the semiannual Report
of the Secretary of the Senate. Such summa-
ry tabulation shall set forth for each Senator
the following information: the Senator's
name, the total number of pieces of mass-
mail mailed during the quarter, the total
cost of such mail, and the cost of such mail
divided by the total population of the State
from which the Senatlor was elected.

fB) Two weeks after the close of each cal-
endar quarter, or as soon as practicable
thereafter, the House Commission on Con-
gressional Mailing Standards shall send to
each Member of the House of Representa-
tives a statement of the cost of postage and
paper and of the other operating exrpenses
incurred as a resull of mass mailings proc-
essed for such Member during such quarter.
The statement shall separately identify the
cost of postage and paper and other costs,
and shall distinguish the costs attributable
to newsletters and all other mass mailings.
The statement shall also include the total
cost per capila in the area from which such
Member was elected. A compilation of all
such statements shall be sent to the House
Committee on House Administration. A
summary tabulation of such information
shall be inlcuded in the quarterly Report of
the Clerk of the House. Such summary tabu-
lations shall set forth for each Member of the
Jollowing information: the Member’s name,
the total number of pieces of mass-mail
mailed during the quarter, the total cost of
such mail, and the cost of such mail divided
by the total population of the area from
which the Member was elected.

(d) Effective October 1, 1989, section 3216
of title 39, United States Code, is amended
by striking out “by a lump sum appropria-
tion to the legislative branch”™ and inserting
in lieu thereof “by appropriations for the of-
ficial mail costs of the Senate and the House
of Representatives”.

SEC. 316. Section 3216(c) of title 39, United
States Code, is amended to read as follows:

“fc) Payment under subsection (a) or (b)
of this section shall be deemed payment for
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all matter mailed under the frank and for
all fees and charges due the Postal Service in
connection therewith. If, at any time during
a fiscal year, the Postal Service determines
that the postage on and fees and charges in
connection with matter mailed under the
JSrank during that year have exhausted the
SJull amount appropriated for payment fto
the Postal Service during that fiscal year
under subsections (a) and (b) of this section,
then no more franked mail may be accepted
by the Postal Service during the remainder
of that fiscal year unless additional funds
are appropriated under subsection (a) or (b)
of this section and paid to the Postal Serv-
ice.”.

Sec. 317. Section 3210(a)(6) of title 39,
United States Code, is a:

(1) in subparagraph (A)(i) by striking cut
“is mailed fewer” and inserting in lieu
thereof “is postmarked fewer”; and

(2) in subparagraph (A)(ii)(I1) by striking
out “is mailed fewer” and inserting in lieu
thereof “is postmarked fewer”;

(3) in subparagraph (c) by striking out “is
mailed fewer” and inserting in lieu thereof
“is postmarked fewer’; and

4) by adding at the end thereof the follow-
ing new subparagraph’

“(F) For purposes of subparagraphs (A)
and (C) if mail matter is of a type which is
not customarily postmarked, the date on
which such matter would have been post-
marked if it were of a type customarily post-
marked shall apply.”.

Sec. 318. (a) The Architect of the Capitol
shall be appointed, for a term of 10 years, by
the President by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate. An individual ap-
pointed to the office of Architect of the Cap-
itol shall be eligible for reappointment to
such office.

(b) The provisions of subsection (a) shall
be effective in the case of appointments
made to fill vacancies in the position of Ar-
chitect of the Capitol which occur on or
after the date of enactment of this Act. If no
such vacancy occurs within the 6-year
period which begins on the date of enact-
ment of this Act, no individual shall, after
such period, hold the position of Architect of
the Capitol unless he is appointed in accord-
ance with the provisions of subsection (a).

SEec. 319. Section 119 (a)(7) of Public Law
100-458 is amended to read as follows: “To
make other necessary erpenditures includ-
ing official reception and representation ex-
penses.”,

This Act may be cited as the “Legislative
Branch Appropriations Act, 1990”.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair recognizes the Senator from
Nevada.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, what is
the pending business?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
pending question is the first commit-
tee amendment of the pending bill on
page 2.
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Mr. REID. Mr. President, the legisla-
tive appropriations bill for fiscal 1990
which the committee is recommending
to the Senate contains a total of ap-
proximately $1,952,000,000 in new dis-
cretionary budget authority. This is
below the Legislative Subcommittee’s
302(b) allocation by $48 million and,
according to the latest CBO scoring, is
just within our outlay ceiling.

The bill is also about $70 million
below the House in budget authority
and outlays when considered on a
comparable basis.

Increases over the enacted level for
fiscal year 1989 total over $140 million
in budget authority and $137 million
in outlays which is a little over 7 per-
cent. This is less than the 10.3-percent
outlay growth allowed under the
Budget Summit Agreement for domes-
tic discretionary programs. So the leg-
islative branch is pulling its share of
the load and more in our effort to cut
the Federal deficit.

IMPACT OF FUNDING CONSTRAINTS

It is important to keep in mind, too,
that the preceding summit agreement
limited total discretionary spending
growth to 2 percent and required agen-
cies, including those in the legislative
branch, to pay for a 4.1 percent COLA
within that amount. This hit the agen-
cies funded in this bill especially hard,
because their functions are personnel
intensive. So they do not have much
flexibility in adjusting to a reduction
in real dollars while absorbing in-
creases in mandatory pay costs. They
can defer nonessential maintenance,
equipment, and supplies. But this is
typically only 20 to 25 percent of their
budget. About the only thing they can
realistically do is cut their staff.

The Library of Congress is a good
example. Currently about 10 percent
of its authorized positions are vacant
for lack of funding. Over $14 million
of the $35 million increase requested
by the Library was to fill about half of
these vacancies and keep its workforce
intact. We were able to provide only
about half of the requested increase,
$16 million, and only 80 out of the 224
vacant positions.

BENATE

Mr. President, the amount provided
for the Senate for fiscal year 1990 is
$406 million. This represents an in-
crease of $61,484,000 over the enacted
level and is a reduction of $6,763,000
from the request. These comparisons,
however, include $32 million for the
Senate share of franking costs which
was not reflected in the budget re-
quest. This is due to the fact that the
committee has recommended the es-
tablishment of separate appropria-
tions for the official mail costs of the
Senate and House of Representatives.
The net increase subtracting official
mail costs for all Senate items is
$29,484,000.

Within this amount, the committee
has provided funding of $1 million to
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support closed captioning of Senate
floor proceedings. Another $1,555,000
is to cover agency contributions as an
employer to cover costs of civil service
retirement, Federal employee group
life insurance, Federal employee
health insurance programs, and FICA.
The remainder of the increase is ac-
counted for in the main by inflation,
salary and the additional costs associ-
ated with the continuing computeriza-
tion of Senate operations.
AGENCY HIGHLIGHTS

Mr. President, a lot of people seem
to think that the legislative branch
appropriations bill just funds the sala-
ries of Members of Congress and their
staffs. That is just plain wrong. Many
of the organizations funded in this bill
not only provide support to the Con-
gress; they also provide services that
affect directly or indirectly every citi-
zen of this Nation.

As I indicated, with the exception of
the Architect of the Capitol most of
the accounts in the legislative bill are
for salaries and expenses. By and
large, the increases we are providing
for the agencies in the legislative
branch cover their mandatory person-
nel costs, inflationary increases, and a
few selected workload related require-
ments.

But I want to take a few moments
here to talk about some of the sub-
stance that lies behind the numbers
we are used to dealing with in the ap-
propriations process. The organiza-
tions funded in this legislation—leav-
ing aside the Congress itself—have
very significant functions and respon-
sibilities. And the record ought to be
clear on that point.

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS

Let me begin with the Library of
Congress. We are recommending a
total of $260,661,000 along with au-
thority to spend $13,839,000 in receipts
for the Library.

Mr. President, the Library of Con-
gress is not just a library for the Con-
gress. It is in fact the world’s premier
library. It is the largest collection of
knowledge accumulated anywhere in
the world. Its foreign area collec-
tions—Russian, Asian, Hispanic,
Middle and Far Eastern—are the larg-
est outside their countries of origin.
Its international law and American
law collections number nearly 2 mil-
lion.

I recently had occasion to view some
of the music treasures in the Library’s
collections—the original manuscripts
of a Brahms violin concerto, a piano
concerto by Mozart with his writing on
it, signed by him, and Gershwin’s
“Porgy and Bess.” It is inspiring to
view personally the works of these mu-
sical geniuses. And I have talked only
about a small part of this library.

The Manuscript Division also houses
the papers of 23 Presidents of the
United States, the personal papers of a
majority of our Chief Justices, the
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papers of leading American statesmen,
literary and scientific figures, and
other prominent figures in American
history. Included in this collection, for
example, is Thomas Jefferson’s rough
draft of the Declaration of Independ-
ence, with marginal notes by Benja-
min Franklin and John Adams.

The task of preserving these irre-
placeable treasures is truly formidable.
But for the expertise and care of the
Library staff, they would be lost for-
ever to the ravages of time. The re-
sources we provide the Library in this
bill help to assure the conservation of
these priceless artifacts of our cul-
ture—both for the millions of readers
who view them each year and for suc-
ceeding generations. What are we pro-
viding is only the bare minimum.

Moreover, the Library of Congress
reaches out to every State in the
Nation in its multitude of national
services. Our public, school, and uni-
versity libraries depend on the Library
of Congress’ cataloging information in
over 350 languages. It is estimated
that libraries on this country save
$360 million a year using the Library’s
cataloging system—more than the
entire appropriation to the Library of
Congress. There is currently a growing
backlog in cataloging new materials.
This costs other libraries money be-
cause, if the Library of Congress has
not yet catalogued an item, they have
to do it. The recommended bill in-
cludes funding to fill vacancies in this
area in order to reduce this arrearage.

The National Library Service for the
Blind and Physically Handicapped cir-
culates 20 million talking books and
books in braille to more than 700,000
readers through regional libraries in
the 50 States and in the territories.
These materials open the doors to
realms of learning, culture, and experi-
ence that might otherwise remain per-
manently closed to sight-impaired per-
sons. Each of us, I am sure, have had
experiences where people are not
sighted read through these talking
books. But for the Library of Con-
gress, they would not be able to do
that.

I do not need to elaborate, in this
Chamber, upon the value of the work
performed by the Congressional Re-
search Service [CRS]. CRS provides
the kind of quick response analysis
and information for which there is
simply no substitute in the legislative
process. CRS, of course, also embodies
an accumulation of long-term, institu-
tional expertise across the entire spec-
trum of policy and program. In addi-
tion, CRS is especially adept at help-
ing our staffs respond to requests and
inquiries from our constituents and
they do it quickly.

Today, I am sure each of us has staff
members working on requests from
our constituents that are extremely
important to those constituents, and
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our staffs are able to get a quick re-
sponse because of the CRS. We tend
to take them for granted and we
should not.

The Copyright Office, which is also
a part of the Library, processes over
600,000 claims to copyright a year and
is the central register for all of this
countries’ creative works. The impor-
tance of this function goes well
beyond the encouragement of artistic
creativity per se. Intellectual property
rights are increasingly a key factor in
our trade policy. The experts at the
Copyright Office have a major role to
play in this arena, where the outcomes
will have an impact on our economic
fortunes for years to come.

As the distinguished chairman of
our committee, Sentor Byrp, observed
in one of his exceptional addresses on
the history of the Senate:

The enlightenment of the people has been
the abiding concern of the Congress and of
the Library throughout our history. * * *
True to this ideal, the Library has become,
in the words of the American Council of
Learned Societies, “an indispensable instru-
ment on the American continent for the
promotion of learning and the increase of
knowledge” taking its place among the
greatest libraries of civilization, past and
present.

The only thing that I would add to
the words of the President pro tempo-
re of the Senate, the chairman of this
committee, is that I believe the Li-
brary of Congress is the greatest li-
brary in the history of civilization.

In sum, the Library of Congress is a
genuine national treasure and we owe
it to all Americans to make the invest-
ments necessary to assure its contin-
ued preeminance.

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE

Mr. President, another extremely
important organization funded in this
bill is the General Accounting Office.
The GAO provides valuable services
not only to Congress but to the entire
Government. GAO staff investigate
and report on the use of public funds
by the executive departments; they
settle claims and rule on questions re-
lated to disbursement of Federal
funds; they set accounting principles
and standards for the Federal Govern-
ment to follow; they evaluate Federal
programs and report to Congress on
the effectiveness and efficiency of
Government operations.

The GAO is one of those few agen-
cies that has measurable financial ben-
efits. In 1988 GAO contributed to leg-
islative and executive branch actions
that resulted in administrative, man-
agement, and programming improve-
ments worth billions of dollars. By
GAO'’s estimates, these savings repre-
sented about $72 in financial benefits
for every $1 we appropriated GAO.

GAO directly assists the Congress in
exercising its oversight responsibil-
ities. The agency supports committees
and individual Members by gathering
information and analyzing data on the
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entire spectrum of public policy issues.
Recent reports and ongoing investiga-
tions center on such controversial mat-
ters as the budget process, the deterio-
rating financial condition of deposito-
ry institutions, military weapons ac-
quisition programs, nuclear safety and
waste disposal, security problems in
Federal information systems, and the
continuing threats to our Nation’s
public health and environment.

In fiscal year 1990 we are recom-
mending $364,720,000 to finance
GAO’s activities. This is $17,381,000
more that the fiscal year 1989 base but
will require GAO to absorb 100 per-
cent of the fiscal year 1990 pay raise
and funds about 85 percent of their
uncontrollable cost increases. It is a
very lean budget, but one that the
committee believes will adequately
fund essential operations of the
agency while permitting them to pro-
ceed with important initiatives.

OFFICE OF TECHNOLOGY ASSESSMENT

Science and technology figure
prominently in most of the questions
facing Congress today. Yet scientific
experts disagree on the answers and
interested parties making conflicting
claims. The Office of Technology As-
sessment [OTA] helps chart a course
through these complex areas of dis-
agreement with its impartial assess-
ment reports, technical memoranda,
and testimony. During the last year,
OTA has examined many short- and
long-term consequences of technologi-
cal development: from monitoring the
Nevada nuclear test site, to maintain-
ing the defense technology base; from
managing municipal solid waste, to cli-
mate change; from adolescent health,
to the potential neurological effects of
toxics in the environment.

OTA'’s governing body—the Congres-
sional Technology Assessment Board—
makes sure the agency remains re-
sponsive to our overall needs. Impor-
tantly, OTA convenes a panel of ex-
perts and interest group from outside
Government to advise each assessment
project team, which assures Congress
of access to the best possible scientific
and technical information, written up
in a way easily understood by laymen.
OTA'’s products are valuable not only
to Congress, but also to the public
whose economic and physical well
being may be at stake in the policy
issues created by technological and sci-
entific change.

The recommended bill contains
$19,000,000 for OTA activities in fiscal
1990.

CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE

The Congressional Budget Office is
a nonpartisan analytic organization
that furnishes the Congress with in-
formation and analyses on issues relat-
ing to the U.S. economy, the Federal
budget, and Federal programs. The
committee bill includes $19,580,000 for
CBO.
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CBO does not make specific policy
recommendations, but presents the
Congress with options and alternatives
in a wide range of subject areas, all of
which have economic and budget
impact. CBO’s annual analysis of the
President’s budget and its semiannual
updates of the budget and economic
outlook are of particular value to the
overall work of this committee. But
CBO studies help to inform policy-
making in almost every domain, from
defense and national security to agri-
culture and human resources. As my
colleagues know, the uncertainties of
fiscal and monetary policy in the
emerging world economic order make
the services provided by the CBO all
the more critical to our work here in
the Senate.

ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL

The first Architect of the Capitol,
Dr. William Thornton, was appointed
by President George Washington in
1793 after his design for the Capitol
Building was selected in a national
competition. His responsibilities were
confined to planning and supervising
the construction of the new Capitol
Building.

In the intervening years, the role of
the Architect has expanded to reflect
the development of the physical infra-
structure of the Congress and the
other public institutions located near
the Capitol Square. He is now respon-
sible for the supervision of all struc-
tural and mechanical improvements,
additions, alterations, and repairs to:

The Capitol Building and surround-
ing Grounds; Senate office buildings;
House office buildings; Library of Con-
gress buildings and grounds; U.S. Su-
preme Court building and grounds;
Senate garage; Robert A. Taft Memo-
rial; and U.S. Botanic Garden.

These facilities, aside from their in-
trinsic historical and architectural sig-
nificance, constitute invaluable capital
investments. Their care, maintenance,
and enhancement is a public trust of
the highest order.

The bill includes $123,576,000 to sup-
port the Architect’s activities for the
coming fiscal year. I have here a sheet
summarizing the major changes from
the fiscal 1989 appropriation base in-
cluded in this funding and ask unani-
mous consent that it be inserted in the
REecorb as if read at this point.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
REcoORD, as follows:

Architect of the Capitol, Fiscal Year 1990

Increases, Senate Bill
Salaries: Amount
Mandatory pay and related
costs $328,000
Capitol Buildings:
Mandatory pay and related
costs 631,000
New positions (7) .......cccumssnsensnss 161,000
Annual recurring maintenance
items 520,000
Replace dishwashing machine .. 84,000
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Replace House and Senate east

front sidewalk lift... 214,000
Repair building exhnust.

system ductwork... 200,000
Conservation of wall pai.nt.i.nss 125,000
Additional magnetometers and

x-ray machine, House side...... 192,000
CADD data base development .. 150,000
Additional CADD equipment... 68,000
Telecommunications !u.ndj.ng

for Capitol complex... 23 75,000

Capitol Grounds:
Mandatory pay and related

costs 115,000
Annual recurring maintenance

items 165,000
Replace of bitumimous paving.. 137,000
Restoration of Peace Monu-

ment and Fountain.. 145,000
Replace sldewalks at. va.rlou.s

locations 325,000
Replace equipment.........cccuvarserues 85,000

Senate Office Buildings:
Mandatory pay and related

costs 965,000
Annual recurring maintenance

items 249,000
Purchase of scrubber sweeper

and other equipment... 60,000
Replace sections of air-condi-

tioning units, RSOB .. 781,000
Refurbish and redecorate

caucus room, SR-325.. 183,000
Replace sections of rooﬂng

RSOB 152,000
Replace D Street delivery en-

trance door, HSOB... 27,000
Renovation of Iacil.lties 255,000
Purchase of specialty furniture 500,000
Purchase of storage racks and

shelving 74,000
Main kitchen remodeling,

DSOB 491,000
Replenishment of repro-

grammed funds... 550,000
Senate subway system “im-

provements 3,000,000
Renovation of south cafeteria,

DSOB 676,000
Additional legislative clocks...... 110,000
Additional computer systems

installations and power con-

ditioners 2,000,000
Install and modify fire alarm

systems 300,000
Modular furniture for the

RSOB and DSOB... o 500,000
Design for additional elevators. 600,000
Electrical system renovations

and modernization, RSOB...... 1,000,000
Frequency inverters for VAV

fans, HSOB....... Sikaseyaiisents 93,000

Mr. REID. Now. Mr. Presldent, last
year we deferred funding for improve-
ments to the Senate subway system
pending final selection of a design and
formulation of a reliable cost estimate.
This year, we have approved $3 mil-
lion of the $10 million requested con-
tingent upon the selection of an ap-
propriate final design and financing
plan for the project. These funds will
not be released until the committee is
fully satisfied with respect to the
scope, costs, and benefits of the pro-
posed system and financing plan.

At the same time, it is clear that the
Hart-Dirksen-Capitol subway needs to
be renovated and modernized as soon
as it is practicable to do so. The cars
are obsolete and costly to maintain.
The manufacturer has long since gone
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out of business. So repair parts have
to be specially machined. And service
is poor to inadequate, especially
during periods of heavy demand and
especially for the public. Moreover, it
is estimated that a replacement
system would save about $100,000 a
year in operating and maintenance
costs.

The bill also includes a provision
changing the terms of the appoint-
ment and tenure in the Office of the
Architect. Currently, the Architect is
appointed by the President without
participation by the Congress but is,
of course, an officer of the legislative
branch. His term, moreover, is unlimit-
ed. Section 318 of the bill would re-
quire Senate confirmation of persons
nominated to the Office of the Archi-
tect of the Capitol and establish a
term of 10 years. These changes would
take effect in 6 years from the date of
enactment or whenever the Office
next becomes vacant.

This arrangement, I believe, better
reflects the institutional status of the
Architect as an officer of the legisla-
tive branch and should make the lines
of accountability in the performance
of his duties much less ambiguous.

CAPITOL POLICE

Mr. President, it has been my experi-
ence that the Capitol Police are
among the best trained law enforce-
ment officers in the country. The Fed-
eral Law Enforcement Training
Center in Glynco, GA, provides top-
notch training for Federal officers and
the result of this training is reflected
in the performance of the Capitol
Police in providing security in the
Capitol, surrounding grounds, and
office buildings.

During the past several years, Mem-
bers of Congress, their staffs, and the
general public have been forced to
reckon with an increasingly violent en-
vironment. For those of us who have
been here in the Capitol for a number
of years, it is almost unbelievable to
see the change that has taken place in
how you get to the Capitol and into
the Capitol complex.

With the rise of terrorism world-
wide, Capitol Hill has become increas-
ingly aware of the dangers posed by
potential bombings and other threats
of peace and good order. The Capitol
Police have responded by developing
additional capabilities to deal with
these risks. These include the creation
of canine units for detection of explo-
sives, formation of a multifunctional
Containment Emergency Response
Team [CERT], establishment of an
offsite delivery facility, and the provi-
sion of enhanced protective details.

Too often, we as Members of Con-
gress and the people who work in this
great Capitol complex, take the serv-
ices provided by the Capitol Police for
granted. They are here long before
and long after our working days are
over—24 hours a day, 7 days a week.
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The Capitol Police Force now patrols a
40-block, 200-acre area which includes
20 buildings. Policing an area of this
character poses distinctive problems. A
delicate balance has to be struck be-
tween maintaining adequate security
and public order and preserving the
constitutional rights of all citizens to
peaceable assembly and free political
expression.

Over the last year the Capitol Police
have provided law enforcement cover-
age for 226 public demonstrations,
1,493 official visits by foreign digni-
taries and others, and 192 special
events such as the bicentennial cele-
bration on the west front. During the
last year over 1,800 items of contra-
band were seized, an increase of over
50 percent of the previous year. And
415 threats and nuisance contacts di-
rected toward Members of Congress
were investigated. Arrests were up 105
percent over the previous year of 1988.

During my time as a law student at
George Washington University, I
worked as a member of the Capitol
Police Force, a full-time member of
the Capitol Police Force. And with my
limited experience things have become
much more difficult since I was a
member of the Capitol Police Force. I
am convinced that they have responsi-
bilities that are really awesome. I rec-
ognize that these people are alert, well
trained, and ready for crisis at any
moment. Unpredictable threats to an
officer’s personal safety are always
possible and to the personal safety of
the people that work in this Capitol
complex.

Mr. President, I want to commend
the Capitol Police for their dedicated
and effective work and assure them
they have the appreciation and sup-
port of the Senate, and I am certain
that of the House as well.

The bill before the Senate contains a
total of $568 million approximately to
finance the Capitol Police in fiscal
year 1990. This will support a total of
1,262 sworn officers and 81 civilians.
Additionally, the legislation provides
for a study to be conducted by the
General Accounting Office aimed at
facilitating the consultation of the
House and Senate divisions of this
force.

MAIL PROVISIONS

An important provision of this bill
relates to mail. And with respect to
items considered by the House and the
Senate, the major difference in fund-
ing is in official mail costs.

The House bill contains $124.5 mil-
lion for official mail, an increase of
$70.6 million over last year. The rec-
ommended bill cuts the total appro-
priation to $80 million. Our bill does
that. This would mean, assuming the
Congress keeps mailing volumes
within the limits of funding, a cutback
in the amount of mail currently sent
out. But it provides plenty of money
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for what is actually necessary to keep
in touch with our constituents. And
given the alternatives, there’s no
better place to tighten our belts a
notch or two than here. We simply do
not need to continue mailing out more
and more material and piling up
higher and higher costs.

That has clearly been the trend.
From 1975 to 1988, the cost of the
frank has exploded from about $36
million to $113.4 million. During that
same time—lest anyone think this is
purely a result of postage increases
and inflation—the actual volume of
mail sent has almost tripled—from
312.4 million pieces to 805 million
pieces. We cannot afford to keep on
going in this direction. The American
taxpayers who foot the bill are not
going to tolerate it. And they
shouldn't.

What is more, continued growth in
franking costs comes at the expense of
higher priorities. We have some very
valuable national assets funded in this
bill. We are fortunate that the chair-
man of our committee also serves as
cochairman of the U.S. Capitol Preser-
vation Commission. He appreciates
what a marvelous treasure the Capitol
Building and complex is. We fund its
essential maintenance in this bill. The
same is true for the Library of Con-
gress, which has no equal anywhere
else in the world, or has it ever.

In an environment where real fund-
ing for domestic discretionary pro-
grams is declining, the care and pres-
ervation of this invaluable national
patrimony is going to be difficult at
best. In my judgment, it makes much
better sense to put the mail monster
on a serious diet. If we do not, we will
in effect be using up a significant part
of our national inheritance to feed
him.

The bill includes a number of re-
forms that will enable us to accom-
plish this. The credit for these re-
forms—let me hasten to add—really
belongs to several of my colleagues
who have been involved with this issue
for a long time. Senator Exon intro-
duced a bill, S. 762, earlier this year,
which contains many of the provisions
we have incorporated in this bill. I
have had a number of discussions with
Senator Exon and he has written the
subcommittee on the issue. We have
benefited from his interest and advice.

Many of these same provisions were
also included in Senate Resolution 98,
which was reported by the Rules Com-
mittee under the leadership of Sena-
tor Forp and Senator STEVENS. So
there is broad consensus in the Senate
on how to deal with the problem.

Let me briefly summarize what we
have in the bill in this regard.

First, we establish separate mail ap-
propriations for the House and
Senate. Since 1954, when the Congress
first provided funds to reimburse the
Postal Service for the costs of free or
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franked mail, the appropriation for
mail costs has been a joint House-
Senate item. Presumably, these funds
were to cover the costs of the respec-
tive Houses on a more or less 50-50
basis. Half would be available for
Senate mail expenses and half would
be available for House mail expenses.

That, unfortunately, is not the way
it has worked in practice. The House
mail costs are typically a good deal
more than half the amount provided. I
have here a table comparing House
and Senate expenditures for mail over
the last decade. I ask unanimous con-
sent that it be printed in the REcorD
at this point.

There being no objection, the table
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

HOUSE AND SENATE EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL MAIL,

1978-89
[Doliars in millions]
House Senate
Fiscal year Total

Amount  Percent  Amoun!  Percent
$489  §351 12 8138 i
4§29 2.1 65 152 35
619 434 7 185 30
539 29.7 55 02 45
100.0 599 60 401 40
724 403 36 321 4
1110 673 61 436 39
852 453 53 399 4
95.9 60.4 63 355 k)
63.6 4.2 6 194 3
1134 718 69 355 31
26.5 196 L] 70 2%

Mr. REID. The House percentage
share ranges from a low of 53 percent
to a high of 72 percent. For fiscal 1988,
the House incurred 69 percent of the
cost of the frank, while Senate costs
were 31 percent of the total.

These differences are, of course, ob-
scured by the single joint appropria-
tion. As a result, the Senate has re-
ceived as much blame and criticism as
the House for the soaring costs of
franked mail. Worse yet, restraints im-
posed by the Senate on itself with re-
spect to the use of the frank have not
arrested the growth in mail costs. In-
stead, the House has in effect spent
the savings and more as its volume of
mail has continued uncontrolled ex-
pansion.

In 1987, for example, combined mail
costs were held to $63.6 million, $27.8
million less than the amount appropri-
ated for that year. This was due to the
adoption of Senate reforms; for exam-
ple, restricting mass mailing by Senate
officers to an allocation, proportionate
to population, of approximately half
the amount appropriated and the so-
bering effect of the 1986 sequester on
the mailing proclivities of the House.

The latter quickly wore off, howev-
er. And in fiscal 1988, when the
amount appropriated was $82 million,
House mail costs rose sharply to
almost $78 million or 95 percent of the
appropriation for that year. Senate
costs for fiscal 1988 were $35.5 million
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or about 43 percent of the amount ap-
propriated for that year. Combined
mail costs for fiscal 1988 thus came to
over $113 million, more than absorb-
ing the $27.8 million carryover from
1987.

While this was going on, the fiscal
1989 legislative bill was in process. The
conference committee on the bill,
faced with the Summit Agreement 2
percent-ceiling on spending increases,
assumed the availability of the fiscal
1987 carryover for mail and reduced
the appropriation to $53.9 million. As
a result, the allocation to Senators was
sharply cutback to a level precluding
even one Statewide mailing. In the
meantime, of course, House mailings
kept on increasing.

This was clearly intolerable. And so
last February, the Senate abandoned
its more restrictive approach in favor
of guidelines paralleling those of the
House. Then in April the Rules Com-
mittee reported Senate Resolution 98,
mandating reforms in both Houses, all
of which are included, with some
modifications, in this bill.

This history, Mr. President, shows
why we need separate appropriations
for each House of the Congress. Each
House should decide on the level of
mailing this is necessary and then pay
the bill within the amount appropri-
ated. This bill includes $32 million for
Senate mail costs and leaves $48 mil-
lion in the old joint account for the
House. This represents a 60-40 split
between the two Houses. Although we
believe the Senate is entitled to half
the mail appropriation, we recognize
that historically the House has uti-
lized the frank more heavily. This divi-
sion accommodates that reality.

Second, the bill would reduce the
number of postal patron or unad-
dressed mass mailings allowed to two
per year. The present limit is six. An
amendment adopted on the House
floor cuts the limit to four.

Third, the bill would require both
Houses to establish procedures for al-
locating the amount appropriated for
mail costs among individual Members
and Senators. This will, assuming
Members and Senators abide by their
allocation, assure that franking costs
cdo not exceed the appropriation.

Fourth, a related provision would re-
quire that, if a Senator or Member
were to send more mail than his/her
allocation would pay for, the excess
cost would be charged to his or her
personal office expense accounts. In
other words, Senators and Members
who exceed their allocation would
have to make up the difference out of
their office expense accounts and we
would not increase the appropriation
for mail.

Fifth, the bill would mandate public
disclosure of the mass mail costs in-
curred by the individual members of
both Houses of Congress. This infor-
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mation is already available with re-
spect to mass mailings by Senators.

These provisions are all basically the
same as those incorporated in the
E:onn bill and Senate Joint Resolution

Finally, the bill also requires the
Postal Service to stop receiving
franked mail once the amount appro-
priated for a fiscal year is exhausted.
As it is now, the Postal Service just
continues sending out franked mail so
long as Members and Senators drop it
in the box, regardless of the costs and
the amount appropriated to cover
them. The Postal Service then bills
the Congress for the arrearage and we
either have to pay for it or postal rate-
payers have to absorb it. This provi-
sion would stop this kind of open-
ended entitlement spending for mail.

This provision that I just spoke
about, the ending of the entitlement
program, is an idea that Senator Nick-
LEs first originated. That is now part
of this bill. Senator NickLEs has
worked very hard on this subcommit-
tee. He has been very active. We have
worked out a procedure where we
confer with each other. There is not
anything that goes out from the ma-
jority that the ranking member does
not have his signature on. This is the
procedure that we have established,
and I think it has worked well.

Senator NIcKLES has been tireless in
his efforts to bring down the costs of
this bill. This bill now before this body
has had a number of rough drafts.
Senator NickLEs has, on various occa-
sions, said this is too much here, can
we adjust this, and we have been able
to work things out. I would like to
also, in addition to giving my accolades
to Senator Nickires, thank the other
members of the subcommittee, Sena-
tors MIKULSKI, Apams, and HATFIELD.

I spoke a lot about the Library of
Congress. Senator HartrFieLp is the
patron of the Library of Congress, lit-
erally. He has a special interest in that
beautiful facility, and there is not a
meeting that comes up that relates to
the Library of Congress that Senator
HaTFIELD is not involved in. In appreci-
ate his encouragement and support
this entire year.

All of these individuals that I have
mentioned have been very helpful in
the development of this legislation. I
think that this bill strikes the right
balance between squeezing every
penny of the taxpayers’ money and
making the investments necessary to
protect and enhance the national
treasures that have been entrusted to
our care,

I also, Mr. President, want to thank
Senator Byrp, our distinguished chair-
man, for his assistance in moving this
bill through the committee and to the
floor. His commitment to the welfare
of this institution needs no elabora-
tion. His record—and his addresses on
the subject—speak volumes. And we
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are extremely fortunate that the dis-
tinguished ranking member of the full
committee, Senator HATFIELD, contin-
ues to serve on this subcommittee. His
excellence and insight are invaluable.

Finally, I wish to acknowledge the
contributions and hard work of the
committee staff. Jerry L. Bonham is
the majority clerk and Keith Eennedy
serves the minority.

I would like to take just a minute
publicly here, Mr. President, to extend
my condolences to Keith, who, in a
very tragic accident, very recently lost
his father. Keith is somebody that we
on this side of the aisle have come to
depend on. Knowing him as I do, it is
difficult to express my sorrow and
sympathies to him in an adequate
fashion, but I do that at this time.

There, in fact, in his bill has really
been no partisan difference insofar as
the staff of the committee is con-
cerned. Both majority and minority
serve the members. Keith, who is also
minority staff director for the full
committee, has done this bill for a
number of years now by himself. His
counsel and institutional memory are
extremely valuable and the subcom-
mittee has depended on his advice
throughout this process.

Mark Walker has taken over for mi-
nority now that Keith is moving to de-
fense and is also doing a credible job,
and with Keith being his monitor and
teacher, I am sure he will become out-
standing. And of course none of the
subcommittee’s work would get done
were it not for the support of the sub-
committee’s capable assistants Lula
Joyce and Juanita Rilling.

I yield the floor.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I wish
to thank and compliment the chair-
man of the committee, Senator REID,
for the outstanding job that he has
done in the committee and also in the
presentation before the Senate. He
has given a very good explanation of
the bill that I certainly will not repeat.

Mr. President, I will just highlight a
couple of comments that Senator REIp
mentioned. The legislative branch ap-
propriation bill is $1.95 billion. That is
an increase of $143 million over the
amount that was enacted for this cur-
rent fiscal year. It provides funding of
$405 million for the Senate, $537 mil-
lion for the House, $118 million in
joint items, $47 million for the Con-
gressional Research Service, $79 mil-
lion for the Government Printing
Office, and $213 million, as mentioned
by Senator Reip, for the Library of
Congress, for a total appropriation of
$1.95 billion.

Senator REmp mentioned some of the
reforms that were made in congres-
sional mail. Congressional mail cost is
probably the fastest growing entitle-
ment in Government. It needs reform.
It needs to be fixed. Unfortunately,
the changes that were made earlier
this year in the Senate made the
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Senate equally as bad as the House.
And I think that was a serious mis-
take. It increased the number of mail-
ings we could do in the Senate, basical-
ly from two to six. That was a mistake.
In this bill we fixed not only the
Senate, but we also fixed the House.
We reduced the number of unsolicited
mass mailings from six to two for both
the House and the Senate. That makes
sense,

We also, as Senator REp mentioned,
require separate House and Senate ac-
counts. So we have individual ac-
counts. We have not had that in the
past and obviously it has been needed.
We also have allocation amongst Mem-
bers. We have had that in the past in
the Senate. They do not have it in the
House. We need it in both Houses. But
we even go further in the Senate bill.
We say if a Member exceeds his alloca-
tion then the excess postage will be
counted against his office expense ac-
count. So it has a self-governing mech-
anism that I think is very valuable,
very important because we also put
another provision in that said the
Senate and the House could not spend
any more for mail than the amount of
money that is appropriated.

Now every other agency, every other
business has that account but there
was a little provision in the statutes
that said, well, the Post Office would
have to assume that whatever amount
was appropriated was sufficient re-
gardless of how much mail Congress
mailed. And that was and has been
abused by Congress, year after year
after year.

And so now we have separate ac-
counts between the House and Senate.
We have allocation amongst Members
and if a Member exceeds his allocation
it is charged against his individual
office expense. So that is very signifi-
cant, very positive reform that needs
to be made.

We also have additional reform that
is needed and that is public disclosure.
We now have public disclosure of mail
expenses in the Senate. We do not
have it in the House. We need it in
both. So that is important.

We also strengthened a statute pro-
hibiting mailing within 60 days of elec-
tion. A lot of us are well aware of the
fact that that has been abused elec-
tion after election. We put a statutory
prohibition against mailing within 60
days of an election. So I think that is
positive.

I compliment Senator RErmp for his
courage, really, in taking this on. A lot
of people said, “Well, do not bother. It
is just going to make the House mad.”
I think House Members and Senate
Members are well aware of the fact of
the growing cost and volume of mail
that needs to be curbed. It has been
abused. It has been abused by both
sides by both parties. So now is the
time for us to make some reforms. I
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think the reforms that are called for
in this appropriation bill are long over-
due and very much needed. I strongly
support them and I hope that the
Senate will concur, with the passage of
this bill, with the reforms today.

Again I thank the chairman for his
leadership and his courage in taking
on the mail issue and several other dif-
ficult issues in the bill.

As the chairman has noted, the total
amount recommended by the commit-
tee to the Senate is $1,952,136,200 in
new budget authority, an increase of
$143,680,000 over the amount enacted
for the current fiscal year, but a sub-
stantial reduction from the amounts
requested for fiscal year 1990. Our rec-
ommendations are within the alloca-
tion given the legislative branch sub-
committee under section 302(b) of the
Budget Act.

I would like to highlight a few items
of particular interest to Senators:

OFFICIAL MAIL

As I have outlined, we are recom-
mending sweeping changes to the offi-
cial mail account. We recommend re-
placing the current joint account for
official mail with separate accounts
for the House and the Senate, with
full disclosure by both houses, a reduc-
tion in the number of postal patron
mailings, and a strict limit on the
funds available. As Senators may
know, there is a provision of the
United States Code that requres the
postal service to deliver congressional
mail regardless of funds available to
do so. We recommend repeal of that
provision, so when the money runs
out, the mail stops.

We believe these reforms will realize
substantial savings, and we have rec-
ommended a reduction in the request
for official mail costs from
$134,731,000 to a total of $80 million—
$48 million for the House and $32 mil-
lion for the Senate, in keeping with
historical trends in mail costs.

SENATE SUBWAY

The committee has recommended $3
million for replacement of the subway
system between the Capitol and the
Hart and Dirksen Senate Office Build-
ings. This is a reduction of $7 million
from the request. The money may not
be obligated, however, until the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration
has selected a final design and the
Committee on Appropriations has ap-
proved the cost of that design. This
project bears watching, Mr. President.
Some of the proposals that have been
submitted are far too costly. The
present system only requires $26,000 a
year in material costs to maintain. At
that rate, we can keep the existing
system going for a long, long time
before reaching the cost of some of
the proposed replacements.

CAPITOL SECURITY

The committee has not taken any

action in this bill to proceed with im-
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plementation of the Capitol security
plan. Punds requested by the Sergeant
at Arms for additional personnel asso-
ciated with that plan have been
denied, and prior year funds have not
been released. The Committee on
Rules and Administration has not ap-
proved the security plan, and without
their approval and that of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and three
committees in the other body, the
plan cannot go forward.

ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL

The committee is making a number
of recommendations relative to the
office and work of the Architect of the
Capitol, in addition to the recommen-
dation relative to the Senate subway
system, described earlier.

First, the committee is recommend-
ing a general provision establishing a
fixed term of office for the Architect,
and requiring Senate confirmation of
the President’s appointment to the
office. The provision applies to ap-
pointments made to fill vacancies oc-
curring after enactment of this bill. If
no vacancy occurs within 6 years of
enactment, then the incumbent in the
office would be subject to confirma-
tion.

The committee is recommending this
provision to conform appointment to
this office with that of other offices,
such as Comptroller General.

BIOMEDICAL ETHICS BOARD

The committee is recommending
$1.5 million for the Biomedical Ethics
Board, a reduction of $859,000 from
the request and the same as the House
allowance. Funds may not be obligat-
ed, however, until the board selects its
chairman and vice chairman and all
vacancies on the advisory committee
have been filled. I am a member of the
Biomedical Ethics Board, and believe
we should not proceed with the ex-
penditure of any funds until these
matters have been settled.

Section 7 of the committee bill au-
thorizes the Secretary of the Senate to
enter into an agreement with the Sec-
retary of Education to provide for the
closed captioning of Senate floor pro-
ceedings. This is long overdue and I
trust the Secretary will move expedi-
tiously once authority is granted.

Section 11 authorizes the Secretary
of the Senate to withhold salaries due
employees who have defaulted or are
delinquent in the repayment of stu-
dent loans.

Mr. President, I hope our colleagues
will support the committee as we
adopt this bill and go to conference
with the other body.

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, H.R.
3014, the legislative branch appropria-
tions bill for fiscal year 1990, provides
funding for the operation of the Con-
gress, as well as the library of Con-
gress, the Architect of the Capitol, and
Congressional Budget Office, the
Office of Technology Assessment, the
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Botanic Garden, and the Government
Printing Office.

The bill as recommended by the
Committee on Appropriations provides
total obligational authority of
$1,952,246,700. This represents a de-
crease of $257,636,500 from the Presi-
dent’s budget estimate. With respect
to the subcommittee 302(b) allocation,
the bill as recommended is below the
budget authority ceiling by $48 million
and is at its outlay ceiling.

I commend Mr. REmp, the chairman
of the subcommittee, and I commend
Mr. NickLEs, the ranking member for
their excellent work in accommodat-
ing the priorities of the Senate with
respect to congressional operations
within the constraints of the budget
agreement.

Mr. President, this is not one of the
plum offerings when it comes to sub-
committee assignments in the Appro-
priations Committee. I think we would
all agree that it is one of the smaller
subcommittees and the budget that it
handles is of course probably the
smallest of all.

But that is not to say that it is not
important, because it provides the
funding for the legislative branch,
which is the people’s branch, the
branch that is mentioned in the very
first article of the Constitution of the
United States. And these two Senators
and their colleagues on both sides of
the aisle have tackled this assignment
with just as much vigor and enthusi-
asm and dedication as if they were
handling one of the larger appropria-
tion bills. They are following the ad-
monitions in the scriptures, which say,
“Whatsoever thy hand findeth to do,
do it with thy might.”

I congratulate them and I express
thanks, as chairman of the full Appro-
priations Committee, and on behalf of
all the other members of the Appro-
priations Committee for their dili-
gence and their dedication. I also want
to thank them for the teamwork that
they have demonstrated as they have
worked this bill through subcommit-
tee, through the full committee and
here now presenting it on the floor of
the Senate.

It is not a easy task, even though it
is a very small committee.

So, my gratitude to them is rather
feebly expressed, but I say thank you.

I also wish to extend my thanks to
the staff of the subcommittee, Jerry
Bonham, Lula Joyce, and for the mi-
nority, Keith Kennedy and Juanita
Rilling. Their good work makes the
task of the subcommittee members
and the full committee members much
less arduous.

And while I am thanking others, let
me thank my ranking member on the
Appropriations Committee, Senator
HaTtriELD, who is always most coopera-
tive and courteous and understanding
and helpful. He is a very able member
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of the committee, having been the
chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee in time past, and I lean on him
increasingly, which means I lean on
him heavily, because I leaned on him
from the time I became chairman of
the committee. But even when I was
majority leader, I always found that
Senator HATFIELD was most helpful.
And when I was minority leader and
he was the chairman of that commit-
tee, he was always very understanding
and agreeable in all of his dealings
with me.

The managers have explained in
much greater detail the contents of
the measure as recommended to the
Senate. I will not attempt to review
those highlights so that we can get
down to the business, now, of consider-
ing and passing the bill today.

The bill as reported by the Appro-
priations Committee, deserves the sup-
port of the Senate.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Oregon.

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, I
take this opportunity to not only com-
mend the chairman and the ranking
member of this Subcommittee on Leg-
islative Affairs in performing an ex-
traordinary task. Because, as our
chairman, Senator Byrp, has indicat-
ed, I do not know anyone on this com-
mittee who puts as their preference, as
far as subcommittees are concerned,
their No. 1 preference, this particular
committee.

Yet, this function is vital to the op-
eration of the Senate, the Congress as
a whole, and many of its agencies.

I have heard a number of presenta-
tions over a number of years of my
service on this committee but I want
to say today I think I heard the most
comprehensive presentation of any
chairman and ranking member of the
legislative Subcommittee on Appro-
priations. Former members have per-
formed well. I think today was a stel-
lar performance, showing the dedica-
tion, commitment, and the exhaustive
amount of thinking and planning and
processing that has gone into this
report. I want to compliment the
chairman and the ranking member for
their outstanding contributions.

Mr. President, I think it is also im-
portant to note that on every one of
these reports that the subcommittee
has presented before the Senate, Sena-
tor BYRD, our chairman, is here, phys-
ically, to not only give support to
these subcommittees but to also indi-
cate his vast knowledge of the details
with which all of the subcommittees
are involved. I want to thank him for
that kind of leadership for our full
committee.

I would like to add my support in
every way possible to our committee
structure and to the committee’s per-
formance, and I want to say again how
proud I am of this outstanding report
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today, indicating the hours and hours
of effort, the time of hearings, the
time of study, and the staff work that
has made up this report. I think the
Senate as a whole can with confidence
adopt this report and we can be about
the business of getting our 13 bills en-
acted in regular order before October
1, and avoid that most onerous of all
Senate procedures known as a continu-
ing resolution.

I want to thank the distinguished
chairman for his kind remarks as well.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. the
Senator from Nevada.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the commit-
tee amendments be temporarily set
aside in order to consider an amend-
ment to be offered by the junior Sena-
tor from the State of California [Mr.
WiLsoN].

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there objection? Without objection, it
is so ordered.

The Senator from California is rec-

ognized.
AMENDMENT NO. 698

Mr. WILSON. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent.

I thank the managers for their cour-
tesy.

Mr. President, we have before us a
legislative appropriations bill. Last
night the President of the United
States gave what he feels and what I
quite agree is one of the more impor-
tant speeches he will make. It had to
do with the crisis in the United States
of drug use. In that speech the Presi-
dent expressed a strategy and pro-
grams that are intended to implement
that strategy.

By and large, the response of the
Nation, I think, has been one of grati-
tude that, finally, belatedly, there
seems to be leadership of the magni-
tude that is necessary to deal with this
problem, which is not to say that ev-
erybody has been entirely happy with
all aspects of the plan. That is too
much to hope for, too much to expect.

The chief criticism that has been
made on the part of some from the
Congress is that, while they agree
with the strategy in the main, they are
concerned that what the President has
proposed is not enough; that we are
not spending enough. If we were to
ask of the people who expressed that
point of view, they might not be in
agreement as to what it is they think
is the most urgent of all of these com-
pelling priorities. Is it treatment? Is it
rehabilitation? Preventative educa-
tion? More for interdiction? They
might have a different view, but they
think that there should be more spent.

Well, I do not necessarily argue with
that, though I think, frankly, it has
something of a hollow ring for Con-
gress to make that criticism, to say
that about the $2.2 billion increase
which the President correctly charac-
terized as the largest in the history of
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the effort we have made as a nation to
combat this drug menace.

It is distinctly hollow, given the his-
tory of the Congress having repeated-
ly failed to honor the commitments
that we have made, to meet our obliga-
tions, those that we imposed on our-
selves under the 1988 Omnibus Drug
Act. We have fallen far short, though
we have been given repeated opportu-
nity in a variety of different amend-
ments, a good dozen or so come to
mind, in the time since we defaulted
on the responsibility to not simply au-
thorize that funding but actually pro-
vide it through appropriations.

So, today, to those who feel that
more should be spent, I offer a oppor-
tunity which I hope they will readily
embrace. Specifically what I propose,
Mr. President, by amendment to the
legislative appropriations bill, is to
strike the amount of money that we
presently spend upon ourselves, we,
the Members of Congress, in the send-
ing of congressional newsletters for
the use of our franking privilege, and
to see that instead that money, so
much as is in fact available for the
purpose, be spent, instead, in fighting
the war on drugs in a very specific
way.

First, let me deal with just some
detail. What we are saying is that, of
the amount of money that has been
set forth in the House bill and in a dif-
ferent figure provided by the Senate,
we will take the amount of money that
is available after deducting the arrear-
ages for what we already owe the post
office and, of the remaining $50 mil-
lion, we will take out the necessary 8
percent required for us to make re-
sponse to the letters that we receive
from our constituents. But that under
the definition of a mass mailing as de-
scribed at 39 U.S.C. 3210(a)6XE), we
will prohibit that use of fund for that
purpose, prohibit the U.S. Postal Serv-
ice from expending any funds ex-
tended to us for that purpose, creating
the kind of arrearage that now exists.

The House proposed that we spend
$125 million for congressional mail
costs and, as we all know, most of that,
the vast majority of it, is for congres-
sional newsletters which I submit are
not eagerly sought by most of our con-
stituents. They do not ask for them. I
am not sure that they are altogether
certain they receive them. Many, I am
convinced, never read them.

But my purpose is not to denigrate
the newsletter. It is, instead, to point
out that there is a far more urgent, far
more compelling, priority making a
claim upon those same funds.

And, as we have filled the air repeat-
edly and filled the pages of the Con-
GRESSIONAL REcorD with rhetoric that
I take to be sincere, about the necessi-
ty that we finally combat and not just
talk about, but wage and win a war on
drugs, then in simplest terms, Mr.
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President, what we are faced with is
the opportunity to not spend on news-
letters and instead to put this money
into one of the least well-funded of all
of the programs that we have present-
ly authorized in the 1988 Omnibus
Drug Act.

That has to do with the tragedy that
has befallen all too many, and the
next generation already. I am talking
about the 400,000 crack babies who are
born in the United States each year.
More than 1,000 a day, Mr. President;
more than 1 in 106 all live births annu-
ally in the United States. That is an
incredible number.

If people do not understand what it
is that is so tragic about this phenome-
non of crack babies and others suffer-
ing fetal alcohol syndrome, what we
are talking about, putting it simplest
terms, is child abuse through the um-
bilical cord. We are talking about the
resultant condition of an innocent
victim born addicted because of sub-
stance abuse of the mother during her
pregnancy.

What we are talking about, Mr.
President, very simply stated, is a con-
dition that includes mental retarda-
tion, physical deformity, the likeli-
hood of stroke, other serious develop-
mental disabilities, emotional disabil-
ities and dysfunctions. In short, we are
talking about addiction and impair-
ment and, very likely, most probably
in most of these cases where there has
been use throughout the pregnancy,
permanent, irreversible damage of the
kind that that child not only fails to
start life with a decent break, but will
go through life with distinctly dimin-
ished capacities.

Mr. President, that is nothing less
than a horrible personal tragedy for
each of those children. It is a mortal
shame upon this society.

The good news is that it is prevent-
able. Not easily. It will be a very diffi-
cult thing to bring young women who
are users, who discover that they are
pregnant, to the kind of mandatory re-
habilitation that most will require in
order to clean themselves up and avoid
that kind of terrible damage to their
child.

The happy news is that a number of
young women who are users do have a
sufficient maternal instinct so that
they will seek treatment. If they are
strong enough to come in early, they
may avoid this kind of service, grave
and irreversible damage to their child,
but in many cases, Mr. President, they
are not that strong. Unless a mecha-
nism exists that will allow us to take a
woman who has given birth to an ad-
dicted child and impose upon her for
her own good and that of other chil-
dren that she may bear the kind of
mandatory rehabilitation that is not
intended to be penal but preventive,
then we are simply going to see the
kind of recurrence that in one in-
stance, reported in the Wall Street
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Journal, resulted in a woman named
Cheryl giving birth to seven, Mr.
President, addicted children.

In Los Angeles County between 1981
and 1987 there was an 1,100-percent
increase in the incidence of placement
in foster homes of children who had
been afflicted by the drug use or the
alcohol abuse of their mother during
pregnancy.

Mr. President, we cannot as a society
professing to decency and caring and
concerning, as in fact every Member of
this Congress does, continue to make
it an inadequate response. Last night
in his address, the President said that
those upon whom he calls to partici-
pate are those who have been guilty of
looking the other way and, unhappily,
that includes too many. No longer can
anyone look the other way. The evi-
dence is not only compelling and abun-
dant; it is irresistable to anyone who
does not choose to turn a blind eye or
to make, incredibly, the kind of selfish
decision that will prevent us from
making the response necessary to win
the war on drugs.

I can think of no more pathetic in-
stance, no more compelling offer of
proof that drug use is not a victimless
crime than the innocent victims of
this kind of substance abuse by young
pregnant women. And there is no real-
istic hope, Mr. President, that those
who have given birth to one child, par-
ticularly those so much addicted to
this fiercely addictive substance, are
not likely to repeat that tragedy with
another child. The costs are absolutely
beyond comprehension. If you go
through the neonatal care wards in
the large cities of America, and in
some not so large—not just Chicago or
Los Angeles or New York, but many,
many smaller cities—you will find that
the cost of dealing with so-called
border babies, those who have been
abandoned by their crack-smoking
mothers whose maternal instinct has
been all but destroyed, the cost of
trying to deal with that phenomenon
is horrendous. But it is the tip of the
iceberg, Mr. President, as compared to
the cost society will experience as
these damaged children go through
life. So however great the cost that we
are talking about in providing for
mandatory rehabilitation, I will tell
you they will pale into insignificance
by comparision with the costs of not
making this effort.

What we are talking about here
today is almost symbolic. It is a dem-
onstration program in the 1988 drug
legislation. We authorized the expend-
iture of a demonstration program
which was to be administered by the
Office of Substance Abuse Prevention
within the Department of Health and
Human Services. We authorized a
grand total of about $10 million. The
fact of the matter is, 130 applicants
sought that funding. Half those appli-
cations were deemed worthy, but be-
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cause of the limit on the funding, 15
were finally funded. Fifteen.

Mr. President, the volume, the mag-
nitude of this problem greatly exceeds
the $4.5 million that we have spent on
those 15 applicants. So I think the
time has come for us to take this step
as a beginning step, and that is what it
is. It would give a tenfold increase to
what we have spent thus far; it would
allow States as successful applicants to
do what they must do at the State
level, and that is to impose a program,
not penal, but preventive; one that
mandates rehabilitation because while
we hope that through outreach and
education, we can appeal to these
young women to come in early enough
in their pregnancy, specifically during
the first trimester, so they avoid even
more severe damage to their children,
many will not be strong enough and
those who are not and actually give
birth to an addicted child must, in
fact, be given the help they need
through mandatory rehabilitation.
That is what all this is about.

We all know what newsletters are
about. This is not a question of the
worth of newsletters. I will say to my
colleagues that in my own mind I have
adjudged them to be not worth the
money, but even if you thought they
performed a vital function, I would
submit that in the context of the crisis
that has compelled the President’s re-
action that has joined the massed at-
tention of the media, rightly and be-
latedly, that we are required if, in fact,
we are going to say that this program,
this strategy that has been offered is
not enough to do more when we can
do so in a way that costs us little.

Mr. President, I cannot think of any
that will cost us less than for us to
give up one of our perks and put it
into the necessary beginning of dem-
onstrations around this Nation to
show that we are able to prevent this
tragedy. Because if we fail to prevent
it, I will say to my colleagues that the
costs we have seen thus far will be
only the beginning. I am not talking
just about the cost of the tax dollars. I
am talking about the incredible
human misery of these infants in
these cribs in these neonatal wards. I
am talking about children who cry 24
hours a day, who are writhing so vio-
lently in their cribs as they experience
withdrawal that they must be swad-
dled in order to avoid doing injury to
themselves.

I am talking about premature birth,
low birth weight, mental retardation,
physical deformities. Mr. President,
talk to a nurse in one of those neona-
tal wards, and I think you will get
some impression of the anguish that
they are experiencing. Better yet, walk
through one. Hold in your hand, as
you easily can, a premature crack baby
weighing a pound and a half.
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Mr. President, I do not think we
need to go much further with this.
There is an amendment at the desk,
and what it would do is prohibit the
U.S. Postal Service from expending
money upon congressional newsletters.
That includes notices of town meet-
ings. And it does so that the moneys
that will be made available thereby
can be appropriated, and this does ap-
propriate, $45 million. That is what
will be left after we pay what we al-
ready owe, the arrearage, at the post
office, and set aside enough so that we
can answer the mail. Forty-five mil-
lion, a tenfold increase over what we
have spent thus far, would be made
available to the Department of Health
and Human Services through the
Office of Substance Abuse Prevention
to go forward with the kind of effort
that we must begin to prevent this
preventable, unspeakable tragedy.

Mr. President, I ask that the clerk
read the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from California [Mr.
WiLson] for himself and Mr. DoOLE, proposes
an amendment numbered 698.

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that reading of the
amendment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:

At the appropriate place add the follow-

Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act, upon enactment of this Act, there
is hereby prohibited the use of the franking
privilege for unsolicited mass mailings, as
described in 39 U.S.C. 3210(a)(6)(E), and any
use of the funds of the United States Postal
Service for this purpose is hereby prohibit-
ed.

All monies heretofore appropriated for
this purpose are hereby rescinded, but they
may be made available for the purpose only
of funding any program authorized by the
Congress to fight the “war on drugs,” and
specifically $45,000,000 are hereby appropri-
ated for Model Projects Program for Preg-
nant and Post Partum Women and their In-
fants to be spent pursuant to 42 U.S.C.
290aa-13 to remain available until expended.

All House language in this Act, which is
interpreted under the precedents of the
Senate as being legislation under rule 186,
shall become effective one day after the
date of enactment of this Act.

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, the end
of the amendment simply states, as I
told you, that $45 million would be
hereby appropriated. It is specifically
appropriated to the Model Projects
Program for Pregnant and Post
Partum Women and their Infants to
be spent pursuant to existing law, spe-
cifically Section 42, United States
Code, 290aa-13.

That is, I should add, not only an ex-
isting program; it is the one I de-
scribed as having expended only the
$45 million. The criteria that govern
its administration do not require man-
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datory rehabilitation. In my judgment,
we need to do so, but that is the sub-
ject of another day for a separate
piece of legislation.

This simply takes the money that we
would otherwise spend upon newslet-
ters and makes it available instead to
prevent substance abuse to pregnant
women so that we will not have this
dismal, frightening, tragic statistic,
1,000 plus crack babies a day, every
day of the year; 11 percent of all the
live births in this Nation.

Mr. President, I submit this amend-
ment for myself, for Mr. DoLg, for Mr.
GrammM of Texas, for Mr. Coars, for
the distinguished Republican manag-
er, Mr. NickLes, of Oklahoma, and for
Mr. HeELms. At this point I yield the
floor. I thank the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Indiana.

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I rise in
support of the amendment of the Sen-
ator from California. I commend the
Senator for getting to the heart of
what I think is a very important issue.

Mr. President, I rise as one who is a
substantial user of the frank, one who
is new to the Senate, appointed to the
Senate, not elected, given the vacancy
created when the former junior Sena-
tor from Indiana moved to the Vice
Presidency.

As a new Senator, I am unknown in
many parts of the State and many
people have asked many questions
about what it is I am about in the
Senate, how I am conducting their
business, and I also am interested in
knowing what their positions are on a
number of issues, so I have utilized in
a substantial way mailings to constitu-
ents throughout Indiana, to, No. 1, ask
them their opinions on issues that are
of importance to them, to ask them
their thoughts about how I should
represent their interests in the Senate.
I felt that this was an appropriate ex-
ercise, given the unusual circum-
stances under which I arrived in the
Senate, not having had the benefit of
a long and substantial campaign in
which I could determine the issues
that people were interested in and
which they wanted represented on the
Senate floor.

By the same token, I have used
newsletters to inform them of my ac-
tivities in the Senate, issues on which
I am working, the work of my commit-
tee, issues that I think are important.
I have asked their opinions through
surveys as to the areas of their priori-
ty, their concern, things on which
they think I should be working.

I have used notices to inform my
constituents of town meetings I have
held throughout Indiana, of agricul-
tural listening sessions, of drug meet-
ings, meetings convened to determine
the opinions of Hoosiers as to how
they think we ought to address the
drug problem.

19597

So I stand as one who has utilized
the franking privilege that is available
to Members of the Senate and Mem-
bers of Congress and the privilege that
the Senator from California is wishing
to eliminate with this amendment.

As I said, it has been of benefit to
me and I hope it has been of benefit to
my constituents as we have exchanged
views on issues I feel have been very
important. They have welcomed the
opportunity to visit me at town meet-
ings, to sit in on my agricultural listen-
ing sessions, to express their views on
drugs and a number of other subjects.
Many have publicly expressed their
thanks for my willingness to travel
around the State and inform them of
my availability and to allow them to
take the opportunity to meet with me.

I happen to represent an area that is
reached only by television and media
generated outside the State. As such,
it would be almost impossible for me
to notify many of my constituents
through the media. That is one of the
principal reasons why I have used
mail, notices, and so forth, to notify
them of my presence in a particular
area. Nearly a million people in north-
west Indiana receive most of their
news from Chicago television and Chi-
cago radio and newspapers. I venture
to say that that media would not carry
the notice of a particular town meet-
ing of a Senator from Indiana. They
might as a public service but it would
certainly be buried deep into the
paper and probably not noticed by
most of my constituents.

Nevertheless, today we have been
presented with a situation that I think
demands a clear stand by all of us. It
certainly demands that I examine the
priority of my mission in the Senate.

Last evening, the President of the
United States presented this country
with the facts on a national crisis, a
crisis of epidemic portions, one which
is beginning to touch the lives of
nearly every American. The tragedy is
before us. We see it on TV each night.
We read about it in the paper each
morning. We discuss it almost daily on
the Senate floor: What can we do?

One of the most difficult and one of
the most excruciating parts of the
drug problem facing our Nation is the
question of drug-babies. The Senator
from California outlined in some
detail the tragedy that exists, as now
nearly 400,000 infants a year are born
drug addicted.

Those who have visited neonatal
clinics, those who have seen firsthand,
as I have, the suffering that these
young infants go through, low birth
rate, poorly formed internal organs,
suffering from violent drug addiction
seizures, so sensitive to the skin that
they cannot be held, crying literally 24
hours a day, crying out for some relief
which medical science has not been
able to provide even though heavily
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sedated, they are still suffering terri-
ble consequences of the addiction ob-
tained in the womb.

I have been informed by medical
personnel that a dosage of drugs in a
mother magnifies ten times as it trans-
fers through the placenta into the
blood of the child, ten times the ef-
fects that the mother suffers.

So these more than 30,000 a month
babies are crying out for our help. And
the Senator from California has ad-
dressed a means to provide some of
that assistance. It is a program that
has shown some success, and a pro-
gram that deserves our funding.

The Senator from California has
presented us a choice: continue to
communicate with our constituents,
many times in effective ways, neces-
sary ways, or direct those funds to pro-
vide real help to suffering infants and
suffering mothers.

I should point out it is not really a
choice. It is not something that we
should deliberate on long. It is not
something that even a new Senator at-
tempting to do—communicate with his
new constituents—should pause more
than a moment before deciding.

So I am proud to cosponsor the
amendment that is before us. I think
it is absolutely necessary that we look
for ways to prioritize our work here in
the Senate, and clearly the suffering
of these infants, the scourge of drugs
in our country, ought to lead each of
us to decide that this is a far more im-
portant use of our time and effort and
money than unsolicited mass mailings
to our constituents.

I will miss those surveys. I will miss
the ability to inform my constituents
of meetings that I want to hold with
them. I will do the best I can with the
media notices that the existing media
allows me. This allows us to answer
letters sent to us by constituents. But
it is a small price to pay for our ability
to direct some much needed funds to
people who are hurting in a way that
most of us cannot imagine.

So I again thank the Senator from
California, and am proud to be a co-
sponsor of this bill.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
minority leader is recognized.

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, last night
President Bush sounded the alarm for
America fed up with drugs and crime,
I think he provided the leadership we
need to galvanize the Nation and take
on one of the toughest foes we have
ever encountered.

It is time to get tough, to stay tough,
and to win. We seem to declare war on
a lot of different things around here.
Sometimes we succeed; more often we
do not.

Last night, before the President
spoke there were critics wringing their
hands and saying:

We can’t pay for it. We can’t cut spending
anymore. We have to raise taxes.
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I do not believe I have heard any
outery from the American people that
we ought to raise taxes even though
they know how important this issue is.

What Senator WiLsoN has given us
is an opportunity to help those of us
in Congrerss fund the war on drugs.
This is an opportunity less than 24
hours after the President unveiled his
plan where we can all sign up. We can
all enlist in this war on drugs and say,
“OK, we are willing to make a sacri-
fice.”

The Senator from Indiana pointed
out that it can be very helpful to have
surveys and constituents, and some-
times it is very helpful to mail out
70,000 post cards saying you are going
to be in a certain spot in our own State
on a certain day at a certain time, and
tell constituents that if they want to
drop in, they are welcome. It is also a
good way to get your name in every
household at the taxpayers’ expense.

We have a chance to help fund the
President’s war on drugs right now,
right out of the chute, right on day
one. To those who are screaming for
funding—here is an opportunity. It is
only $45 million. But we can find $45
million here and there. I bet we can
take a look at executive consultants. I
know the distinguished Senator from
Arkansas Senator PryYorR has been
doing that. I bet we could look at exec-
utive travel and find another $45 mil-
lion, $50 million or more. That is just
the beginning. This is an opportunity
for those of us in Congress to make a
contribution to the war on drugs.

These funds will come from our
budget, out of our pockets for a
change. Instead of adding to the con-
gressional purse, we are going to take
a little away.

I do not want to go back and tell
people in Kansas:

I do not want to give up the franking
privilege even though you do not want that
mail, because I want to raise your taxes. If I
raise your taxes, then I can keep sending
out all this mail. We cannot cut anything in
Congress, especially in our own Senate
budget.

The House and the Senate have
been overdosing our constituents with
junk mail for years. It is time for some
withdrawal and treatment. It is time
to tell our constituents that the war
on drugs is more important than our
war on their mailboxes.

It is the best recycling program I can
think of—turning congressional junk
mail into our fight against junk in our
streets and schools.

So again, I commend Senator
WiLson for his initiative, his common
sense, his compassion. His proposal is
a signal to the American people that
we are not going to be hypocrites on
the drug issue.

If the critics want a downpayment
on the war on drugs, vote for this
amendment. It is only $45 million, but
that is a start. We only need to find
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$740 million more. I doubt that
anyone will write in and complain if
they do not get our newsletter. Maybe
when the war on drugs has ended, we
can reinstitute unsolicited mailing
privileges.

As the Senator from California has
pointed out, we take care of direct re-
sponses to constituents, letters to con-
gressional colleagues, Federal, State,
and local government officials, and
press releases. So there is still plenty
of opportunity for all of us to keep in
touch with our constituents. These ex-
ceptions are provided to ensure the
constituent concerns may be directly
addressed, and I think they obviate
the need for the town meeting notices
and some of the other things.

The real question is about priorities.
Are newsletters and notices for town
meetings as important as what the
President outlined last night in the
war on drugs?

I have heard a number of speeches
over the year, a number in the past
few weeks, some today, saying over
and over that we have to find the
money. This is an opportunity to indi-
cate to our constituents in a bipartisan
way that certainly we are willing to
cut our budget if it is going to make a
difference. If we are not willing to cut
our budget, why should we ask any
other agency in the Government to
cut theirs? And, believe me, this is not
the end of it. There may be other
places in our budget where we can find
additional savings.

It seems to me that we have to set
an example. We are the elected repre-
sentatives. We cannot have it both
ways. The war on drugs should not
become an excuse for raising taxes. I
know the media likes to talk about it.
They just cannot have a press confer-
ence and say, do you not have to raise
taxes? They have a fix on raising
taxes. I suggested several months ago
maybe there ought to be a special
media tax. Maybe we ought to give the
media a tax increase. They talk about
it all the time. Nobody talks about it
in my district. They do not want a tax
increase. They have had enough taxes,
and they know that Congress does
when they raise taxes. They spend it
for something else.

So the President is right. He does
have strong bipartisan support and
has had strong bipartisan support. I
think it is a compliment to Congress
that the President said last night the
basic drug laws are on the books. They
have been put on the books by Demo-
crats and Republicans in the Senate
and the House working together.
What we need to do now is to fund
those basic laws. Oh, there will be
some minor changes, and there should
be. I certainly commend the distin-
guished Senator from California, and 1
hope that his amendment will be ac-
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cepted, and if not, that it will be
adopted on a rollcall vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there further discussion? The Senator
from Connecticut.

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I want to
commend our distinguished colleague
from Nevada for his handling of this
legislation before us and his colleague
from Oklahoma, Senator NICKLES, as
well. I understand that most of the
items here have been resolved, and we
have a few amendments to be debated
over the next several days regarding
this bill, but a good many of them
have been resolved. This is one that
obviously has not, the question of
dealing with the mass mailings that go
out.

My intention would be to support
some amendment that would reduce
that because, frankly, aside from
wherever the money may end up
going, I think it is a mistake. It has
been abused in the past. Aside from
where the resources are allocated, I
think the issue stands on its own
merits. I will support some amend-
ment—I presume that there may be al-
ternatives offered, but at some point
we will have an opportunity to vote on
language that would reduce the prolif-
eration of these mass mailings.

I would take advantage of this op-
portunity to comment, Mr. President,
on the President's proposal last
evening regarding the, once again, dec-
laration of war on drugs. This is the
sixth time in the last 20 years we have
declared war on drugs, third time in
the last decade. It is beginning to lose
its sting, I suggest, a bit. You can only
declare war so many times, I suppose,
before people wonder whether or not
we are serious about it.

I guess since the fall months have
arrived again, the brisk days of Sep-
tember and October upon us, it must
be that time of year again to declare
war on drugs in this country.

I commend the President, Mr. Presi-
dent, for focusing much attention;
clearly, the American public wants
this issue addressed. The President is
right in his statement that drug deal-
ing and drug use are intolerable.
There is no disagreement over that.
We all know that this plague is wreck-
ing families in this country, destroying
neighborhoods and robbing children
of their health and safety and future.
That is not debatable. We all agree on
that. I say, as well, that the President
is correct when he says that the war
against drugs must be fought on all
fronts. We all agree on that. The
strongest part of the President’s pro-
gram is his emphasis on coordination
of Federal resources.

Now, Mr. President, there are now
some 36 Federal agencies involved in
one way or another in the war on
drugs. There are tremendous duplica-
tion of resources and wasteful turf
battles when you have drug enforce-
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ment agents arresting FBI agents and
FBI agents arresting drug enforce-
ment agents, and one agency confis-
cating planes that belong to another
agency.

As I said a while ago, it is sort of a
keystone cop program in many ways.
The coordination of the agencies, if
the President did not do anything else,
would be a major step in the right di-
rection. Coordination of these agen-
cies’ efforts is essential and is precisely
why Congress created the position of
the Federal drug czar.

What the President must do, in my
view, is give Bill Bennett the tools and
authority to organize and coordinate
this war. Mr. President, I am not con-
vinced that the program enunciated
by the President last evening does
that. As you know, there is nothing
new in a President declaring war on
drugs. As I mentioned, it happened six
times since the Kennedy administra-
tion, three times in the last 8 or 9
years. Declarations, Mr. President, do
not win wars. Resources, materials,
and actual commitment do. The Presi-
dent has declared this war, and I com-
mend him for that. But if he does not
provide the weapons to win it, then
the declaration is meaningless.

There are two ways to attack the
drug epidemic: as a problem, a tragedy
in and of itself with its law enforce-
ment treatment and prevention com-
ponents, or as a symptom of larger so-
cietal problems. The President falls
short, I suggest, on the first score, pro-
viding inadequate resources to prevent
and treat drug use and punish drug
criminals, with too few drug educators,
too few beds and treatment facilities,
too few prosecutors and judges, and
far too few prison cells.

On the second point, the President
regrettably is completely silent, with-
out even a nod toward the context of
this terrible problem. Let me take
these one at a time very briefly.

First, the resources are inadequate.
Carefully thought out Federal pro-
grams are already in place to wage this
war. In 1986 and 1988, the omnibus
drug bills, we saw the problem in
terms of funding, and yet, today, Mr.
President, the problem is that we have
not fully funded what has already
been on the books. We are spending
now $1.7 billion less than is authorized
in current law.

The President said last evening, in
addition to new resources, we are
going to appropriate every nickel that
has been authorized in this battle. For
the last year or so we have found the
authorization levels for this war on
drugs at one level and the appropria-
tion almost $2 billion less than what
this Congress and the previous Presi-
dent called for. If you are going to
wage war, you are going to have to do
it with all the resources available.
When you do not even appropriate the
funds that have been authorized and
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declare war again, one has to question
whether or not you are serious about
all of this.

Mr. NICKLES. Will the Senator
yield?

Mr. DODD. After I finish the state-
ment, I will be happy to yield.

We are spending $1.7 billion less in
the current law. The President’s new
outlay—listen to this staggering sum—
is $715 million, which would not even
close half the current gap.

Let me put $715 million into context.
There are three major drug kingpins
operating in Colombia. The net worth
of each one of those kingpins exceeds
what the President is going to wage
war with on this battle against drug
abuse in this country. The average net
worth of those three kingpins is in
excess of $2 billion per leader, not to
mention their underlings and others.
They are accumulating vast fortunes.

We are going to wage war with an
additional new $715 million? Who is
kidding whom? When we start talking
about this great war and battle, we
need full funding, Mr. President, of
these prevention and enforcement pro-
grams. Strategy outlined last evening
also continues, in my view, a very
wrong-headed emphasis on the supply
side of the drug equation, ignoring ex-
perts who tell us to focus on the
demand side. Some 70 percent of the
resources in President Bush's program
are devoted to cutting supply, and
only 30 percent would go to treat
those who use drugs or prevent their
use before it starts. And those demand
side funds would just barely restore
the funds cut during the Reagan
years, I might add, producing roughly
the same level of inflation-adjusted
spending as existed in 1980. As it is
now, only 15 percent of serious drug
users get the treatment that they
need. Mr. President, that is simply in-
adequate.

Let me put it in more concrete terms
for you. I listened to Senator Coars
from Indiana talk about the innocents,
the truly innocents, being affected by
this problem. There are an estimated
400,000 pregnant women in this coun-
try whose babies are exposed to drugs.
It is estimated that to treat those
women and their innocent infants
would require $1.8 billion in funding.
Mr. President, that is more than twice
the total spending under the Presi-
dent’s program for all forms of treat-
ment for all categories of users.

It is just that one problem cannot
even be met halfway with the re-
sources that we are talking about in
terms of this war on drugs.

Mr. President, we need treatment on
demand for all serious drug users,
starting with pregnant women and ju-
venile offenders, and that ought not to
be a debate. These people are the in-
nocent victims of this problem and
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they need to be given the proper kind
of care and treatment they deserve.

From a broader perspective of
course, this program just tragically
misses the point. It treats drug use as
discrete sociological phenomenon and
argues, essentially, that if we make
drugs hard enough to come by people
will stop using them.

That may be true in some cases, but
I believe as a general proposition it is
nonsense. If drugs are harder to get,
they will become more expensive, and
the plague of crime and fear that
feeds the drug epidemic will only
spread. Drugs are never the first
choice; they are the last resort from
failed expectations and broken dreams
in too many cases.

We need an approach to the drug
problem that understands its roots. In
too many cases we need to target ef-
forts particularly to our inner cities.
This is not a popular constituency. Un-
fortunately, too few of them vote. We
are not considering debating these
questions. If you want to get at this
problem you are going to have to rec-
ognize that the lost expectations the
frustrations that are felt by millions
of Americans in the ghettos of this
country are manifested in drug use
and addiction to narcotics.

Until you really begin to deal with
some of those underlying problems,
you are only going to casually deal
with this plague on our society.

Until we give those in our inner
cities something to live for, some hope
for a job, a decent place to live, some
hope of a sane or healthy environ-
ment, some chance for a stable family
structure, they will continue to squan-
der their days and their lives in a drug
induced stupor. And the crime that
supports their drug habits will esca-
late and the fear and trepidation so
many Americans have today as a
result of this scourge on our society
will only grow.

While I commend the President for
focusing attention, I commend the
President for calling for a coordina-
tion of the resources that are needed,
and so forth, in this area, I must say
that tragically in terms of the tools
the kind of resources and the focus of
the symptom that drug abuse is in
terms of other problems that our soci-
ety faces the President’s program
comes far short.

Having said that, we have before us,
of course, an amendment that is going
to solve all that because we are going
to cut out newsletters and fund the
war on narcotics and drugs. Let us not
have any illusions about this.

I said at the outset I think there is a
good case to be made for streamlining
or cutting back or doing away with, if
you will, of some of the mass mailings.
They cost an awful lot of money.

Do not have any illusions about if
you stop sending newsletters you are
not going to stop the war on drugs. We
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ought not to be kidding ourselves that
that is going to be the case.

We have to decide whether or not
you really want to be effective in this
contest, whether you really want to
wage war, whether we are going to go
through this process year in and year
out and as the fall months arrive
engage in the rhetorical declarations
of war. I am beginning to think the
enemy is not going to take us serious-
ly.

I mentioned the worth individually
of some of the individuals involved
with these cartels. To cite statistics for
the Medellin and cartel, they made an
offer to the Colombian government to
retire their external debts. The drug
cartel in Colombia is the single high-
est provider of scholarships in that
country. That is provided by drug car-
tels. The single largest builder of
public housing are drug cartels in that
country. The are worth hundreds of
billions of dollars. With the $2.2 bil-
lion we will not even appropriate the
money we authorized last year in this
great war, this great crusade is a joke.

The American people, I suspect, are
going to discover that all too quickly
and the law enforcement officials and
prosecutors and judges are on the
streets and in the trenches every
single day. We are not giving anybody
the resources. Those who work in the
treatment and the education field are
just not getting the kind of equipment
necessary to even make any kind of
headway in this contest, in this war.

So I would say the amendment is
maybe fine, but let us not delude our-
selves. You are going to even afford a
day’s worth of rations in this war
against drugs with the money that we
save with this amendment.

Mr. President, I saw my colleague
from Oklahoma.

I yield the floor at this point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.

KERrRREY). The Senator from Oklaho-
ma.
Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the comments made by my
friend and colleague, Senator Dobp,
from Connecticut.

I would like to point out that Con-
gress appropriates the money.

I heard a lot of people talking about
the war on drugs, saying the President
did not do enough; we have not spent
enough money. But it is Congress that
is spending the money. We have the
Appropriations Committees and Con-
gress. Really, if that is the sentiment
of most of the Members of the body,
Congress has not collectively spent
enough money. That is not the Presi-
dent’s responsibility.

He has submitted budgets. He has
called for full funding of the drug
package that passed a year or so ago.
Congress has not funded it.

We authorize a lot of money around
this place that we do not spend. We do
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it every year in most appropriations
bills.

The Senator from California is
trying to reallocate, trying to set a dif-
ferent priority. Instead of mass mail-
ings let us put some of the money to
help victims of drug abuse.

I think it is a good amendment. I
want to compliment him because Sen-
ator WiLsoN has been a leader in the
Senate trying to curtail mass mailing,
congressional abuse of the frank.

I compliment him. It is not the first
time he has been on the floor doing it.
He was involved earlier this year when
there was a move to change the
Senate rules. We had restrictive rules
in the Senate on mass mailings and
those rules were changed.

We fought those rules and I fought
with the Senator from California. We
were unsuccessful by maybe one or
two votes.

So instead of reforming and curtail-
ing congressional mail costs, we actual-
ly expanded it in the Senate. We made
it as bad as in the House. Two evils
make a right. Maybe it makes it easier
to negotiate, I do not know, but we ac-
tually expanded mail privilege and
mail expense earlier this year.

Senator WiLsoN is trying to change
that.

I compliment Senator Rem. We
made a lot of reforms in the bill that I
hope we will pass in the near future.
We made significant reforms. We re-
duced the amount from 6 to 1. We put
individual itemized accounts for both
the House and Senate and Members of
the House and Senate.

‘We made it if it goes above that
amount, it is going to come out of my
personal account.

We did not have that in the past.

Those are good things. We said you
cannot make use of the frank within
60 days of election. That is a positive
thing. We have several good provisions
in our bill.

Senator WiLson wants to go further.
He said we want to eliminate unsolic-
ited use of mass mailings, unsolicited
mass mailings. He did not say you
could not respond to constituents or
mail letters or news releases, and so
on. But you could not have a mass
mailing to every constituent in your
district or State.

He is going further than what the
committee did. I compliment him for
it.

This is not a new subject for Senator
WiLsoN. He worked hard on this issue
for several years. I compliment him
for it and compliment him for saying
where the money should go, where we
take the saving, instead of having it in
the legislative account where we spend
it on other legislatives uses. He said
use it for the war to combat drugs. It
is a small step, $45 million, it is a step
toward the $700 million spending that
the President called for last night. It is
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a significant step. It is a small appro-

priation bill. We are going to have 12
other appropriations bills, and I am
sure we can find an additional amount
in those bills, larger appropriations
bills, where we can actually enact the
President’s program calling for in-
creased spending but not increasing
taxes but actually reducing spending
on items of less priority.

So I compliment the Senator from
California.

I understand the Senator from
Alaska has an amendment. I would en-
courage him to bring it forth at this
{:)hﬂ];e S0 We can wrap up passage of this

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Alaska.

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I join
in commending the Senator from Cali-
fornia in seeking to allocate money to
the model projects program for preg-
nant and post partum women and
their infants.

I want to say that the amendment
ingnores the facts regarding the cost
of congressional mail. The Senator
from California comes from a State
that has an abundance of interest
group computers. His constituents can
sign up and become a member of the
Sierra Club, and the Sierra Club will
send a letter to those constituents of
the Senator from California express-
ing points of view. The Senator from
California answers the resulting mail
on his computers.

If he answers it in direct mail
through his office it costs about $1 an
answer. He has 20 million people there
in that State. I happen to be a former
Californian, so I think I know a little
bit about California. He has more than
20 million now. How many do you
have now?

Mr. WILSON. Twenty-eight million.

Mr. STEVENS. Twenty-eight mil-
lion. They added a few when I left.

Let me say to the Senate in all seri-
ousness that I represent a State where
a great number of people have no
daily newspapers. They get their news
by radio once in a while about what is
going on in the Nation's Capital.

Beyond that, the problem with this
is that the mail the Senator from Cali-
fornia uses to answer his unsolicited
mail is costing the Senate about $1, as
I said, a letter. When we send out a
postal patron newsletter to people who
have no other source of information
on what is going on in the Nation’s
Capital, it costs us 13 cents.

It is prepared automatically. It is
mailed automatically. It does not use
stenographers. It is Zip Code ad-
dressed and therefore it is 13-cent
mail.

The Senator’s amendment would say
we cannot send out unsolicited mail. I
can show the Senate where if I have a
small town in Alaska that I know has
got a single issue it is really interested
in, the oil spill right now for exam-
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ple—I have sent several reports to
those small communities on what was
going on in Washington to see what
was happening in this massive disaster
that hit my State.

Mr. President, people who have an
interest in issues here ought to be no-
tified by their Representatives and
their Senators before they have to
write and ask, “What is the status of
legislation that affects me? What are
you doing, Mr. Senator, about the
great oil spill that just hit our State?”

‘We moved in with unsolicited new-
letters, specifically targeted issues
that we knew would concern these
people, and we were able to calm some
of thier fears by the use of the kind of
mail the amendment of the Senator
from California would absolutely
forbid.

Now I understand the target of the
money and I will be happy to find
other sources of money for that pur-
pose. But my point is in heavily popu-
lated areas of this country in answer-
ing mail that comes to a Senator's
office, they spend a lot more in re-
sponding to that mail, generated by
public interest groups, than those of
us who represent small population
States do in notifying our people on
what is going on, keeping them in-
formed, keeping them in touch with
their Government in isolated places
throughout this country.

The amendment of the Senator from
California is not good for States that
have small populations. It is not good
for the areas that have no daily news-
papers. It is not good for those people
who live in small villages such as exist
in my State which get 15 minutes of
daily television news subsidized by the
State government. The State pays for
the transmission time on the satellites
to get that news to them.

The precedent that the Senator
from California would set would be
that taxpayers should not pay for that
kind of distribution of news to an area
that has no infrastruture that would
support it otherwise.

I understand full well the concepts
that are involved. I tell the Senate
that this is wrong. This is a Nation
that has been kept together by com-
munication. You might as well say,
“Let’s do away with the postage stamp
rate because California can mail a lot
more mail than Alaskans can.” Maybe,
because Alaskans generate mail that is
higher cost for the system, we ought
to pay more. But communication kept
us together as a Nation over these 200-
plus years. I think that correspond-
ence from the people who have been
sent here from a long distance, such as
this Senator, keeps my people involved
in this Nation, keeps him informed of
what we are doing to try to meet their
needs, keeps them informed some-
times of things we could not do to
meet their needs.
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I think this amendment is wrong. It
is touched with so much goodness that
it is going to be hard to defeat. But if
there is only one vote against it, this
Senator will vote against it, because it
is wrong in principal. In my judgment,
this amendment does not stand on its
merits.

This Senator has waged a battle
with the House of Representatives
over trying to control the spending for
newsletters. This year, through the
action of the two managers of this bill,
once again they have devised another
means to try and limit the expenditure
of money under the frank. I commend
them. I think it is an excellent bill, an
excellent approach. I wish them suc-
cess as they go to conference with the
Members of the House, because I
know how much success we have had
in the past. I know, despite the limita-
tions that were put in the bill last
year, once again the amount of money
that has been spent by the Congress
exceeds the allocation for the franking
privilege. There ought to be something
different. There ought to be some dif-
ferent way to handle this money.

In the Rules Committee, I have sug-
gested now twice that we allocate
money the way we do our telephones.
If any Senator does not want to spend
his telephone allowance, he does not
have to spend it. He can turn it back
to the Treasury. And I know a lot of
people that do that every year. They
do not use that money.

We use it and more. In my State I
add to it in moneys I raise for my cam-
paign years before I am up for reelec-
tion. I spend the money to keep my
people informed because it is not
enough money to begin with, nor is
this money enough to begin with. We
have sent out additional mailings al-
ready this year paid for out of cam-
paign accounts and it is official busi-
ness mail because of the limitations we
have already imposed on ourselves.

But, in terms of this bill, it assumes
that there are other means of obtain-
ing news of what is going on in Wash-
ington than to receive it from your
Senator or your Representative that
you have voted for to come to Wash-
ington and represent you as an Ameri-
can. I think the assumption is false. It
cannot be upheld. And I do not think
legislation like this should be adopted
by the U.S. Senate.

Again I say I may be one person
standing here saying, “Let’s approach
this issue rationally. Give the money
to each Senator, as we do transporta-
tion costs, as we do telephone allow-
ances, and say, ‘Here is the money
that you can spend to communicate
with your constituents.’"”

Mail ought to be treated the same
way. If it is time to do away with the
franking privilege, I am more than
willing to do that, so long as we have a
source of funding to communicate
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with our constituents that does not
force them first to write and say,
“What are you doing down there? You
have not told us what you are doing.
What are you doing?” Then if they do
that, we can write back and say, “By
the way, this is what I was doing but I
couldn’t tell you because we are not al-
lowed to send you a letter unless you
write first.”

Well, my people send me down here
to represent them. And when I have
done something or don’t do something,
I like to tell them. I think they de-
serve that knowledge. They deserve
that information. And this amend-
ment would take it away from them
and I oppose it.

I do not think we have had a chance
yet to discuss this in full in the Rules
Committee, in terms of the new type
of funding I am suggesting. When the
proper time comes I will provide the
Senate with an opportunity to fund
each Senator with an amount of
money that that Senator may use to
buy stamps, and do away with the
franking privilege, if it has raised such
a problem. However, it would cost the
taxpayers more money.

As I say today, with proper use of
the frank and proper use of a postal
patron type delivery and a message to
an area that is concerned with a par-
ticular subject, we can save the tax-
payers money by sending to those
people in a particular category the in-
formation they need.

I really believe we ought to ap-
proach this thing from the point of
view of not spending the money if we
do not have to. But I also think we
ought to approach it from the basis of
how does a person out in the hinter-
lands of the United States get infor-
mation about what is going on in
Washington.

My people just want some informa-
tion and this amendment of the Sena-
tor from California would take it away
from them.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from California.

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I thank
the Senator from Alaska for his kind
words. As I listened to him, it occurred
to me that perhaps some of those
folks who have traveled to those
remote locales where they are afflict-
ed with only 15 minutes a day of tele-
vision have done so by choice so that
they would not hear from people here
in Washington.

But, as a matter of fact, I think
some of the remarks he made, tongue
in cheek, with respect to California,
miss the basic point of this whole ar-
gument. I do not think that the prob-
lem is the franking privilege. I think it
is the abuse of the franking privilege.
But that is not the point of this. What
we are talking about was what he al-
luded to when he made the comment
about sex appeal. The sex appeal, as
he terms it, of this issue is that there
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is a tragedy unfolding in this country

because we have neglected to deal with

the problem of substance abuse by

pregnant women. That is what we are
about.

Yes, it is true that I, personally, do
not feel that there is anything remote-
ly like the value for the taxpayer and
the citizen from the receipt of newslet-
ters that there will be from our
making some beginning upon this
tragedy.

What is wrong with California, to
use my friend's phrase, will very soon
be wrong with Alaska. And it will not
be a lack of information from elected
officials. It will be the fact that his
constituents, as have too many of
mine, have succumbed to the tempta-
tion to use drugs and that as a result,
totally innocent victims, those to
whom they give birth, are abused by
substance abuse during pregnancy.
That is what this amendment is all
about. Let us not make any mistake.

My point is not to deprive the Sena-
tor's constituents from hearing from
him. I will even resist the straight line
that that debate affords. Because this
is not a very funny subject. It is, un-
happily, incredible in its dimensions,
and it has mushroomed. Anybody who
has spent time in any of those neona-
tal wards finds little to be cheered by
and, as a result of that, we need to
make this beginning.

I want to say a word in response to
the very generous remarks of my
friend from Oklahoma. He is more
than generous. In fact, it was through
his leadership that we focused upon
the fact that the Post Office simply
runs a tap for the Congress and does
not worry, in particular, about when
we will get around to paying. As
though we were, somehow, members
of a happy and exclusive club with in-
finite credit. But, as a matter of fact,
it costs the taxpayers. The Senator fo-
cused on that issue with an absolutely
gem-cutting brilliance some years
back.

He has been my partner in this
effort and he has been a great leader
in terms of attempting to reform the
abuse of the franking privilege. My
colleague, the distinguished Republi-
can leader who was also most gener-
ous, I think has put things with char-
acteristic clarity and force. The choice
we are facing is newsletters or dealing
with the problem of crack babies. It is
that simple.

Mr. President, I ask Senator DECon-
ciNi be added as a cosponsor to the
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. WILSON. I do not think we
need to take more time. I think it is
important, given the history of efforts
to reform the use of the frank for con-
gressional newsletters, that we send a
very loud, clear message to the House
because the House has been guilty of
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an abuse that far exceeds anything

that this house has done.

For that reason I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there a sufficient second?

There is a sufficient second.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Nevada.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this
amendment presents some problems.
For example, what is Senator HAR-
KIN's subcommittee to do? Separate
and apart from that, I think this
amendment will strengthen Senator
NickrLEs' hand and my hand during
the conference with the House. Be-
cause of that, I am prepared to accept
it on behalf of the majority.

Mr. NICKLES. Vote.

Mr. REID. We are prepared to vote.

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak for 5 min-
utes as in morning business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Illinois is recog-
nized.

Mr. SIMON. I thank the Chair.

(The remarks of Mr. SimoN pertain-
ing to the introduction of S. 1582 are
located in today’s ReEcorp under
“Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.”)

Mr. SIMON. If no one seeks the
floor, Mr. President, I question the
presence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Simmon). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
that the amendment now before the
body be set aside temporarily.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

AMENDMENTS NOS. 698 AND 700

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send two
noncontroversial amendments to the
desk and ask that they be considered
en bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered. The
clerk will report.
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The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REip] pro-
poses amendments numbered 699 and 700.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that further read-
ing of the amendments be dispensed
with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

The amendments are as follows:

On page 13, after line 17, insert the fol-
1

owing:

Sec. 12. (a) There is established in the
Treasury of the United States a revolving
fund within the contingent fund of the
Senate to be known as the “Senate Office of
Public Records Revolving Fund” (hereafter
mls section referred to as the “revolving

).

(b) All moneys received on and after Octo-
ber 1, 1989, by the Senate Office of Public
Records from fees and other charges for
services shall be deposited to the credit of
the revolving fund. Moneys in the revolving
fund shall be available without fiscal year
limitation for disbursement by the Secre-
tary of the Senate for use in connection
with the operation of the Senate Office of
Public Records, including supplies, equip-
ment, and other expenses.

(c) Disbursements from the revolving fund
shall be made upon vouchers approved by
the Secretary of the Senate.

(d) The Secretary of the Senate is author-
ized to prescribe such regulations as may be
necessary to carry out the provisions of this
section.

(e) To provide capital for the revolving
fund, the Secretary of the Senate is author-
ized to transfer, from moneys appropriated
for fiscal year 1980 to the account “Miscel-
laneous Items” in the contingent fund of
the Senate, to the revolving fund such sum
as he may determine necessary, not to
exceed $30,000.

AmeENDMENT No. 700

At the appropriate place in the bill, insert
the following new section:

Sec. . There shall be available to meet
any unpaid expenses incurred by any duly
authorized individual, prior to the first day
of the 101st Congress, under authority of
section 31a-1 of title 2, United States Code,
(1) any unexpended and unobligated funds
appropriated for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 1988, which were available to
such individual as an expense allowance
under section 31a-1 or section 31a-3 of such
title, plus (2) in case such individual was au-
thorized to incur expenses under authority
of section 31a-1 of such title 2 on the last
day of the 100th Congress but was not au-
thorized to incur expenses under such au-
thority on the first day of the 101st Con-
gress, 25 percent of the funds appropriated
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
1989, under authority of section 31a-2 and
section 31a-3 of such title 2.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, as to the
first amendment, the Office of Public
Records currently charges fees for the
reproduction of reports required by
law to be filed with this Office. Cur-
rently, these funds are returned to the
U.S. Treasury. By establishing the
Office of Public Records revolving
fund, these funds will remain available
to this Office to offset the cost of pro-
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viding reproductions of reports on file
with this Office.

The second amendment simply
makes unobligated fiscal 1988 and
1989 funds in leadership offices avail-
able for obligations incurred in prior
fiscal years. It has no budgetary
impact whatsoever.

I know of no objection to these
amendments. I urge that they be
adopted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there objection or any further discus-
sion. If not, the question is on agree-
ing to the amendments.

The amendments (Nos. 699 and 700)
were agreed to.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to
reconsider the vote by which the
amendments were agreed to.

I move to lay that motion on the
table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, I
rise in support of the legislative
branch appropriations bill for fiscal
year 1990, H.R. 3014.

The bill as reported provides $2 bil-
lion in new budget authority and $1.9
billion in outlays for the Congress and
other legislative branch agencies, in-
cluding the Library of Congress, the
Government Accounting Office, and
the Government Printing Office,
among others.

I want to commend the distin-
guished chairman and ranking
member of the Legislative Branch
Subcommittee for producing a bill
that is within their 302(b) allocation.

I would also like to urge my col-
league not to offer amendments which
would increase outlays, since the sub-
committee is basically at their outlay
allocation.

I do have one concern relating to
this bill. As the chairman and ranking
member know, I have been concerned
about the role that GAO seems to be
taking lately. I have expressed my con-
cerns to the Governmental Affairs
Committee, the Legislative Branch
Subcommittee, and I am again ex-
pressing my concerns now to the
entire Senate.

Over my 16 years in the U.S. Senate,
I have come to respect and depend
upon much of the work of the GAO.
Recent actions by the GAO, however,
have made me question whether GAO
has maintained that role as a nonpar-
tisan, technical agency.

During debate on the financial insti-
tutions reform conference report, the
distinguished majority leader quoted a
letter from the Comptroller General
regarding his views on the on-budget
versus off-budget financing issue.

I do not know how GAO can advo-
cate on-budget status for this legisla-
tion, when, last summer during Postal
Service legislation, it advocated off-
budget status for that agency. I would
expect GAO to be consistent, at least,

19603

in its views on the structure of the
Federal budget.

I am concerned that GAO has
stepped over the line from being a
technical expert to acting in a more
political manner, and I believe that is
contrary to the mission of the agency.

During subcommittee hearings,
there were a few questions to GAO,
which I had asked to be answered for
the record. So far, I have not gotten
any responses. Therefore, I would like
to submit these questions for the
record again.

First. In fiscal year 1987, the GAO
requested and received a funding in-
crease to hire more personnel to per-
form the tasks required under
Gramm-Rudman  Holdings. Even
though GAO no longer plays a major
role in the sequestration process, fund-
ing levels for the agency were never
reduced. Can GAO tell me for what
purposes this money was reallocated?

Second. In April of this year, GAO
published their annual report, as re-
quired by Congress. I would like to
know how much it cost to publish this
report, and how the cost compares
with similar reports published by
other Federal agencies?

Third. I understand that GAO is
currently not audited by an outside
agency, and that GAO was trying to
arrange for an audit by one of the in-
spectors general from another Federal
agency. Has anything been scheduled
yet?

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I rise
today in support of the fiscal year
1990 legislative branch appropriations.
I am especially pleased that through
this measure, the Senate is taking
steps to provide access for individuals
with disabilities. I want to thank the
chairman of the Legislative Branch
Appropriations Subcommittee for his
sensitivity and commitment to improv-
ing opportunities within these walls
for individuals with disabilities.

First, this legislation provides the re-
sources necessary to implement Senate
Resolution 13 which the Senate passed
in June. Senate Resolution 13 calls for
the close captioning of the Senate’s
televised floor proceedings. As you
know, the Senate’s floor proceedings
have been televised since 1986. At that
time, we decided that it is important
that we be accountable to our con-
stituents and that they have the op-
portunity to partake in the legislative
process via television. I am pleased
that the Senate has recognized that
deaf and hard of hearing Americans
be afforded the same opportunity. Not
only will the implementation of this
resolution bring the Senate floor pro-
ceedings into the homes of millions of
deaf and hearing-impaired Americans,
but it will allow also deaf and hearing-
impaired Senate staffers the opportu-
nity to more closely follow floor de-
bates.
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Second, the legislative branch appro-
priations bill also requires the Senate
to hire one certified sign language in-
terpreter and to provide funds to hire
outside interpreters when needed. It is
my understanding that the Senate'’s
interpreter will be available to Mem-
ber’s offices for meeting with deaf con-
stituents as well as to provide services
to deaf Senate staffers so they can
fully participate in staff meetings and
other activities required by their jobs.

Mr. President, providing these serv-
ices, captioned Senate proceedings,
and interpreter services, can mean the
difference between career develop-
ment and career stagnation. As chair-
man of the Subcommittee on the
Handicapped, I want to thank my col-
leagues for their support of these
measures.

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, I have
offered amendments to the previous
appropriations bills to cap each de-
partment’s consultant spending. The
Congress and the legislative support
agencies such as the General Account-
ing Office [GAO] and the Office of
Technology Assessment [OTA] are not
required by section 1114 of title 31 to
report their request for consultant
spending. Therefore, I will not be of-
fering an amendment to cap the con-
sultant spending of the Congress be-
cause there is no budget request on
which to focus.

However, I do think it is important
to have our own house in order. I want
to urge the Senate Rules Committee
and the Committee on House Adminis-
tration to review the way in which
Congress uses consultants and ensure
that there are thorough guidelines
and oversight in this issue. I would
also ask that these committees consid-
er whether requiring Congress to
submit a budget request for consulting
services would be appropriate.

Mr. President, I also want to take
this opportunity to focus attention not
only on the way Congress uses consult-
ant services, but the way in which
GAO uses consultants. GAO, Con-
gress' investigatory arm, relies very
heavily on consultants and contractors
for a variety of services. I understand
GAO’s need to have access to experts
with specialized expertise as it has to
carry out a governmentwide oversight
mission. However, it is my understand-
ing that GAO is considering using con-
sultants to assist them in performing
audits and reviews of executive branch
programs. This would cause me a deal
of concern. Congress has to be able to
rely on GAO for unbiased assessments
of Government programs. Whenever
the Government turns sensitive tasks
over to private contractors, questions
regarding the appropriate delegation
and potential conflicts of interest
always come up.

I am a great supporter of GAO and
its work. However, I urge them to
move cautiously toward any expansion

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

in the use of contractors or consult-
ants to carry out actual program work.
AMENDMENT NO. 701

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I send an
amendment to the desk and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. REip] pro-
poses an amendment numbered 701.

At the end of the bill, add the following
new section:

GENERAL PROVISIONS AMENDMENT

Sec. . For payment to Alison Leland,
widow of Mickey Leland, late a Representa-
tive from the State of Texas, $89,500. For
payment to Shelia A. Smith, widow of
Larkin Smith, late a Representative from
the State of Mississippi, $89,500.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, this
amendment is also one that is not con-
troversial. It adds the funds necessary
for payment of survivor benefits to
the widows of Representative MICKEY
Leranp and Representative LARKIN
SmiTH, both of whom were victims of
air crashes during the August recess.

This is a mandatory act, and so the
addition of these funds has no impact
on our 302(b) ceiling. I know of no ob-
jection to this amendment and ask
that the amendment be adopted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Nevada.

The amendment (No. 701)
agreed to.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to
reconsider the vote by which the
amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move to lay that
motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the commit-
tee amendments and the Wilson
amendments be set aside.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
KEerreY). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. HUMPHREY addressed the
Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from New Hampshire.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
have three amendments to offer which
I understand are acceptable to the
managers on both sides. Before I do
that, I want to commend our colleague
from California, Mr. WiLson, for the
outstanding amendment which he has
offered the Senate and on which we
will be voting I trust soon.

Mr. President, I suppose it is easier
for me and for that matter Senator
WiLsoN to be critical of the franking
issue, the use of the frank, the abuse
of the frank because neither he nor I
are running for election. We are both
leaving the Senate. So it is a lot easier
for us to address the franking privi-
lege.

was
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Before anyone accuses me of hypoc-
risy, I want to acknowledge that, like I
suppose virtually everyone in this
Chamber, I have overly used the frank
from time to time, and to be even
more honest I have abused the frank.
And if there is a Senator in this Cham-
ber who has not I would like to nomi-
nate that Senator for sainthood be-
cause he or she is a noble Senator
indeed.

The fact of the matter is the frank is
grossly overly used, and frankly it is
abused. Let us face it. It is one of the
prerogatives Members of Congress use
to get reelected. It is one of the rea-
sons why the reelection rate in the
House of Representatives, for exam-
ple, for those who seek reelection is
98.5 percent. At least it was in the last
election. That is outrageous.

We used to hear about the imperial
Presidency. Now it is imperial Con-
gress, or if you will the invisible Con-
gress, the unconquerable Congress.
One of the reasons we have such a
sluggish and almost nonexistent turn-
over in the membership of this body,
and in particular the House, is that
the incumbents have such enormous
advantages over challengers. One of
those enormous advantages, let us be
honest, is the frank, the ability to use
that frank, to save it up, and to use it
heavily prior to an election cycle so
that we can get our name out there
before the American people. I did it. I
think most Members have done it. It is
an enormous temptation. So let us
deal with it sensibly removing the
temptation.

That is what the amendment of the
Senator from California would do. It
would simply zero out funds for mass
mailings and devote the savings to a
very praiseworthy and humanitarian
effort—namely, the relief of these dis-
tressed children who are born to
mothers who have abused drugs. It
would devote the savings to that and
to other programs in the area of deal-
ing with this terrible problem of drug
abuse in our society.

We will hear a lot of rhetoric in the
next few weeks about the so-called war
on drugs and the new battle plan, if
you will. Here is a way for us to get off
on the right foot. Here is a way for us
to set an example.

President Bush, in his address, said
it is essential that everyone get in-
volved—everyone. Well, we are not
used to thinking of ourselves as every
man. We like to exempt ourselves
from the laws that we pass and the
regulations that we force upon every-
one else. But maybe it is time to turn
over a new leaf. I certainly think it is,
and here is the good opportunity to do
just that.

So I commend the Senator from
California, and it is an outstanding,
excellent amendment. I hope it will be
adopted. I urge him to stick to his
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guns and insist upon a rolleall vote so
that in conference our negotiators, our
conferees, will have a strengthened
hand in keeping the Wilson amend-
ment intact and making it a part of
the appropriations bill as it comes out
of the conference.

AMENDMENT NO, 702

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
have a number of amendments again
dealing with the frank. I send this
first one to the desk, and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.,
HuMPHREY] proposes an amendment num-
bered T702. On page 60, line 10, strike “in-
cluded” and insert “published guarterly in
the Congressional Record and included”.

On page 61, line 5, strike “included” and
insert “published quarterly in the Congres-
sional Record and included”.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President,
the essence of this amendment is very
simple indeed. That is to require publi-
cation of the report which this legisla-
tion anticipates in the CONGRESSIONAL
REecorbp, If reporting is a good thing, if
divulging information about Members
and their use of the frank is a good
thing, then it is a better thing to
widely disseminate that report.

As the legislation now stands absent
my amendment, that information will
be published in the report of the Clerk
of the House and the report of the
Secretary of the Senate. In any event,
that report is thousands of pages long.
This particular element of the
report—the use of the frank which is
broken down by each Member—would
be buried in thousands of pages.

In any event, that entire report has
rather limited circulation whereas the
CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD is well known,
and is widely circulated among report-
ers and other members of the news
media. It is sent to the public libraries
and thousands of communities across
our country. It is very widely read.

The point is that by publishing it in
the CoNGRESSIONAL REcORD it would
get wider dissemination. Is that good?
I think so because the whole point,
the whole rationale, in producing this
report is to put the spotlight on the
use of the frank and to put the spot-
light on each and every Member of the
Congress, each Member of the Senate,
each Member of the House, and let
the public know just how much that
Member has used the frank or abused
the frank, as the case may be.

So if reporting is a good thing, then
wider dissemination of the report is
that much better.

Mr. President, first, I commend the
efforts of the two managers, the Sena-
tor from Nevada [Mr. Rermp] and the
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. NiIcK-
LEs] for the language contained in the
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pending bill intended to restrict the
use of congressional mass mailings.

The amendment I am offering will
complement the work of the manag-
ers. This amendment will require that
the Clerk of the House and the Secre-
tary of the Senate shall submit for
publication in the CONGRESSIONAL
REecorp a quarterly tabulation of the
mail costs for each Member. This tab-
ulation shall include the Member’s
name, the total number of pieces of
mass-mail mailed during the quarter,
the total cost of such mail, and the
cost of such mail divided by the total
population of the area from which the
Member was elected.

While the Secretary of the Senate
currently reports similar information
for the Senate, the House does not.
This change, combined with the publi-
cation in the REecorp, will ensure in-
creased accountability with regard to
the use of the frank and thus, it is
hoped, curb some abuses.

There have been abuses. Congress’
penchant for self-promotion has cre-
ated a mass mail monster which has
invaded millions of American mail-
boxes. We have created a congression-
al franking-stein.

According to the Congressional Re-
search Service, over the last 18 years,
Congress has spent over $1 billion for
official mail. The cost of congressional
mailings has escalated from $54 mil-
lion in fiscal year 1981 to $114 million
in fiscal year 1988. During fiscal year
1988, the House of Representatives re-
ceived 157 million pieces of mail, and
sent out 549 million pieces for a total
cost of $77.9 million. The Senate re-
ceived 54 million pieces of mail, and
sent out 257 million pieces, for a total
cost of $35.5 million.

Thus, last year, Congress spent a
total of $114 million on mail costs, and
sent out approximately 5 pieces of
mail for each letter it received.

If you divide the 806 million pieces
of mail sent out by Congress in 1988
by the number of working days in a
year, this works out to slightly over 3
million pieces of mail per working day.
If you divide that number by the 535
Members of Congress, this means that
in 1988, Congress sent out an average
of 5,765 pieces of mail, per day, per
Member.

Yet, the problem of overzealous con-
gressional mailings does not end when
the newsletters are sent on their
merry way. According to figures com-
piled by the U.S. Postal Service, from
January 1, 1988 to July 1, 1989—an 18-
month period—the U.S. Senate spent
over $1.8 million on mass mailings
which were returned because they
were undeliverable. The total volume
of this mail was approximately 8.3 mil-
lion pieces.

Indeed, over a 3-month period
ending last December 1988, two Sena-
tors spent a total of $300,000 without
having sent out a single mass mailing
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during that period. How was this
done? This money was used to pay for
postage due mail from their previous
month’s mass mailings.

I believe that the American people
have a right to be told about this out-
rageous waste of their tax dollars.
This is why I believe that it is impera-
tive that this information be printed
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

Under the pending bill, mass mail
costs would be printed in the report of
the Secretary of the Senate and the
report of the Clerk of the House. I do
not believe that these documents will
allow for the greatest distribution of
this information. According to the
Government Printing Office, only
2,853 copies of the Secretary of the
Senate’s report are printed twice a
year. Likewise, only 2,603 copies of the
report of the Clerk of the House are
distributed. In contrast, 21,500 copies
of the ReEcorp are printed each and
every day we are in session.

Further, I would suggest that the
REcorp is a much easier document to
read. I would welcome my colleagues
to page through the Secretary of the
Senate’s latest report. The last version
printed in May was two volumes, and
totaled 1,779 pages. For the Senator’s
information, the quarterly mass mail
report was on pages 1,662 and 1,563.

Finally, the REcorp has a wide and
relatively diverse distribution. During
the House hearing on legislative
branch appropriations, it was reported
that 6,100 copies of the RECORD are
distributed for congressional use; 8,600
copies are distributed to correspond-
ents, ex-Members, agencies, judges and
other designated recipients, and 6,700
copies are sold to the general public.

For those Senators who are con-
cerned about what type of additional
cost which this would impose, a single
page in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is
$507. The quarterly mass mail costs
for all Members of Congress could
easily be printed on 1 or 2 pages of the
REecorp—a small sum to pay for the ef-
ficient distribution of this informa-
tion.

I believe that this modest proposal
will improve on the package the com-
mittee has presented to the Senate. I
urge support for my amendment.

The amendment, I am told, is ac-
ceptable to the managers on both
sides.

Mr. REID. The Senator from New
Hampshire is correct. The committee
accepts the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment (No. 702) of the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. HUMPHREY].

The amendment (No. T02) was
agreed to.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move to recon-
sider the vote by which the amend-
ment was agreed to.



19606

Mr. REID. I move to lay that motion
on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I trust that the
managers on both sides would make a
good faith effort, notwithstanding the
absence of a rollcall vote, inasmuch as
they have accepted the amend-
ment——

Mr. REID. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Good faith effort
to ensure that these amendments are
retained in the conference report.

Mr. REID. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Of course.

Mr. REID. I have spoken at great
length to Senator Nickres. We have
indicated that if these amendments
help us in conference, we will do what
we can to preserve our position.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I am heartened to
hear that, Mr. President.

AMENDMENT NO. 703

(Purpose: To reqnire that Congressional
mass mailing clearly state that they are
mailed at taxpayer expense)

Mr. HUMPHREY. I send a second
amendment to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
HuMPHREY] proposes an amendment num-
bered 703.

On page 61, between lines 11 and 12,
insert the following:

(C) A mass mailing (as defined in section
3210(aX6XE) of title 39, United States
Code) by a Senator or a Member of the
House of Representatives shall contain the
following notice in a prominent place on the
cover page of the document: “PREPARED,
PUBLISHED, AND MAILED AT TAXPAY-
ER EXPENSE.”

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President,
again this is a very simple amendment.
In a sense, these mass mailings are po-
litical advertising, so let us call this
the truth-in-advertising amendment.
Let us state on the first page of these
mass mailings sent out at taxpayers
expense that in fact they are, as the
amendment requires, and that they be
stated to say, “prepared, published,
and mailed at taxpayer expense,”
right there on the front page where
the taxpayers, before they fall asleep
reading this stuff, will get the message
about who is sending it and at whose
expense.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there further debate on the amend-
ment.

Mr. REID. The committee accepts
the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of Mr. HUMPHREY.

The amendment (No.
agreed to.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move to recon-
sider the vote by which the amend-
ment was agreed to.
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Mr. REID. I move to lay that motion
on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 704

(Purpose: To ljmit franked Congressional

mass mailings to 2 sheets of paper)

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
have a third amendment I send to the
desk and ask for its immediate consid-
eration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
HUMPHREY] proposes an amendment num-
bered 704.

On page 61, between lines 11 and 12,
insert the following:

(C) A mass mailing (as defined in section
3210(a)6XE) of title 39, United States
Code) by a Senator or a Member of the
House of Representatives shall be limited to
2 sheets of legal size paper (or their equiva-
lent), including any enclosure that—

(i) is prepared by or for the Senator or
Member who makes the mailing; or

(ii) contains information concerning, ex-
presses the views of, or otherwise relates to
the Senator or Member who makes the
mailing.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President,
under the legislation of the bill that is
now before us, Senators are limited to
two mass mailings per year. As I un-
derstand it, House Members are limit-
ed to four. But there is no limit to the
number of sheets of paper that each
of those mailings may contain. In
other words, where the Senate would
be limited now to two mass mailings, a
Senator, if he chose, could send out 6,
8, 10, 12, 20 pages in each of those
mass mailings. Obviously, the cost of
such a mailing, multipage mailing,
would be very great indeed. With re-
spect to the cost-savings features of
this bill, it would largely defeat them.

The purpose of the amendment
which I have now offered is to limit
the number of pages which may com-
promise each of these mass mailings in
either House, to limit it to two legal-
sized sheets of paper printed on both
sides. In other words, four printed
pages, legal-sized pages. If you cannot
say it in four pages, then you are in
big trouble.

I suspect there are a few, indeed
many, who are seeking to make the
motion of the frank, who will, in fact,
send out huge catalogs called newslet-
ters, full of pictures and self-aggran-
dizing. Therefore, I think it is prudent
to nail the door a little more tightly
closed and ensure that these mass
mailings, limited now under this bill—
two and four, respectively—that it will
not compromise more than two sheets
:ifd legal-sized paper printed on both

es.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, we have
reviewed in detail the amendment of-
fered by the Senator from New Hamp-
shire and feel that it is a good amend-
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ment. Certainly this sets guidelines
that we can all live with. It would, in
effect, be a four-page letter. I think it
is good, and the committee would
accept the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there objection? The question is on
agreeing to the amendment of the

Senator from New Hampshire.
The amendment (No. T04) was
agreed to.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
move to reconsider the vote by which
the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. REID. I move to lay that motion
on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair recognizes the Senator from
New Hampshire.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I thank Senator
REID and Senator NickLEs for their co-
operation. We did not have to twist
their arms at all. We are very happy
with the meeting of the minds. These
are some fairly substantive matters.
They are not going to change, prob-
ably, the fate of the Nation by them-
selves, but they are significant. I ap-
preciate the cooperation of the Sena-
tors in this.

There really and truly is something
wrong with our system when we have
such a sluggish turnover in the mem-
bership of Congress. It is a bad thing,
because power corrupts. I do not care
how noble and well-meaning an indi-
vidual may be. The longer he or she is
around, the more likely it is that sub-
consciously, insidiously, that person
will be corrupted by all the power and
the glory forever, as some would like
to have it forever, it seems, of this in-
stitution. It is pretty powerful and
breathtaking, and it turns your head.
It sways your judgment, and it would
be a lot better for this country if we
had a more frequent, rapid, and regu-
larized turnover in the membership of
this body, this Congress. I think there
would be a good deal more intellectual
honesty in our legislation and vastly
more political courage in our conduct
if that were the case. Because Mem-
bers nowadays are increasingly confi-
dent of reelection because they have
increasing powers to secure reelection
relative to challengers, the quality of
our stewardship, in my opinion—and I
have watched it for 11 years—is grow-
ing decidedly worse year after year.
These proposals curb that to some
little extent and are only to the good.

I congratulate the Senators for their
positive efforts in this area.

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, I was
pleased to learn that this bill as re-
ported by the Subcommittee on Legis-
lative Branch Appropriations and the
full Appropriations Committee in-
cludes an earmark of $30,000 to sup-
port the employment of one certified
sign-language interpreter. I commend
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my colleague from Nevada, Senator
REIp, for this initiative.

This body is on the verge of voting
on major, comprehensive legislation to
address discrimination against dis-
abled individuals. It is imperative that
the Senate provide leadership by ex-
ample.

In 1984 the Senate took an impor-
tant step toward breaking the barriers
between this institution and disabled
citizens. The Senate created a special
office within the Sergeant-at-Arms
office to assist disabled tourists. In the
past year, that office has experienced
a 5T-percent increase in service re-
quests.

The office simply cannot respond to
staff requests when it must assist over
3,000 visitors a year. Senate staffs
have tried, usually unsuccessfully, to
obtain the assistance of this office for
their own internal needs. In the
month of January, over 100 requests
for services had to be denied due to
staff and resource limitations.

This office provides a wonderful and
necessary service, Mr. President, but
we must do better. Disabled citizens
should not only have every chance to
tour our great Capitol, but to work in
it as well.

For these reasons, this new appro-
priation should be available to assist
hearing-impaired Senate staff. The ap-
propriation of funds for a sign-lan-
guage interpreter is one small, but
very important way we can ensure the
hiring and promotion of qualified,
hearing-impaired employees.

Mr. President, I am a cosponsor of
the Americans with Disabilities Act
largely because it will open the doors
for employment opportunities to mil-
lions of disabled citizens. The Senate
must open its doors also.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I agree
with the Senator from Florida that
the Senate must be a leader by exam-
ple. It is my intention that, through
this additional appropriation of
$30,000 for a sign-language interpret-
er, the Senate will more aggressively
seek qualified, hearing-impaired job
candidates and more aggressively
serve, train, and promote hearing im-
paired staff.

(By request of Mr. REIp, the follow-
ing statement was ordered to be print-
ed in the RECORD:)
® Mr. SASSER. Mr. President, the
Senate Budget Committee has exam-
ined, H.R. 3012, the legislative branch
appropriations bill and has found that
the bill is under its 302(b) budget au-
thority allocation by $48 million and is
under its 302(b) outlay allocation by
less than 1 million.

I compliment the distinguished man-
ager of the bill, Senator REip, and the
distinguished ranking member of the
Legislative Branch Subcommittee,
Senator NickLEs on all of their hard
work.
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Mr. President, I have a table from
the Budget Committee showing the of-
ficial scoring of the legislative branch
appropriations bill and I ask that it be
printed in the REcORD.

The table follows:

SENATE BUDGET COMMITTEE SCORING OF HR. 3014—
LEGISLATIVE BRANCH COMMITTEE—SPENDING TOTALS
(Senate Reported)

[in biflions of dollars]
Fiscal year 1990
Budget
authority 009y
302(8) Bil Summary

H.li'dﬁlll. Su}\‘l‘ta Reported, (new Budget Authority

mﬁ?!hmmmnﬁmem
Scorekeeping adjustments

+(*)

Details may not add to totals due to rounding.
() Less than $50 million.
Source: Prepared by Senate Budget Committee Staff.@

Mr. BOSCHWITZ. Mr. President,
today’s legislative appropriations
report includes strong support for an
important plan to implement a recy-
cling program in the U.S. Senate. The
report language instructs the Archi-
tect of the Capitol to proceed with a
plan that would help the Senate recy-
cle paper more efficiently.

According to the EPA Americans
generate 160 million tons of trash
every year. Only 10 percent of this
waste is recycled, and 15 percent used
for waste combustion. That means 75
percent of our Nation’s solid waste is
dumped in landfills. With one-third of
our Nation's landfills scheduled to
close by 1991, it is imperative that we
encourage the American people to step
up efforts to recycle products after
use.

While I am pleased to see the
number of bills introduced in Congress
to promote recycling, I feel that we as
a Congress must set the example for
the rest of the Nation. Capitol Hill
currently produces 20,000 tons of
trash every year, of which only 30 per-
cent is recycled. To no one's surprise,
much of the Hill's trash is high-grade
paper for which there is currently a
large demand. Instead of paying
people to dump our paper, along with
wrappers, food, and other trash, in
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landfills, we could be responding to
this market demand with recycled
high-grade paper.

That is why I introduced Senate
Resolution 99, which would implement
a voluntary paper separation and recy-
cling program in the Senate. On
August 1, the House of Representa-
tives passed a similar bill in the House,
and my office is currently working
with the Architect of the Capitol’s
Office to start a pilot project on the
fifth and sixth floors of the Hart
building. By separating our high-grade
paper from newspaper and other
waste, we can profit economically as
well as environmentally from im-
proved recycling.

This resolution is now included in
the legislative appropriations report,
and I would urge all of my fellow Sen-
ators to support this measure and en-
courage their staffs to participate in
this program.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
return to the consideration of the
committee amendments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there objection? Hearing none, it is so
ordered.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the commit-
tee amendments be considered and
agreed to en bloc, provided that no
points of order under rule XVI be
waived thereon and the measure, as
amended, be considered as original
text for the purpose of further amend-
ment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

The committee amendments were
agreed to en bloc.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I withdraw
my unanimous-consent request to
adopt the committee amendments en
bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.
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UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the com-
mittee amendments be agreed fo en
bloe, that the only amendment re-
maining in order to the bill be the
Wilson amendment, No. 698, that it be
in order, that the bill, HR. 3014 be
laid aside until 12 noon tomorrow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there objection?

Hearing none, it is so ordered.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, for
the information of Senators, we will
remain briefly to move toward the
Americans With Disabilities Act,
which will be a subject of a meeting
shortly among the distinguished Re-
publican leader and other interested
Senators.

It is my hope that I will be able to
indicate shortly, following advice from
the distinguished Republican leader,
our plans in that regard for the
evening and for tomorrow. It is my
hope that we will be able to complete
action on the legislative appropria-
tions bill sometime tomorrow, as indi-
cated in the unanimous consent re-
quest, which was approved. We will go
back to it at noon tomorrow with only
the Wilson amendment remaining.

Mr. DOLE. If the majority leader
will yield.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes.

Mr. DOLE. We are having meetings
as we speak on the Americans With
Disabilities Act. It is our hope that we
can obtain consent tonight and bring
that bill up tomorrow after consulta-
tion with the two leaders, following
disposition of the legislative appro-
priations bill. As I understand it, if we
cannot work it out, the majority
leader has no other choice but to do
what he has to do, to move to proceed
to the legislation.

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator is cor-
rect. If I might say, it is my hope that
if we can do that, we can start on that
in the morning and begin to work
toward it and then set this aside and
come back to it after this is disposed
of. I thank the distinguished Republi-
can leader.

Mr. President, I yield to the distin-
guished Republican leader.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Republican leader is recognized.

MESSAGES FROM THE
PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Mr. Kalbaugh, one of
his secretaries.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES
REFERRED

As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate mes-
sages from the President of the United
States submitting sundry nominations
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and a withdrawal which were referred
to the appropriate committees.

(The nominations received today are
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.)

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE NA-
TIONAL CORPORATION FOR
HOUSING PARTNERSHIPS AND
THE NATIONAL HOUSING
PARTNERSHIP—-MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT—PM 59

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid
before the Senate the following mes-
sage from the President of the United
States, together with an accompany-
ing report: which was referred to the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs:

To the Congress of the United States:

I herewith transmit the 20th annual
report of the National Corporation for
Housing Partnerships and the Nation-
al Housing Partnership for the fiscal
yvear ending February 28, 1989, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of section
3938(a)(1) of title 42 of the United

States Code.
(GEORGE BUSH.
TrHE WHITE HOUSE, September 6, 1989.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS

A message from the President of the
United States announced that he had
approved and signed the following en-
rolled joint resolutions:

On July 21, 1989:

S.J. Res. 95. Joint resolution to designate
the week of September 10, 1989, through
September 16, 1989, as “National Check-Up
Week".

On July 25, 1989:

S.J. Res. 137. Joint resolution designating
January T, 1980, through January 13, 1990,
as “National Law Enforcement Training
Week”.

On July 26, 1989:

8.J. Res. 85. Joint resolution to designate
the week of July 24 to July 30, 1989, as the
“National Week of Recognition and Re-
membrance for Those Who Served in the
Korean War”.

On July 27, 1989:

S.J. Res. 93. Joint resolution to designate
October 1989 as “Polish American Heritage
Month”.

S.J. Res. 110. Joint resolution designating
October 5, 1989, as “Raoul Wallenberg
Day".

On July 28, 1989:

S.J. Res. 129. Joint resolution to provide
for the designation of September 15, 1989,
as “National POW/MIA Recognition Day".

8.J. Res. 142. Joint resolution designating
the week beginning July 23, 1889, as “Lyme
Disease Awareness Week"'.

On August 2, 1989:

S.J. Res. 150. Joint resolution to designate
August 1, 1989, as “Helsinki Human Rights
Day".

On August 10, 1989:

8.J. Res, 136. Joint resolution designating
August 8, 1989, as “National Neighborhood
Crime Watch Day".

September 6, 1989

On August 11, 1989:

S.J. Res. 78. Joint resolution to designate
the month of November 1989 and 1990 as
“National Hospice Month".

S.J. Res. 126. Joint resolution commemo-
rating the bicentennial of the United States
Coast Guard.

8.J. Res. 127. Joint resolution designating
Labor Day weekend, September 2 through
4, ésas. as “National Drive for Life Week-
end”.

On August 14, 1989:

S.J. Res. 55. Joint resolution to designate
the week of October 1, 1989, through Octo-
ber 7T, 1989, as “Mental Illness Awareness
Week".

S.J. Res. 67. Joint resolution to commemo-
rate the twenty-fifth anniversary of the
Wilderness Act of 1964 which established
the National Wilderness Preservation
System.

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE
RECEIVED DURING ADJOURN-
MENT

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 3, 1989, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on August 5,
1989, during the adjournment of the
Senate, received a message from the
House of Representatives announcing
that the House agrees to the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
840) to authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 1990 for the Federal Mari-
time Commission, and for other pur-
poses.

The message also announced that
the House agrees to the further report
of the committee of conference on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendment of the Senate to the
bill (H.R. 1278) to reform, recapitalize,
and consolidate the Federal deposit in-
surance system, to enhance the regula-
tory and enforcement powers of Fed-
eral financial institutions regulatory
agencies, and for other purposes.

The message further announced
that the House has passed the follow-
ing joint resolution, in which it re-
quests the concurrence of the Senate:

H.J. Res. 390. Joint resolution waiving cer-
tain enrollment requirements with respect
to the bill H.R. 1278.

The message also announced that
the House has agreed to the following
concurrent resolution, without amend-
ment:

8. Con. Res. 67. Concurrent resolution
providing for a conditional recess or ad-
journment of the Senate and a conditional
adjournment of the House from Friday,
August 4, or Saturday, August 5, 1989 to
Wednesday, September 6, 1989,

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS
BIGNED

The message also announced that
the Speaker has signed the following
enrolled bills and joint resolutions:

H.R. 1426. An act to amend the Public
Health Service Act to make technical cor-
rections relating to subtitles A and G of title
II of the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988, and
for other purposes;
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H.R. 2799. An act to amend the Agricul-
tural Act of 1949 for the 1990 crops to allow
t.he planting of alternative crops on permit-

ted acreage and to amend the provisions re-
garding the designation of farm acreage
base established for oats;

8.J. Res. 55. Joint resolution to designate
the week of October 1, 1889, through Octo-
ber 7, 1989, as “Mental Illness Awareness
Week”;

S.J. Res. 78. Joint resolution to designate
the month of November 1989 and 1990 as
“National Hospice Month';

5.J. Res. 136. Joint resolution designating
the week beginning August 8, 1989 as “Na-
tlona.ld Neighborhood Crime Watch Day”’;
an

H.J. Res. 221. Joint resolution to designate
the week beginning September 1, 1989, as
“World War II Remembrance Week”.

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 3, 1989, the en-
rolled bills and joint resolutions were
signed on August 7, 1989, during the
adjournment of the Senate, by the
President pro tempore [Mr. BYrRD].

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS
SIGNED

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 3, 1989, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on August T,
1989, during the adjournment of the
Senate, received a message from the
House of Representatives announcing
that the Speaker has signed the fol-
lowing enrolled bills and joint resolu-
tions:

H.R. 1278. An act to reform, recapitalize,
and consolidate the Federal deposit insur-
ance system to enhance the regulatory and
enforcement powers of Federal financial in-
stitutions regulatory agencies, and for other

purposes;

H.R. 2847. An act to extend by 1 year a
program under which the Government is al-
lowed to accept the voluntary services of
private-sector executives;

H.R. 3024. An act to increase the statutory
limit on the public debt, and for other pur-

poses;

S.J. Res. 67. Joint resolution to commemo-
rate the twenty-fifth anniversary of the
Wilderness Act of 1964 which established
él;zu National Wilderness Preservation
8.J. Res. 127. Joint resolution designating
Labor Day weekend, September 2 through
4, 1989, as "Nauona.l Drive for Life Week-
end”; and

H.J. Res. 390. Joint resolution waiving cer-
tain enrollment requirements with respect
to the bill H.R. 1278.

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 3, 1989, the en-
rolled bills and joint resolutions were
signed on August 7, 1989, during the
adjournment of the Senate, by the
President pro tempore [Mr. Byrpl.

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS
SIGNED

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 3, 1989, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on August 10,
1989, during the adjournment of the
Senate, received a message from the
House of Representatives announcing
that the Speaker has signed the fol-
lowing enrolled bills and joint resolu-
tions:
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H.R. 840. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 1990 for the Federal
Maritime Commission, and for other pur-

poses;

H.R. 1860. An act to provide that a Feder-
al annuitant or former member of a uni-
formed service who returns to Government
service, under a temporary appointment, to
assist in carrying out the 1990 decennial
census of population shall be exempt from
certain provisions of title 5, United States
Code, relating to offsets from pay and other
benefits;

H.R. 2467. An act to provide disaster as-
sistance to agricultural producers, and for
other purposes;

H.R. 2727. An act to amend title 38,
United States Code, to establish a retire-
ment and survivor benefit program for
judges of the new United States Court of
Veterans Appeals, and for other purposes;

H.J. Res. 225. Joint resolution to author-
ize and request the President to issue annu-
ally a proclamation designating the third
Sunday of August of 1989 as *“National
Senior Citizens Day";

H.J. Res. 231. Joint resolution designating
September 1989 as “National Library Card
Sign-Up Month”,;

H.J. Res. 253. Joint resolution designating
September 8, 1989, as “National Pledge of
Allegiance Day"; and

H.J. Res. 379. Joint resolution commend-
ing the citizens of the Sioux City, Iowa, tri-
State area for their heroism and spirit of
volunteerism in selflessly providing assist-
ance and life-saving services to the passen-
gers and crew of United Airlines Flight 232.

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 3, 1989, the en-
rolled bills and joint resolutions were
signed on August 11, 1989, during the
adjournment of the Senate, by the
Vice President.

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE

At 12:59 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mr. Hays, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has agreed to
the amendment of the Senate to the
bill (H.R. 2712) to facilitate the adjust-
ment or change of status of Chinese
nationals in the United States by waiv-
ing the 2-year foreign residency re-
quirement for *“J” nonimmigrants;
with an amendment, in which it re-
quests the concurrence of the Senate.

The message also announced that
the House has passed the following
bills, in which it requests the concur-
rence of the Senate:

H.R. 2334. An act to redesignate the Post
Office located at 300 East Ninth Street in
Austin, Texas, as the “Homer Thornberry
Judicial Building';

H.R. 3015. An act making appropriations
for the Department of Transportation and
related agencies for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1990, and for other purposes;

H.R. 3026. An act making appropriations
for the government of the District of Co-
lumbia and other activities chargeable in
whole or in part against the revenues of said
District for the fiscal year ending Septem-
ber 30, 1990, and for other purposes; and

H.R. 3072. An act making appropriations
for the Department of Defense for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 1990, and for
other purposes.

19609

The message further announced
that pursuant to the provisions of 22
U.S.C. 276a-1, the Speaker appoints to
the delegation to attend the confer-
ence of the Interparliamentary Union
to be held in London, England, on Sep-
tember 4 through September 9, 1989,
the following Members on the part of
the House: Mrs. BoeGes, chairman, Mr.
Owens of Utah, Mr. BRown of Califor-
nia, Mr. ScHEUER, Mr. Moobpy, Mr.
HaMMERSCcHMIDT, and Mr. Braz.

The message also announced that
pursuant to the provisions of section
5051(b) of Public Law 100-690, the
Speaker appoints to the National
Commission on Drug-Free Schools the
following Members on the part of the
House: Mr. MavrRoULES and Mr. WiL-
LIAMS.

The message further announced
that pursuant to the provisons of 22
U.S.C. 1928(a), the Speaker appoints
as members of the U.S. Group of the
North Atlantic Assembly the following
Members on the part of the House:
Mr. FasceLL, chairman, and Mr. RosSE,
vice chairman. )

The message also announced that
pursuant to the provisions of section
301 of Public Law 100-702, the Speak-
er appoints to the following individ-
uals from private life to the Federal
Judicial Center Foundation Board on
the part of the House: Mr. Benjamin
Zelenko of Chevy Chase, MD, for a
term of 5 years, and Ms. Laurie L.
Michel of Washington, DC, for a
period of 3 years.

The message further announced
that pursuant to the provisions of sec-
tion 5051(bX1)XD) of Public Law 100-
690, the minority leader appoints the
following two Republican Members of
the House to serve as members of the
National Commission on Drug-Free
Schools: Mr. DEWINE, and Mr. HENRY.

The message also announced that
pursuant to the provisions of Public
Law 96-388, as amended by Public Law
97-84, the Speaker appoints the fol-
lowing Members to the U.S. Holocaust
Memorial Council on the part of the
House: Mr. YaTeEs, Mr. LEaMAN of Flor-
ida, Mr. Sorarz, Mr. Garcia, and Mr.
GREEN.

MEASURES REFERRED

The following bills were read the
first and second times by unanimous
consent, and referred as indicated:

H.R. 2334. An act to redesignate the Post
Office located at 300 East Ninth Street in
Austin, Texas, as the “Homer Thornberry
Judicial Building”; to the Committee on
Governmental Affairs,

H.R. 3015. An act making appropriations
for the Department of Transportation and
related agencies for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1990, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Appropriations.

H.R. 3026. An act making appropriations
for the government of the District of Co-
lumbia and other activities chargeable in
whole or in part against the revenues of said
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District for the fiscal year ending Septem-
ber 30, 1990, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Appropriations.

H.R. 3072. An act making appropriations
for the Department of Defense for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 1990, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Appro-
priations.

MEASURES PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR

The followed bills and joint resolu-
tion were read the second time, and
placed on the calendar:

S. 1. A bill to amend section 207 of title 18,
United States Code, to prohibit Members of
Congress and officers and employees of any
branch of the United States Government
from attempting to influence the United
States Government or from representing or
advising a foreign entity for a proscribed
period after such officer or employee leaves
Government service, and for other purposes;

S. 71. A bill to control the spread of AIDS;

8. 72. A bill to direct the Federal Commu-
nications Commission to proscribe all ob-
scene and indecent material transmitted by
means of intrastate telephone communica-
tions by amending section 223 of the Com-
munications Act of 1934;

8. 73. A bill to protect the lives of unborn
human beings;

8. T4. A bill to restore the right of volun-
tary prayer in public schools and to promote
the separation of powers;

S. 75. A bill to amend the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 to prohibit the use of
compulsary union dues for political pur-

poses;

8. 546. A bill to permit the Oakwood Child
Development Center, Inc. to use funds re-
ceived under a grant made under the Com-
munity Services Block Grant for certain
services for senior citizens, and for other
purposes, and

S.J. Res. 88. Joint resolution to establish
that it is the policy of the United States to
reduce the generation of carbon dioxide,
and for other purposes.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS
PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate report-
ed that on August 7, 1989, he had pre-
sented to the President of the United
States the following enrolled joint res-
olutions:

8.J. Res. 55. Joint resolution to designate
the week of October 1, 1989, through Octo-
ber 7, 1989, as “Mental Illness Awarenesss
Week™;

S.J. Res. 67. Joint resolution to commemo-
rate the twenty-fifth anniversary of the
Wilderness Act of 1964 which established
the National Wilderness Preservation
System;

S.J. Res. T78. Joint resolution to designate
the month of November 1989 and 1990 as
“National Hospice Month”';

S.J. 127. Joint resolution designating
Labor Day weekend, September 2 through
4, 1989, as “National Drive for Life Week-
end"; and

S.J. Res. 136. Joint resolution designating
August 8, 1989, as “National Neighborhood
Crime Watch Day".
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EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate together with
accompanying papers, reports, and
documents, which were referred as in-
dicated:

EC-1509. A communication from the
Comptroller General of the United States,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on
the financial statements of the Commodity
Credit Corporation for the fiscal years
ended September 30, 1988 and 1987; to the
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and
Forestry.

EC-1510. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the fourth quarterly commodity
and country allocation table showing cur-
rent programming plans for commodity as-
sistance; to the Committee on Agriculture,
Nutrition, and Forestry.

EC-1511. A communication from the
President of the Federal Agricultural Mort-
gage Corporation, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report on the loan diversification
standards for qualified loans to be pooled as
collateral for securities issued in the agricul-
tural mortgage secondary market with the
guarantee of “Farmer Mac"; to the Commit-
tee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry.

EC-1512, A communication from the Di-
rector of the Office of Management and
Budget, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
cumulative report of the Congressional
Budget and Impoundment Control Act of
1974; jointly per the order of January 30,
1975, to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition and Forestry, the Committee on Ap-
propriations, the Committee on Armed
Services, the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs, the Committee on
the Budget, the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation, the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources, the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works
the Committee on Finance, the Committee
on Foreign Relations, the Committee on the
Judiciary, and the Committee on Labor and
Human Resources.

EC-1513. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Army, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the Annual Report of the United
States Soldiers’ and Airmen’s Home for
fiscal year 1987; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

EC-1514. A communication from the
Acting Director of the Defense Security As-
sistance Agency, transmitting, pursuant to
law, information concerning the Depart-
ment of the Navy’s proposed letters of Offer
and Acceptance to the Coordination Council
for North American Affairs for Defense Ar-
ticles estimated to cost $50 million or more;
to the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-1515. A communication from the
Acting Director of the Defense Security As-
sistance Agency, transmitting, pursuant to
law, information concerning the Depart-
ment of the Navy's proposed Letters of
Offer and Acceptance to Spain for Defense
Articles estimated to cost $50 million or
more; to the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-1516. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Air Force transmitting, pursu-
ant to law a unit cost report on the LAN-
TRIN program, which has increased in cost
by more than 15 percent over the total pro-
gram acquisition cost as reflected in the
baseline Selected Acquisition Report, De-
cember 31, 1987, to the Committee on
Armed Services.
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EC-1517. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Navy, transmitting pursuant
to law, a unit cost report on two Navy acqui-
sition programs, the F 14D and the Phoenix
missile, which have increased in cost more
than 15 percent; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

EC-1518. A communication from the
Chief, Program Liaison Division, Office of
Legislative Liaison, of the Department of
the Air Force, transmitting, pursuant to law
the Air Force Report on Experimental, De-
velopmental and Research Contracts of
$50,000 or more; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

EC-1519. A communication from the
Deputy General Counsel of the Department
of Defense, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation to amend title 10, United States
Code, to modify the restrictions on the level
of compensation allowed on contracts for
direct health care providers; to the Commit-
tee on Armed Services.

EC-1520. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense transmitting pursuant to
law a report on U.S. strategic interests, the
threats to those interests, and military
strategies and elements which foster those
;.nterest.s: to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ces.

EC-1521. A communication from the
Acting Administrator of the General Serv-
ices Administration, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the eighth quarterly report on Fed-
eral actions taken to assist the homeless; to
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.

EC-1522, A communication from the
Chairman of the National Advisory Com-
mittee on Semiconductors transmitting,
pursuant to law, an interim recommenda-
tion on High Definition Television; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-1523. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, notifica-
tion of an extension of the time period for
acting on the appeal in Case No. 38301S; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science and
Transportation.

EC-1524. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report on the effects of plastic ma-
terials on the marine environment; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-1525. A communication from the As-
sistant Director, Fish and Wildlife Service,
Department of the Interior, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report on the Federal
Lands Day activities for 1988; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources.

EC-1526. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report on expenditures of rebates
from the low-level radioactive waste sur-
charge escrow account for Calendar Year
1988; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

EC-1527. A communication from the
Deputy Associate Director for Collection
and Disbursements, Minerals Management
Service, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report on the
refund of certain overpayments of offshore
lease revenues; to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources.

EC-1528. A communication from the
Deputy Associate Director for Collection
and Disbursements, Minerals Management
Service, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report on the
refund of certain overpayments of offshore
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lease revenues; to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources.

EC-1529. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Energy, transmitting a draft of
proposed legislation entitled “The Oil Pipe-
line Regulatory Reform Act of 1989"; to the
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-

sources.

EC-1530. A communication from the
Deputy Associate Director for Collection
and Disbursements, Minerals Management
Service, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report on the
refund of certain overpayments of offshore
lease revenues; to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources.

EC-1531. A communication from the
Deputy Associate Director for Collection
and Disbursements, Minerals Management
Service, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report on the
refund of certain overpayments of offshore
lease revenues; to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources.

EC-1532,. A communication from the
Acting Federal Inspector of the Alaska Nat-
ural Gas Transportation System, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report on significant
project developments that occurred from
March through June, 1989; to the Commit-
tee on Energy and Natural Resources.

EC-1533. A communication from the
Deputy Associate Director for Collection
and Disbursements, Minerals ment
Service, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report on the
refund of certain overpayments of offshore
lease revenues; to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources.

EC-1534. A communication from the
Deputy Associate Director for Collection
and Disbursements, Minerals Management
Service, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report on the
refund of certain overpayments of offshore
lease revenues; to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources.

EC-1535. A communication from the As-
sistant Attorney General of the Department
of Justice, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation to amend the Marine Protection
Research and Sanctuaries Act of 1972
[MPRSA] to enhance enforcement; to the
Committee on Environment and Public
‘Works.

EC-1536. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law,
a report on indoor air quality; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works.

EC-1537. A communication from the
Chairman of the Prospective Payment As-
sessment Commission, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report entitled “Adjustment to
the Nonlabor-Related Portion of the Stand-
ardized Amounts; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

EC-1538. A communication from the
Chairman of the Prospective Payment As-
sessment Commission, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report entitled “Payment
Rates for Hospitals Redesignated from
Rural to Urban, Analysis and Recommenda-
tions; to the Committee on Finance.

EC-1539. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled
“COBRA Medicare Prevention Demonstra-
tion”; to the Committee on Finance.

EC-1540. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a draft of proposed legislation enti-
tled “AFDC Quality Control Improvement
Amendments of 1989"; to the Committee on
Finance.
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EC-1541. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Commerce, tting, pursuant
to law, a report entitled “The Service Indus-
tries Development Program'; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

EC-1542. A communication from the As-
sistant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs,
U.S. State Department, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, international agreements other
than treaties entered into by the United
3t.ates; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-

ons.

EC-1543. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council on Environmental
Quality, Executive Office of the President,
transmitting, pursuant to law the annual
report of the Council under the Govern-
ment in the Sunshine Act for the Calendar
Year 1988, to the Committee on Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-1544. A communication from the Vice
President, Human Resources, of the West-
ern Farm Bank, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the annual pension report for the
period January 1, 1988 through December
31, 1988; to the Committee on Governmen-
tal Affairs.

EC-1545. A communication from the Di-
rector of Morale, Welfare and Recreational
Support Activity, Department of the Navy,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the annual
report of the Retirement Plan for Civilian
Employees of the United States Marine
Corps Exchanges, Recreation Funds, Clubs,
Messes and the Marine Corps Exchange
Service; to the Committee on Governmental
Affairs,

EC-1546. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-85 adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1547. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-84 adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1548. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-83 adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1549. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-77 adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989, to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1550. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-81 adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1551. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
coples of D.C. Act 8-82 adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1552. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-79 adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1553. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
coples of D.C. Act 8-78 adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.
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EC-1554. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-80 adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

BEC-1555. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
coples of D.C. Act 8-656 adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-15566. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-T1 adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1557. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
coples of D.C. Act 8-73 adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1568. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-72, adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1559. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-66, adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1560. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-67, adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs,

EC-1561. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-68, adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1562. A communication from the
Chairman of the. Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-69, adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1563. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-70, adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1564. A communication from the
Acting Executive Director of the Federal
Labor Relations Authority, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the annual report of the
Authority under the Government in the
Sunshine Act for calendar year 1988; to the
Committee on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1565. A communication from the
Chairman of the Securities and Exchange
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the annual report of the Commission under
the Government in the Sunshine Act for
calendar year 1988; to the Committee on
Governmental Affairs.

EC-1566. A communication from the Plan
Administrator of the Federal Intermediate
Credit Bank of Jackson, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the annual pension plan re-
ports for the plan year ending December 31,
1988; to the Committee on Governmental
Affairs.

EC-1567. A communication from the Di-
rector of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment, transmitting, a draft of proposed leg-
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islation to extend and increase the flexibil-
ity of the Performance Management and
Recognition System, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Governmental
Affairs,

EC-1568. A communication from the Ben-
efits and Risk Manager of the Farm Credit
Bank of Louisville, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the GAO 1988 annual report for the
farm credit institutions in the fourth dis-
trict amended retirement plan; to the Com-
mittee on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1569. A communication from the
Chairman of the Council of the District of
Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law,
copies of D.C. Act 8-64, adopted by the
Council on July 11, 1989; to the Committee
on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1570. A communication from the Ben-
efits Administrator of the Farm Credit Serv-
ices, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
annual report on the retirement plan for
the employees of the Seventh Farm Credit
District; to the Committee on Governmen-
tal Affairs.

EC-1571. A communication from the
Chairman of the Federal Energy Regula-
tory Commission, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the annual report on the Commission
under the Government in the Sunshine Act;
to the Committee on Governmental Affairs.

EC-1572. A communication from the Di-
rector of the National Park Service, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report on the disposal of surplus
Federal real property, under the public ben-
efit discount program for parks and recrea-
tion purposes; to the Committee on Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-1573. A communication from the Di-
rector of the Administrative Office of the
United States Courts, transmitting a draft
of proposed legislation to reauthorize drug
treatment for Federal offenders; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-1574. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Commerce, transmitting a draft of
proposed legislation entitled “Patent Term
Restoration Act of 1989"; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

EC-1575. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Education, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a document entitled “Final Regula-
tions—Mathematics and Science Education
Program”; to the Committee on Labor and
Human Resources.

EC-1576. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Education, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a document entitled “Final Regula-
tions—State Grants Program for Technolo-
gy-Related Assistance for Individuals with
Disabilities”; to the Committee on Labor
and Human Resources.

EC-1577. A communication from the
Acting Assistant Secretary for Food and
Consumer Services, Department of Agricu-
ture, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 1988
biennial report of the National Advisory
Council on Child Nutrition; to the Commit-
tee on Labor and Human Resources.

EC-1578. A communication from the Ex-
ecutive Director of the Committee for Pur-
chase from the Blind and Other Severely
Handicapped, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the 1988 annual report for the Committee;
to the Committee on Labor and Human Re-
sources.

EC-1579. A communication from the
Comptroller General of the United States,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on
the types of diseases and injuries for which
veterans receive disability compensation; to
the Committee on Veterans' Affairs.

EC-1580. A communication from the Di-
rector of the Office of Management and
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Budget, Executive Office of the President
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Initial
OMB Sequester Report to the President and
the Congress for Fiscal Year 1990; pursuant
to the order of January 30, 1975, as modi-
fied, referred jointly to the Committee on
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry, the
Committee on Appropriations, the Commit-
tee on Armed Services, the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs, the
Committee on the Budget, the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation,
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, the Committee on Environment
and Public Works, the Committee on Fi-
nance, the Committee on Foreign Relations,
the Committee on Governmental Affairs,
the Committee on the Judiciary, the Com-
mittee on Labor and Human Resources, the
Committee on Rules and Administration,
the Committee on Small Business, the Com-
mittee on Veterans' Affairs, the Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence, the Select Commit-
tee on Indian Affairs, and the Special Com-
mittee on Aging.

EC-1581. A communication from the Di-
rector of the Congressional Budget Office,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Initial
Sequestration Report for Fiscal Year 1990,
pursuant to the order of January 30, 1975,
as modified, referred jointly to the Commit-
tee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry,
the Committee on Appropriations, the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, the Committee
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs,
the Committee on Budget, the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation,
the Committee on Energy and Natural
Reources, the Committee on Environment
and Public Works, the Committee on Fi-
nance, the Committee on Foreign Relations,
the Committee on Governmental Affairs,
the Committee on the Judiciary, the Com-
mittee on Labor and Human Reources, the
Committee on Rules and Administration,
the Committee on Small Business, the Com-
mittee on Veterans' Affairs, the Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence, the Select Commit-
tee on Indian Affairs, and the Special Com-
mittee on Aging.

EC-1582. A communication from the
President of the United States, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, recommendations for
adjustment to the pay rates on the General
Schedule and related statutory pay systems,
to the Committee on Governmental Affairs,

EC-1583. A communication from the
President of the United States, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the Administration’s
1989 National Drug Control Strategy; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES RE-
CEIVED DURING ADJOURN-
MENT

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of August 2, 1989, the fol-
lowing reports of committees were
submitted on August 30, 1989:

By Mr. JOHNSTON, from the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources with an
amendment in the nature of a substitute
and an amendment to the title:

S. 558. A bill to authorize a study on
methods to prof and interpret the inter-
nationally cant Lechuguilla Cave at
Carlsbad Caverns National Park in the
State of New Mexico (Rept. No. 101-109).

S. 855. A bill to direct the Secretary of the
Interior to establish a cave research insti-
tute at Carlsbad Caverns National Park
(Rept. No. 101-110).
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By Mr. JOHNSTON, from the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources, with
amendments:

S. 931. A bill to protect a segment of the
ﬁcir;esee River in New York (Rept. No. 101-

By Mr. JOHNSTON, from the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an
amendment in the nature of a substitute:

S. 940, A bill to designate segments of the
East Fork of the Jemez River and of the
Pacos River as components of the National
Wild and Scenic Rivers System, and for
other purposes (Rept. No. 101-112),

By Mr, JOHNSTON, from the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources, with
amendments:

S. 974. A bill to designate certain lands in
the State of Nevada as wilderness, and for
other purposes (Rept. No. 101-113).

By Mr. JOHNSTON, from the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources, without
amendment:

H.R. 419. A bill to provide for the addition
of certain parcels to the Harry 8 Truman
National Historic Site in the State of Mis-
souri (Rept. No. 101-114).

H.R. 1529. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of the White Haven National His-
toric Site in the State of Missouri, and for
other purposes (Rept. No. 101-115).

By Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee
on Labor and Human Resources, with an
amendment in the nature of a substitute:

S. 933. A bill to establish a clear and com-
prehensive prohibition of discrimination on
the bases of disability (Rept. No. 101-116).

By Mr. EENNEDY, from the Committee
on Labor and Human Resources, without
amendment:

S. 1182, A bill to amend the Fair Labor
Standards Act of 1938 to restore the mini-
mum wage to a fair and equitable rate, and
for other purposes (Rept. No. 101-117).

By Mr. HOLLINGS, from the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation,
with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute:

H.R. 838. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to release restrictions on
the use of certain property conveyed to the
Peninsula Airport Commission for airport
purposes (Rept. No. 101-118).

H.R. 1486. A bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 1990 for the Maritime
Administration and for other purposes
(Rept. No. 101-119).

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. JOHNSTON, from the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an
amendment in the nature of a substitute:

S. T12. A bill to provide for a referendum
on the political status of Puerto Rico (Rept.
No. 101-120).

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second time by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mr. BOSCHWITZ:

S. 1581. A bill for the relief of Stella Ub-

goajah; to the Committee on the Judiclary.
By Mr. SIMON (for himself, Mr, PELL,
Mr. CransTON, Mr. HARKIN, Mr.

REemn, and Mr. RoBB):
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S. 1582. A bill to amend the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 to provide for certain
forms of assistance to Poland to ensure the
success of freedom and democracy in
E;oland: to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

By Mr. BENTSEN:

S. 1583. A bill to amend the Disaster As-
sistance Act of 1989 to ensure that the net
value of any crop planted to replace a crop
for which disaster payments were received is
considered when reducing the amount of
such payments to avoid double payments; to
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition,
and Forestry.

By Mr. CRANSTON:

8. 1584. A bill regarding the reliquidation
of certain extracorporeal shock wave litho-
tripter.

By Mr. BINGAMAN:

S. 1585. A bill to amend the Resource Con-
servation and Recovery Act to improve pro-
cedures for the implementation of State
compacts providing for the establishment
and operation of regional disposal facilities
for municipal and industrial solid waste, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works.

By Mr. GRAMM (for himself and Mrs.
KASSEBAUM):

S. 1586. A bill to clarify a provision of the
Disaster Assistance Act of 1989 in order to
avoid penalizing producers who planted a
replacement crop on disaster affected acre-
age, and for other purposes; to the Commit-
tee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry.

By Mr. HELMS:

S. 1587, A bill to amend the Internal Reve-
nue Code of 1986 to provide for the designa-
tion on income tax forms of overpayments
of tax and contributions to reward the
return of a Vietnam POW/MIA; to the
Committee on Finance.

By Mr. D’AMATO:

S.J. Res. 195. Joint resolution proclaiming
Christopher Columbus to be an honorary
citizen of the United States; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT
AND SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. GRAMM (for himself and Mr.
BENTSEN):

S. Res, 172, Resolution to acknowledge
the high achievement, commitment, and
vision of Mickey Leland; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DOLE (for himself and Mr.
MITCHELL):

8. Res. 173. Re'solution to express grati-
tude to David A. Brody; considered and
agreed to.

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. SIMON (for himself, Mr.
PeELL, Mr. CraANsTON, Mr.
HargIN, Mr. REm, and Mr.
RoBB):

S. 1582, A bill to amend the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961 to provide for
certain forms of assistance to Poland
to ensure the success of freedom and
democracy in Poland; to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations.
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INVESTMENT IN FREEDOM AND DEMOCRACY IN
POLAND ACT OF 1889

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, I am in-
troducing at this point a piece of legis-
lation that will be known as the In-
vestment in Freedom and Democracy
in Poland Act of 1989. Initial cospon-
sors are Senator PELL, chairman of the
Foreign Relations Committee; Senator
CransTON, who just headed a group
going to Poland; and Senator HARKIN.
I welcome colleagues on both sides
joining in cosponsoring this legisla-
tion.

It is extremely important that we
act and act quickly in the Polish situa-
tion. I just spent 6 days in Poland. I
met with the leaders of Solidarity,
Lech Welesa, and the new Prime Min-
ister. I met with just a broad spectrum
of people there. For the first time in
the history of modern civilization, we
have a country that is moving from
Communist totalitarianism to a free
system. It is delicate. We have the gov-
ernment in the hands of Solidarity.
You have the guns still in the hands
of the Communists.

No one can be sure what can
happen. But what we do know is there
is a window of opportunity here that
we ought to move into and seize and
seize quickly.

What my bill does is basically three
things. One is it says we will, subject
to the approval of the President, post-
pone the payment of interest on the
debt of Poland to the United States
for 3 years, and then the following 2
years it be cut in half. So there is a 5-
year period where the interest would
be applied to the principal. It does
mean some temporary loss of income,
but if the United States can lead, then
other nations can follow.

The Polish debt to the rest of the
world is roughly $39 billion. Eight per-
cent of that is owed to the United
States.

I talked while I was in Warsaw with
one ambassador of a major lender
country to Poland, and he indicated
they would be interested. I talked to
another diplomat from another lend-
ing country and he indicated they
would be interested.

I think it is extremely important
that the United States act and act
swiftly and generously.

The President has suggested a pro-
gram that is, frankly, more modest
than the program I have suggested.
But it is interesting even in a little edi-
torial in Time magazine—and I do not
recall that kind of an editorial com-
ment before—it said the President’s
program is inadequate.

Now, in fairness to the President, his
program was introduced before Soli-
darity emerged as the government
there, so we have a different situation.

My proposal is basically postpone-
ment of interest on debt. You capital-
ize that, make that part of the princi-
pal. No. 2, that we create a revolving
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fund of $300 million a year, up to $100
million of which could be food grains
to help meat production in Poland,
but $300 million for each of 3 years
would be available for Poles or Ameri-
cans who would want to get going on a
free market system. Of the Polish ag-
riculture, roughtly 75 percent is free,
25 percent state run; but in the indus-
trial sector only 5 percent is free,
roughly 95 percent is state run. And if
Poland can shift over to a free enter-
prise system and a freely elected
system of governance, then inevitably
that is going to affect Hungary, it is
going to affect the Soviet Union, it is
going to change the political back of
the world. We are at one of those cru-
cial junctions in history where things
really can change.

There is a third factor in my bill
that I should have mentioned. It is a
1-year $25 million grant to the Gov-
ernment of Poland where they would
on a competitive bid basis ask for a
modernization of the telephone
system; an American company should
get the contract for that.

What you have is a.very critical time
period in which we have to move. Lech
Walesa, in my talks with him, said it is
really up to the United States to lead
to make sure we can preserve our free-
dom.

I think that is not an exaggeration.
We have to move. From meeting with
the various leaders of Solidarity, I
think the new leaders of the Govern-
ment in Poland are probably the most
exceptional leaders of a new govern-
ment since the people who founded
our Government 200 years ago. That is
a strong statement, but I think it is
true. With the possible exception of
when President Sadat visited the
Knesset in Jerusalem, this is the most
important political change that has
come about on the face of the Earth
since World War II. We must take ad-
vantage of it and take advantage of it
quickly.

I would add that my bill has safe-
guards. The President at any point can
suspend what has happened. It is not a
substitute for Poland facing her own
problems. She has some very severe in-
flation problems. They have to make
some tough decisions. But the United
States must come through, and I hope
that my colleagues will act and act
quickly.

Again, I am open to other ideas, but
what I have outlined here I have
checked with the leaders of Solidarity
as well as others who are knowledgea-
ble on the Polish situation. I think
what I am suggesting is sound. I hope
we move quickly.

By Mr. BENTSEN:

S. 1583. A bill to amend the Disaster
Assistance Act of 1989 to ensure that
the net value of any crop planted to
replace a crop for which disaster pay-



19614

ments were received is considered
when reducing the amount of such
payments to avoid double payments;
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry.
PROHIBITION OF DOUBLE PAYMENTS ON
REPLANTED ACREAGE

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. President, the
bill which I am introducing today will
correct a major error which was made
by the Secretary of Agriculture last
week.

Just before the August recess we
passed, and the President signed into
law, a disaster bill to help farmers who
have lost crops to drought, hail, and a
wide variety of other extreme weather
conditions which have hit major parts
of our country this year. One of the
provisions of that bill, section 110, pro-
vided that the value of any second
crop should be deducted from the dis-
aster assistance payment. These
second crop acres are sometimes re-
ferred to as ‘“ghost acres” because
farmers had been assured by the local
ASCS offices that crops planted on
those acres would not be counted for
purposes other than farm program
provisions such as acreage bases.

The President has a signing ceremo-
ny to announce that help was coming
to our hard-pressed farmers, but last
week the Secretary of Agriculture
jerked the rug out from under many
of those farmers when he issued rules
for implementing section 110. The new
rules do not make sense. They will
deny disaster program benefits to
many farmers who were expecting
help and were counting on that help.

The press release issued by the Sec-
retary states:

The value of a replacement crop will be
used to determine the producer’s disaster
payment for losses on the first crop. Howev-
er, the value will be determined by reducing
the actual replacement crop production by
25 percent, then multiplying the result by
an average market price.

Mr. President, the Secretary is
saying that he will assume that the
farmer’s profit margin on his replace-
ment crop is 75 percent of the crop.
This decision is arbitrary, capricious,
and unreasonable.

In other words, this decision looks
like a typical bureaucratic compro-
mise. I had written to Secretary Yeut-
ter last week concerning a major argu-
ment which was taking place behind
the scenes over those rules. One fac-
tion with the USDA was arguing that
the gross, not net, value of the crop
should be deducted from the disaster
payment. That was ridiculous. The
intent in that bill was not to pay full
disaster payments to farmers who
made a profit from their second crop.
Using the gross value for purposes of
section 110 would have denied disaster
payments to most farmers who plant-
ed a second crop and rewarded those
farmers who did nothing. That is
wrong, and I told the Secretary that.
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Well, the Secretary apparently has
decided that the law did indeed intend
that the section 110 adjustment be
done on the basis of the net value of
the crop. That, at least, is good news.

However, the Secretary has also ap-
parently sided with those who were
trying to gut the disaster bill. He has
ruled that 75 percent of the total
value of the second crop will be consid-
ered to be net income for purposes of
section 110. That is ridiculous. A
number of farmers have pointed out to
me that if they had any crop that
would yield them a net return of 75
percent of total sales that they would
have no need for farm programs, let
alone disaster programs. That crop
would also be their primary crop, not a
secondary crop.

I hope that the Secretary can show
the farmers in Texas a crop which
they can grow and on which they can
make a profit of 75 percent of sales. I
might add that it should be a crop
which will not get them sent to jail.

The fact of the matter, however, is
that Texas farmers did not have any
such profitable second crop. When
they lost their primary crop, most
farmers put in a second crop to try to
make a little money. Many were re-
quired to do that by Federal Crop In-
surance. Some will make a little
money on that second crop. Many will
not. However, none will make a profit
of 75 percent of sales.

This requirement is simply confisca-
tory. It is also very bad policy. It
makes no sense to reward farmers who
did nothing and punish farmers who
worked hard to produce a second crop.

The bill which I am introducing
today will remedy that by requiring
the Secretary of Agriculture to do
what he should have done already—
use the true net value of the second
crop in calculating the disaster pay-
ment.

Mr. President, I urge my colleagues
to join with me in seeking prompt so-
lution to this problem. The impor-
tance of this legislation is magnified
by the fact that this is the first time
this Secretary has issued regulations
to carry out a major piece of farm leg-
islation signed by this administration.
I believe that we should work together
to develop, pass, and implement legis-
lation for the good of our country.
That requires a high degree of coop-
eration, understanding, and trust. We
cannot do that if implementing regula-
tions are going to be used to cripple

programs.

We will be writing a major farm bill
next year. In the best of times that is
a very lengthy piece of legislation. If
we are going to have to write every
little section of that bill in a way that
will make it bullet-proof against foul-
ups like this then it will be a truly
massive undertaking. I do not want
that. I do not want to force such a
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burden upon the Agriculture Commit-
tee or upon the staff at the USDA.

I again urge the Secretary to come
forth with a real net value rule. If not,
then I will seek to have this provision
included in the upcoming budget rec-
onciliation bill if no earlier vehicle is
available.

I ask unanimous consent that a copy
of the bill be inserted in the REcORD
following my remarks.

There being no objection, the bill
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

S. 1583

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

SECTION 1. PROHIBITION ON DOUBLE PAYMENTS

ON REPLANTED ACREAGE FOR PUR-
POSES OF DISASTER PAYMENTS.

Section 110 of the Disaster Assistance Act
of 1989 is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking out
“yalue” and Inserting in lieu thereof “net
value';

(2) in subsection (c)1), by striking out
“value” and inserting in lieu thereof “net
value"; and

(3) by adding at the end thereof the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(d) Ner VavLve.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the net value of a crop shall be the
product of—

“(1) the amount of the replacement crop
harvested in 1989; multiplied by

“(2) the market price for such crop; less

“(3) the average cost per acre for the pro-
duction of such crop in the area in which
such crop is produced, as determined by the
Secretary.”.

By Mr. CRANSTON:

S. 1584. A bill regarding the reliqui-
dation of a certain extracorporeal
shock wave lithotripter; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

REGARDING EXTRACORPOREAL SHOCK WAVE

LITHOTRIFTER

Mr. CRANSTON. Mr. President,
today I am introducing a bill which
would correct an inequitable situation.
In 1985, a nonprofit medical center in
California imported a kidney litho-
tripter. Under the Educational, Scien-
tific, and Cultural Materials Importa-
tion Act of 1966, this entry should
have been duty free. The center sub-
mitted a duty-free application to the
Commerce Department, but due to ad-
ministrative delays, decided to pay the
duty in order to have the entry re-
leased. Unfortunately, by the time the
center’s application was approved, the
Customs Service had already liquidat-
ed the entry and refused to refund the
duty payment.

In the interest of fairness, this entry
should be reliquidated and the duty
payment refunded to the center. In
the past, refunds have been made to
other organizations which paid import
duties on kidney lithotripters. More-
over, this course would be cost effec-
tive for the government. The duty
refund will be applied to the capital
cost of the lithotripter, thus reducing
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the amount by which the center is re-
imbursed by Medicare.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be print-
ed at this point in the REcorb.

There being no objection, the bill
was ordered to be printed in the
REecorb, as follows:

S. 1584

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That, not-
withstanding section 514 of the Tariff Act
of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any other provi-
sion of law, upon proper request filed with
the appropriate Customs officer within 90
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act entry numbered 86-707943-6, dated No-
vember 10, 1985, shall be reliquidated as
duty-free and the appropriate refund of
duty made.

By Mr. BINGAMAN:

S. 1585. A bill to amend the Re-
source Conservation and Recovery Act
to improve procedures for the imple-
mentation of State compacts providing
for the establishment and operation of
regional disposal facilities for munici-
pal and industrial solid waste, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works.

SOLID WASTE COMPACT ACT OF 1989

® Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, 1
rise today to introduce legislation that
would greatly enhance the States’ abil-
ity to address substantively and re-
sponsibly our growing solid waste
problem. With the upcoming reau-
thorization of the Resource Conserva-
tion and Recovery Act [RCRA], now is
the time to develop a comprehensive
plan for handling this increasingly se-
rious problem. I believe my legislation,
the Solid Waste Compact Act of 1989,
is a crucial step toward providing a so-
lution to the solid waste disposal prob-
lem in the Nation.

Americans generate over 160 million
tons of solid waste each year. This is
more than one-half ton per person.
There are several alternatives avail-
able to communities for managing
solid waste. Landfills have become the
preferred method in many areas, such
as New Mexico, where the costs of
landfill disposal are cheaper than
other options. However, many areas of
the Nation are now experiencing
shortfalls of permitted landfill capac-
ity as the amount of waste increases.
The Environmental Protection Agency
estimates that 80 percent of existing
permitted landfills will close within 20
years. The problems associated with
the disposal of solid waste are rapidly
becoming evident across the country,
causing local communities major diffi-
culties.

New Mexico has not escaped this
crisis. I chaired a forum in Las Cruces,
NM, in April on the solid waste issue. I
heard from local, county, and State of-
ficials on the tremendous challenge
facing our State in dealing with the
waste dilemma. The declining number
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of landfills has caused communities in
New Mexico and throughout the
United States to transport their
wastes greater distances for disposal
which has increased disposal costs.
Siting new landfills is difficult because
of the potential environmental risks
involved. As siting becomes more diffi-
cult and as the volume of waste in-
creases, solid waste disposal, once con-
sidered a local problem, has become a
national concern.

I hope the development of compacts
will assist States such as New Mexico
by focusing needed attention on other
alternatives for solid waste manage-
ment, including recycling and inciner-
ation. Recycling is one area that clear-
ly deserves increased attention and
Federal support. Recycling saves
energy and conserves natural re-
sources by reducing the use of raw ma-
terials.

My legislation would amend the Re-
source Conservation and Recovery Act
to provide a mechanism for States to
enter into whatever compacts that
may be necessary to provide for the
disposal of solid waste which can be
most safely and effectively managed
on a regional basis. Each State would
be responsible for providing, either by
itself or in cooperation with other
States, a plan to satisfactorily dispose
of all solid waste that is generated
within their State. Within 12 months
of the enactment of the Solid Waste
Compact Act of 1989, each State
would submit its plan to the United
States EPA for approval. Each com-
pact that is developed must be ap-
proved by Congress. Compacts must be
ratified every 5 years. Additionally,
the Environmental Protection Agency
would be required to identify potential
alternative management programs for
the control of solid waste, and estab-
lish and publish technical guidance re-
garding the implementation of such
programs.

With the reauthorization of RCRA,
we in Congress have a great opportu-
nity to take a creative approach to an-
swering the serious problems associat-
ed with solid waste. This legislation
represents an important effort to de-
velop a comprehensive strategy for
solid waste management. I am pleased
that Congressman KaANJORSKI has in-
troduced similar legislation in the
House. I urge my colleagues to support
this legislation.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be print-
ed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the bill
was ordered to be printed in the
REcORD, as follows:

8. 1585

Be it enacted by the Senale and House of
Representatives of the Uniled States of
America in Congress assembled,

SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited

as the “Solid Waste Compact Act of 1989".
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SEC. 102. AMENDMENT TO THE RESOURCE CONSER-
VATION AND RECOVERY ACT.

The Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (42 U.S.C. 6903) is amended by inserting
at the end of section 6903 the following:

“(40) ComPacT—The term ‘compact’ means
a compact entered into by two or more
States pursuant to this act.

“(41) Compacr CommMmissioN—The term
‘compact commission’ means the regional
commission, committee, or board estab-
lished in a compact to administer such com-
pact.

‘“(42) Compacr ReEGioN—The term ‘com-
pact region’ means the area consisting of all
States that are members of the compact.

“(43) SorLmp WasTE DisposaL—The term
‘solid waste disposal’ means the recycling,
incinerating, depositing into landfills, or
burning of solid waste pursuant to the re-
quirements established by the Environmen-
tal Protection Agency, or any State environ-
mental agency in which a compact is phys-
ically located.

““(44) Non-S1TEp Compact REGIoN—The
term ‘non-sited compact region' means any
compact region that is not a sited compact
region.

“(45) REGIONAL DisposaL FaciLity—The
term ‘regional disposal facility’' means a
non-Federal municipal or solid waste dispos-
al facility in operation January 1, 1990, or
subsequently established and operated
under a compact.

““(46) SoLip WasTE—The term ‘solid waste’
pertains to any nonhazardous waste gener-
ated by a municipality, industry, or commu-
nity.

“(4T7) STATE—The term ‘State’ means any
State of the United States, the District of
Columbia, and the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico.”.

Sec. 103. The Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (42 U.S.C. 6904) is amended by
striking subsections (a) and (b) and insert-
ing in lieu thereof the following:

“(a) StaTE REsPoNsIBILITIES.—Each State
shall be responsible for providing, either by
itself or in cooperation with other states, a
plan to adequately dispose of all solid waste
that is generated within their state. Within
12 months of the enactment of the Solid
Waste Compact Act of 1989 each State shall
submit their plan to the United States Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency for approval.

“(b) REGIONAL COMPACTS FOR SOLID WASTE
Di1sposaL.—(1) IN GENERAL.—

“(A) PEpErRAL poricY.—It is the policy of
the Federal Government that the responsi-
bilities of the States under section (a) for
the disposal of solid waste can be most
safely and effectively managed on a regional
basis.

“(B) INTERSTATE COMPACTS.—To carry out
the policy set forth in paragraph (A) the
States may enter into such compacts as may
be necessary to provide for the establish-
ment and operation of regional disposal fa-
cilities for solid waste.

“(2) APPLICABILITY TO FEDERAL ACTIVI-
TIES.—

“(A) EFFECT OF COMPACTS ON FEDERAL
Law.—Nothing contained in this Act or any
compact may be construed to confer any
new authority on any compact commission
or State—

“(i) to regulate the package, generation,
treatment, storage, disposal, or transporta-
tion of solid waste in a manner incompatible
with the regulations of the Environmental
Protection Agency or inconsistent with the
Department of Transportation;
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“(ii) to regulate health, safety, or environ-
mental hazards from source or byproduct
material.

“(B) FPEDERAL AUTHORITY.—ExXcept as ex-
pressly provided in this Act, nothing con-
tained in this act or any compact may be
construed to limit the applicability of any
Federal law or to diminish or to otherwise
impair the jurisdiction of any action taken
pursuant to any compact.

“(C) STATE AUTHORITY PRESERVED.—Except
as expressly provided in this Act, nothing
contained in this Act expands, diminishes,
or otherwise affects State law.

“(3) REsTRICTED USE OF REGIONAL SOLID
‘WasTE D1spPosAL FACILITIES.—Any authority
in a compact to restrict the use of regional
solid waste disposal facilities under the com-
pact to the disposal of solid waste generated
within the compact region shall not take
effect before each of the following occurs:

“(1) January 1, 1991; and

“(2) the Congress by law consents to the
compact.

“(4) CONGRESSIONAL REVIEW.—Each com-
pact shall: Provide, That every 5 years after
the compact has taken effect the Congress
may by law withdraw its consent.

“(c) ALTERNATIVE SoLIiD WASTE DISPOSAL
METHODS.—

“(1) Not later than 12 months after the
date of enactment of the Solid Waste Com-
pact Act of 1989, the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency shall, in consultation with the
States and other interested persons, identify
potential alternative management programs
for the control of solid waste, and establish
and publish technical guidance regarding
the implementation of such programs.

“(2) Not later than 24 months after the
date of the enactment of the Solid Waste
Compact Act of 1989, the Environmental
Protection Agency shall, in consultation
with the States and other interested per-
sons, identify and publish all relevant tech-
nical information regarding the technol-
ogies pursuant to subsection (1) that a State
or compact must provide to the Agency in
order to pursue such programs, together
with the requirements that such facilities
must meet, in the judgment of the Agency,
if pursued as an alternative to traditional
solid waste management.@

By Mr. HELMS:

S. 1587. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for
the designation on income tax forms
of overpayments of tax and contribu-
tions to reward the return of a Viet-
nam POW/MIA; to the Committee on
Finance.

VIETNAM POW/MIA RESCUE FUND

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, the
question of whether any American
might still be held captive in South-
east Asia is one that is deeply trou-
bling in the mind of the American
public. The official policy of the
United States Government—as stated
in a report in the outgoing days of the
Reagan administration—is that the
United States Government has found
“no evidence” that North Vietnam
held American prisoners of war after
1973. Nevertheless, in July 1989, Secre-
tary of Defense Richard Cheney reaf-
firmed a previously longstanding
policy in the following words:

Although we have thus far been unable to
prove that Americans are still being held
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against their will, the information available
to us precludes ruling out that possibility.
Actions to investigate live sighting reports
receive and will continue to receive neces-
sary priority and resources based on the as-
sumption that at least some Americans are
still held captive.

Therefore, despite official assur-
ances, deep-seated doubts remain in
the minds of many Americans. These
issues must be resolved once and for
all if the American mind is to be satis-
fied.

Mr. President, a national poll taken
in 1987 by Arthur Finkelstein & Asso-
ciates showed that 84.9 percent of the
American public in his sample, which
had a margin of error of plus or minus
3 percent, believed that there are
Americans still being held captive in
Southeast Asia. Another national poll
taken by the Wirthlin Group in 1987
found that 82 percent of the Ameri-
cans polled said yes when asked: ‘“Now,
do you believe there are living U.S.
prisoners of war held against their will
in Vietnam and Laos?”

On June 8 of this year, the Associat-
ed Press reported that:

Five or six American POW’s were sighted
in Vietnam by a Japanese Buddhist monk
who spent 14 years in Vietnamese reeduca-
tion camps before being freed in January, a
Japanese news report said today.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Associated Press article
be printed in the REcorp at the con-
clusion of my remarks.

On August 11, 1987, the Washington
Times, published a front page story
titled: “Vietnam Hints MIA's May Be
In Bush Areas.” The lead paragraph
of the story read:

Vietnam insists it has no live American
prisoners under its control but indicates
there are wild areas of the country where
missing Americans could be living, Presiden-
tial envoy Gen. John Vessey said yesterday
at the White House.

The story went on to report that—

General Vessey said the Vietnamese
agreed to pursue 200 discrepancy cases of
which 70 are considered urgent because of
compelling evidence the individuals were
alive within enemy territory.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the article quoted above
titled: “Vietnam Hints MIA's May Be
In Bush Areas,” be printed in the
Recorp at the conclusion of my re-
marks.

Moreover, Mr. President, a special
Pentagon panel—chaired by Lt. Gen.
Eugene F. Tighe, Jr., a former director
of the Defense Intelligence Agency—
concluded in September 1986 after a 5-
month review of intelligence files, that
American servicemen are still being
held in captivity in southeast Asia.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a New York Times article of
September 30, 1986, titled: P.O.W.’s
Alive in Vietnam, Report Concludes,”
be printed in the Recorp at the con-
clusion of my remarks.
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In 1986, the ABC news magazine
“20/20"” devoted an entire program to
the issue of Americans still captive in
Vietnam. The CBS news magazine “60
Minutes” also devoted one segment to
this issue. The producer of that “60
Minutes” segment, Monika Jensen
Stevenson, and her husband, William
Stevenson, are presently completing a
book on the POW/MIA issue. Mr, Ste-
venson is the author of “The Man
Called Intrepid,” among other nonfic-
tion, intelligence-related books. Both
Monica and William Stevenson are
convinced, Mr. President, that Ameri-
can servicemen are alive and are still
being held captive in Southeast Asia.

In October 1985, the Wall Street
Journal reported that Robert C.
McFarlane told “a private business
group that he believes United States
prisoners of war are still being held in
Indochina and that the United States
should step up efforts to gather con-
clusive information about any POW’s
there.” The report went on to say that
McFarlane said: “There is quite a lot
of evidence given by people who have
no ulterior motives and no reason to
lie, and they're telling things that
they have seen.”

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the article titled “McFarlane
Tells Group He Believes Some U.S.
POW’s Remain in Indochina” from
the Wall Street Journal of October 15,
1985, and the article titled “McFarlane
Says POW's ‘Have To Be’' in Indo-
china,” from USA Today, be printed in
the REcorbp at the conclusion of my re-
marks.

I do not know, and I doubt that any
of us here knows for certain whether
there are American servicemen still
being held in Southeast Asia. Howev-
er, Mr. President, reports that must be
taken seriously continue to come to
my attention that indicate Americans
are still being held in Southeast Asia.
Among the most credible reports are
some that put the number of Ameri-
cans being held prisoner in Southeast
Asia in the hundreds.

Mr. President, the TU.S. Congress
must develop a creative and effective
policy to resolve this issue. If there are
American servicemen being held in
Southeast Asia, then the U.S. Senate
has the responsibility to see that they
are brought home.

Mr. President, one possible way to
bring this about is to provide a finan-
cial incentive to individuals who might
have knowledge of the whereabouts of
any American serviceman who may be
alive to bring that person home.

Mr. President, the bill before the
Senate today provides that incentive.
It specifically targets the incentive at
any national of Burma, Laos, Cambo-
dia, and Vietnam, in the assumption
that such persons would be most likely
to have first-hand information.
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That is why this bill proposes to
create a POW/MIA Rescue Fund. Spe-
cifically, this bill would provide a fund
to reward any successful rescue of U.S.
prisoners of war or persons missing in
action by an individual or group of in-
dividuals from the countries specified.

It should be noted, Mr. President,
that any reward could go only to indi-
viduals who are citizens of Burma,
Laos, Cambodia, or Vietnam. That
means that only citizens from Burma,
Laos, Cambodia, or Vietnam are eligi-
ble as rescuers to receive the reward.
This bill, Mr. President, is not an at-
tempt to encourage American citizens
to go off on “Rambo” missions on
their own.

The amount of the reward given to
any successful rescuer would be deter-
mined at the end of the calendar year
by the total value in the fund at that
time. The fund would be raised and re-
generated each year by a $1 checkoff
on taxpayer’s individual income tax
form.

Mr. President, from a budget stand-
point this $1 checkoff provision is rev-
enue-neutral, that is, the $1 will come
from the taxpayer’s own pocket, and
not create a deficiency in U.S. Treas-
ury receipts. Functionally, the $1
would be deducted from the taxpayer's
refund, if any, or the taxpayer would
add it to any amounts due.

The process set forth in this bill is as
follows: Participating taxpayers would
contribute directly to the establish-
ment of the POW/MIA Rescue Fund.
The Secretary of Veteran Affairs
would be authorized to establish the
regulations for dispersal of any reward
and to publicize those terms.

The whole sum in the fund available
at the end of the calendar year would
then be made available as a reward to
any individual or individuals who ac-
complish a successful rescue pursuant
to the regulations established by the
Secretary of Veteran Affairs.

All of the funds accumulated at the
end of the calendar year would be
awarded—based on the number of
American servicemen brought out—to
any individual or divided among those
individuals who had accomplished a
successful rescue during that year. For
example, suppose that in one year
there are two separate successful res-
cues; and the first rescue team brings
back two American POW’'s, and the
second team brings back one American
POW. At the end of the year, the team
that rescued two POW’s would get
two-thirds of the reward money in the
fund, and the second team would get
one-third of the money in the fund.

Needless to say, Mr. President, the
proposal includes necessary safe-
guards. No one is eligible for a reward
who is acting in any official or unoffi-
cial capacity for any government or
agency. This includes both the United
States Government, the Vietnamese
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Government, or indeed any other gov-
ernment.

Furthermore, a rescuer who rescues
a person determined by the Secretary
of Veteran Affairs who: First, is absent
without leave [AWOL]J; or second, is a
civilian United States Government em-
ployee who remained in Southeast
Asia voluntarily, the rescuer would not
receive any reward. This would insure
that no reward would be given on
behalf of persons who may have col-
laborated with their captors.

Further, the American rescued must
be positively identified, as defined by
regulations established by the Secre-
tary of Veteran Affairs, as a combat-
ant in the Vietnam war, or as an indi-
vidual in a missing status as a result of
the Vietnam conflict.

The bill authorizes the Attorney
General of the United States to grant
political asylum to any defector who
escapes from Southeast Asia with an
American POW.

Finally, the program would sunset at
the end of the year 2003, a date mark-
ing 30 years after the close of the Viet-
nam war. By the year 2003 the Ameri-
can people could definitely assume the
POW/MIA chapter in our history
could be closed, after having made a
good-faith effort to explore all ave-
nues. If any moneys remain in the
POW-MIA Rescue Fund on January 1,
2004, then they would be used to
reduce the Federal deficit.

Thus, Mr. President, this bill will
assure that the United States will
have a policy that:

First, makes the prudent and
humane assumption that we should
not exclude the possibility that Ameri-
cans may still be held captive in
Southeast Asia;

Second, creates an incentive which
may contribute to their discovery and
release;

Third, is not funded with imposed
taxes but allows each taxpayer to
decide personally whether to partici-
pate in this national program;

Fourth, does not reward the captors,
or any government that may or may
not be involved in the holding of the
American servicemen;

Fifth, gives the executive branch
flexibility to pursue its own policies on
this issue; and

Sixth, will resolve this issue, over
time, in the mind of the American
public.

Mr. President, this bill will provide
the incentive to any citizen of Burma,
Vietnam, Cambodia, or Laos, who has
the bravery and ability to find and
bring out of Southeast Asia any Amer-
ican servicemen who may be held as
prisoners.

Mr. President, this bill is the least
we can do for servicemen who may
still be held captive. If there are any
such captives, we must keep faith with
them. We must not abandon them to
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live as prisoners for the rest of their
lives.

Mr. President, until Americans are
certain that all of our POWs have
come from Southeast Asia, our peace
with Vietnam will appear to be a peace
without honor.

Mr, President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the official list of the 60
servicemen from North Carolina listed
as “MIA"” be printed in the REcorp at
the end of my remarks.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be print-
ed in the REcorp along with the previ-
ous referred to material.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

S. 1587

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

SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF OVERPAYMENTS OF
TAX AND CONTRIBUTIONS TO VIET-
NAM POW/MIA RESCUE FUND.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter A of chapter
61 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (re-
lating to returns and records) is amended by
adding at the end thereof the following new
part:

“PART IX—DESIGNATION OF OVERPAY-

MENTS OF TAX AND CONTRIBUTIONS TO

VIETNAM POW/MIA RESCUE FUND

“Sec. 6097. Designation by individuals.

“SEC. 6097. DESIGNATION BY INDIVIDUALS.

“(a) INn GeENEraL.—Every individual (other
than a nonresident alien) may designate
that—

“(1) $1 of any overpayment by such indi-
vidual of the tax imposed by chapter 1 for
the taxable year, or

“(2) $1 cash contribution by such individ-
ual who does not overpay such tax,

be paid over to the Vietnam POW/MIA
Rescue Fund. In the case of a joint return
of husband and wife, each spouse may desig-
mp;mbedthat $1 be paid over to the Rescue

“(b) OVERPAYMENTS TREATED AS REFUND-
£p,—For purposes of this title, any overpay-
ment of tax designated under subsection
(a)(1) shall be treated as being refunded to
the taxpayer as of the last date prescribed
for filing the return of tax imposed by chap-
ter 1 (determined without regard to exten-
glon.s) or, if later, the date the return is

iled.

“(c) MANNER AND TIME OF DESIGNATION.—A
designation under subsection (a) may be
made with respect to any taxable year only
at the time of filing the return of the tax
imposed by chapter 1 for such taxable year.
Such designation may be made either on
the first page of the return or on the page
bearing the taxpayer’'s signature.

“d) TErMINATION.—This section shall not
apply to any taxable year beginning after
December 31, 2002 and no designation may
?f :;m%e under this section after December

., 2003.”

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT,—The table of
parts for subchapter A of chapter 61 of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended
by adding at the end thereof the following
new item:

“Part IX. Designation of overpayments of
tax and contributions to Viet-
nam POW/MIA Rescue FPund.”
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(c) ErrEcTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after December 31, 1988.
SEC. 2. ESTABLISHMENT OF VIETNAM POW/MIA

RESCUE FUND.

(a) INn GENERAL.—Subchapter A of chapter
98 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (re-
lating to the trust fund code) is amended by
adding at the end thereof the following new
section:

“SEC. 9511. VIETNAM POW/MIA RESCUE FUND.

‘“(a) CreEATION OF TRUST FunD.—There is
established in the Treasury of the United
States a trust fund to be known as the ‘Viet-
nam POW/MIA Rescue Fund’, consisting of
such amounts as may be appropriated or
credited to the Rescue Fund as provided in
this section or section 9602(b).

“(b) TRANSFER TO VIETNAM POW/MIA
Rescue FUuND OF AMOUNTS DESIGNATED.—
There is hereby appropriated to the Viet-
nam POW/MIA Rescue Fund amounts
equivalent to the amounts designated under
section 6097 and received in the Treasury.

“(¢) EXPENDITURES FROM RESCUE FUND.—

(1) In GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay,
on the order of the Secretary of Veterans
Affairs, amounts to eligible individuals spec-
ified by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs.

“(2) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Amounts
in the Vietnam POW/MIA Rescue Fund
shall be available to pay the administrative
expenses of the Department of the Treas-
ury directly allocable to—

“(A) modifying the individual income tax
return forms to carry out section 6097,

“(B) carrying out this chapter with re-
spect to such Rescue Fund, and

“(C) processing amounts received under
section 6097 and transferring such amounts
to such Rescue Fund.

“(d) TERMINATION.—

“¢1) INn GENERAL.—The Secretary of the
Treasury shall use any money remaining in
the Rescue Fund on January 1, 2004, to pay
at maturity, or to redeem or buy before ma-
turity, an obligation of the Government in-
cluded in the public debt.

“(2) TREATMENT OF OBLIGATIONS.—ANy obli-
gation of the Government which is paid, re-
deemed, or bought with money from the
Rescue Fund shall be cancelled and retired
and may not be reissued.”

(b) CrericAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for subchapter A of chapter 98 of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended by adding at the end thereof the
following new item:

“Sec. 9511. Vietnam POW/MIA Rescue
Fund.”

(¢) ErrEcTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after December 31, 1988.
SEC. 3. VIETNAM POW/MIA REWARD PROGRAM.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—

(1) In ceENERAL.—The Secretary of Veter-
ans Affairs shall authorize payments by the
Secretary of the Treasury from the Viet-
nam POW/MIA Rescue Fund on behalf of
eligible individuals.

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF PAYMENTS.—Pay-
ments under paragraph (1) shall be avail-
able—

(A) to reward an eligible individual (or in-
dividuals) who, during any calendar year,
personally delivers (or collectively deliver)
into the custody of the United States Gov-
ernment a living Vietnam POW /MIA, and

(B) to pay the costs of notifying potential
eligible individuals of the availability of the
Rescue Fund, except that payments under
this subparagraph for any fiscal year shall
not be less than 5 percent nor more than 10
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percent of the balance in the Rescue Fund
at the end of such fiscal year.

A reward shall be paid under subparagraph
(A) for each living Vietham POW/MIA de-
livered and shall be made only at the end of
such calendar year (except for the reim-
bursement of expenses of such eligible indi-
vidual (or individuals) not exceeding
$50,000). The total of all rewards for such
calendar year shall equal the total amount
in the Rescue FPund available at the end of
such calendar year.

1(b) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion—

(1) EL1GIBLE INDIVIDUAL—The term ‘eligi-
ble individual’ means any national of Laos,
Vietnam, Cambodia, or Burma who is not
acting in any official or unofficial capacity
on behalf of any government or agency.

(2) VIETNAM POW/MIA.—

(A) IN GENERAL—The term “Vietnam
POW/MIA"” means any individual—

(i) who is a member of a uniform service
(within the meaning of section 101(3) of
title 37, United States Code) in a missing
status (as defined in section 551(2) of such
title 37) as a result of the Vietnam conflict,
unless it is officially determined under sec-
tion 552(¢) of such title 37 that such individ-
ual is officially absent from such individ-
ual's post of duty without authority, or

(il) who is an employee (as defined in sec-
tion 5561(2) of title 5, United States Code)
in a missing status (as defined in section
5561(5) of such title 5) as a result of the
Vietnam conflict.

Such term shall not include any individual
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs deter-
mines remained in Vietnam, Laos, or Cam-
bodia voluntarily.

(B) PERIOD OF CONFLICT.—For purposes of
this paragraph, the Vietnam conflict began
February 28, 1961, and ended on the date
designated by the President by Executive
order as the date of the termination of com-
batant activities in Vietnam. For purposes
of this paragraph, an individual is in a miss-
ing status as a result of the Vietnam conflict
if immediately before such status began he
was performing service in Vietnam or was
performing service in Southeast Asia in
direct support of military operations in
Vietnam.

(c) PROTECTIONS FOR ELIGIBLE INDIVID-
vAaLs.—The Attorney General of the United
States is authorized to grant political
asylum in the United States to any eligible
individual who receives a reward under this
section, upon the request of such individual.

(d) R1gHTS TO SUE OR BENEFIT ENTITLE-
MENT NOT CREATED BY SECTION.—This section
shall not be construed to create any private
right to sue by or on behalf of any eligible
individual, and shall not be construed to
create an entitlement on behalf of any indi-
vidual.

(e) REcuLATIONS.—The Secretary of Veter-
ans Affairs shall prescribe by regulation the
procedures, terms, and conditions for the
determination of eligible individuals and the
verification of the awarding of the reward
described in subsection (a)(2)(A).

APN 06/08 0134 JAPAN-VIETRAM

Torvo.—Five or six American POWs were
sighted in Vietnam by a Japanese Buddhist
monk who spent 14 years in Vietnamese re-
education camps before being freed in Janu-
ary, a Japanese news report said today.

Ganshin Yoshida, 65, now in a Sapporo
hospital being treated for ailments resulting
from his detention, told Kyodo News Serv-
ice on Wednesday that “five or six” Ameri-
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can prisoners of war were at the camp
where he was last held.

The location of the camp was not dis-
closed.

Kyodo quoted Yoshida as saying he did
not know what the living conditions of the
POWs were like because they lived in a sep-
arate building from him.

An official of the Vietnamese Embassy in
’lrokya called Yoshida's remarks “ground-
335."

“Our government has repeatedly dis-
cussed that issue in the past. There are no
more American POWs" in Vietnam, the offi-
cial told The Associated Press.

Yoshida, formerly a city councilman on
Japan's northernmost main island of Hok-
kaido, became & monk in 1966 and emigrat-
ed to Vietnam, where he set up a temple in
Saigon, now called Ho Chi Minh City.

Yoshida was granted citizenship in 1973
by the former South Vietnamese govern-
ment but arrested in 1975 following the
takeover of Vietnam by communist forces
and detained without trial in re-education
camps and jails.

On Jan. 20, Vietnam released Yoshida for
humanitarian reasons after appeals filed by
himself and international human rights
groups such as Amnesty International.

Kyodo said U.S. government officials re-
ceived the information about the POWs
through Yoshida's daughter in Tokyo on
Wednesday.

An official of the U.S. Embassy in Tokyo
would not confirm that the information had
been conveyed. “All reports and information
concerning MIAs (missing in action) in Viet-
nam will be sent to the home government
for analysis by experts,” he said.

A total of 1,730 Americans are still listed
as missing in action in Vietnam, while 634
others are missing in action in Vietnam,
while 634 others are missing in Cambodia,
Loas and China, according to U.B. figures.
The Indochina War ended in 1975 with com-
munist victories over U.S.-supported govern-
ments in Vietnam, Cambodia and Laos.

[From the Washington Times, Aug. 11,
19871

Viernam Hints MIA's May BE In Buse
AREAS

{By Jeremiah O'Leary)

Vietnam insists it has no live American
prisoners of war under its control but indi-
cates there are wild areas of the country
where missing Americans could be living,
presidential envoy Gen. John Vessey sald
yesterday at the White House.

He reported to President Reagan yester-
day after returning from three days of talks
in Hanoi with Foreign Minister Nguyen Co
Thach and other officials.

Gen. Vessey, who served in Vietnam and
was chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
before his retirement, said the Vietnamese
insisted “there are no live American prison-
ers under the control of the Vietnamese
government.

“The Vietnamese have acknowledged that
there are some wild parts of their coun-
try

“The suggestion is that it is possible for
there to be live Americans in Southeast
Asia, not under the control of the Vietnam-
ese government,” he said. “That is the infer-
ence that I draw. They did not say that.”

Gen. Vessey said the Vietnamese
to pursue 200 “discrepancy” cases, of which
70 are considered urgent because of compel-
ling evidence the individuals were alive
within enemy territory.
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In return, he said, the United States will
send experts on what he termed “humani-
tarian considerations” such as problems of
rehabilitating severely wounded Vietnam-

ese.

The U.S. delegation agreed that America
will accept Amerasian children of American
GlIs and Vietnamese women when a system
is established.

“We agreed that we would address these
as humanitarian concerns and not link them
to broader political issues, such as normal-
ization of diplomatic relations, resumption
of trade or economic aid,” he said.

There are 2,413 Americans unaccounted
for in Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia, of
whom 1,776 were in Vietnam, Gen. Vessey
said. “I don't know if there are any there,
but there is evidence some might be there.
But it's a long time since the end of the war.

“We made it very clear there are a
number of questions to be answered before
the American people, and particularly the
families, will be satisfied that there are no
live POWSs or that they're not holding out
on the issue of remains,” he said.

Gen. Vessey said he told the Vietnamese,
“We have people who were seen parachut-
ing near Vietnamese forces during the war,
who were probably confined and who did
not return to the U.S.”

In another case, a Vietnamese newspaper
published a photo of & wounded American
during the war, but that person did not
return nor were his remains recovered.

“Those sorts of questions have to be an-
swered. The Vietnamese have acknowledged
the importance of answering those ques-
tions,” Gen. Vessey said.

There will be meetings of two groups of
experts from each side this month in Hanoi
to go further into the MIA-POW situation
and the humanitarian concerns of Vietnam.

The Defense Department has said, “There
is much evidence to indicate that the Viet-
namese have knowledge concerning the fate
of many U.S. personnel lost over North
Vietnam. In the south, representatives of
the former Provisional Revolutionary Gov-
ernment should have information on many
unaccounted for U.S, personnel.”

He was accompanied on the trip by Anne
Mills Griffiths of the National League of
Families, who remained in Southeast Asia,
as did Richard Childress, the specialist on
MIA-POW affairs on the staff of the Na-
tional Security Council.

Mr, Childress was in Bangkok yesterday,
completing the first round of talks with La-
otian officials about the fate of 549 Ameri-
cans missing there since the Indochina war
ended. Laos has provided little information
on unaccounted-for Americans.

The communist government in Cambodia
recently claimed it has some knowledge of
U.S. personnel missing in that country.

[From the New York Times, Sept. 30, 19861

POW’s ALIVE IN VIETNAM, REPORT
CONCLUDES

(By Richard L. Benke)

‘WASHINGTON, September 29.—A Pentagon
panel, after a five-month review of intelli-
gence files, has concluded that American
prisoners of war are still alive in Southeast

The head of the group, Lieut. Gen.
Eugene F. Tighe, Jr., a former director of
the Defense Intelligence Agency, said in an
interview today that “a large volume of evi-
dence points” to the likelihood that Ameri-
cans are being held by the Vietnamese Gov-
ernment.
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He said he doubted that the evidence was
strong enough to give the United States
added leverage to win the release of any
prisoners. He suggested Vietnam might
accept war reparations in return for the
Americans.

The group's report, to be released at a
briefing Tuesday at the Pentagon, found
that there was no cover-up of evidence that
there are still prisoners, according to Gener-
al Tighe.

Last March, the current director of the
Defense Intelligence Agency, Lieut. Gen.
Leonard H. Perroots, told a House subcom-
mittee on Asian and Pacific affairs that he
had appointed General Tighe, at the re-
quest of Congress, “to come in for as long as
necessary to get updated on follow-up ac-
tions” by the Government on missing serv-
icemen.

General Tighe said his task force could
not say how many missing. Americans were
alive, Government officials have estimated
that the number could be at least 100.

General Tighe said the best evidence came
from many reports by refugees who said
they had seen Americans.

“There were as many differences as you
could imagine,” he said of the refugee re-
ports. “They ran the gamut from first-hand
sightings to hearsay. But when you have
that large volume of evidence that points in
t}mge directions, why that's what you con-
clude.”

The review panel included Lyman
Kirkpatrick, former inspector general of the
Central Intelligence Agency: Gen. Russell
Dougherty of the Air Force, who is a former
head of the Strategic Air Command; Gen.
Bob Kingston of the Army, who is a former
commander of the United States Central
Command; Brig. Gen. Robbie Risner of the
Air Force, who was a prisoner of war in
Vietnam, and Lieut. Gen. John Peter Flynn
of the Air Force, who was a leader of prison-
ers of war.

The actual search of intelligence files was
conducted by Maj. Gen. John S. Murray of
the Army, former chief of United States
military interests in Vietnam; Col. Lester E.
McGee Jr. of the Army, former intelligence
specialist; John Francis McCreary of the na-
tional strategic warning staff, and Roberta
Carper Maynard, a management specialist
of the Defense Intelligence Agency.

[From the Wall Street Journal, Oct. 15,
19851
McFARLANE TELLS GROUP HE BELIEVES SOME
U.S. POW’s REMAIN IN INDOCHINA
(By Bill Paul)

President Reagan’s national security ad-
viser has told a private business group that
he believes U.S. prisoners of war are still
being held in Indochina and that the U.S.
should step up efforts to gather conclusive
information about any POWSs there,

The comments, by Robert C. McFarlane,
leave a different impression from previous
White House statements that the U.S. was
using all applicable intelligence capabilities
to determine what happened to the missing
Americans, whose fate has been debated
ever since the nation ended its combat in-
volvement in the Vietnam War in 1973.

The national security adviser's remarks
came in response to questions last Wednes-
day at a semiannual forum for business ex-
ecutives and political consultants The ses-
sions, sponsored by syndicated columnists
Rowland Evans and Robert Novak, are held
under ground rules that require that all re-
marks made at them by public officials are
off the record, according to Mr. Evans, But
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former Congressman John LeBoutillier, a
conservative Republican from New York, re-
corded the talk and made the tape available
to this newspaper.

Mr. LeBoutillier and another symposium
participant, John L. Thornton, a vice presi-
dent of a Wall Street investment banking
firm, said they weren't told the session was
off the record.

Karna Small, spokeswoman for the na-
tional security adviser, said, “This account
is a gross misrepresentation of Mr. McFar-
lane’s views.” She declined to elaborate in
any way on the ground the session was off
the record.

On the tape recording, Mr. McFarlane em-
phasized that he was expressing his person-
al feeling. “How I really feel about it,” Mr.
McFarlane said to the group. “I think there
have to be live Americans there.” He ac-
knowledged that there wasn't any conclu-
sive proof that U.S. military or civilian per-
sonnel are being held by communist-govern-
ments in the region but said, “There is quite
a lot of evidence given by people who have
no ulterior motives and no reason to lie, and
they're telling things that they have seen.”

Mr. McFarlane was critical of U.S. efforts
to find out what happened to nearly 2,500
Americans still unaccounted for. “What we
need to do is to have better human intelli-
gence in Vietnam,” Mr. McFarlane said.
“Now we don't. It takes time to get it. But I
wouldn't pretend to you that we have done
enough to even start. And that's bad. And
that's a failure.”

In the past, the administration has main-
tained that resolving the issue of Americans
missing in action was a high priority, with
President Reagan telling a gathering of
MIA relatives in January 1983 that “the in-
telligence assets of the U.S. are fully fo-
cused on this issue.”

Mr. McFarlane did say that he believed
the Reagan administration has made
progress by continuing to press the Viet-
namese government for an accounting of
the missing Americans. He also indicated
that U.S. efforts to collect better intelli-
gence on the subject would be stepped up.
“We are doing more, (but) there is more
that we ought to be doing than we are. And
I think we shall very soon.”

[From USA Today, Oct. 16, 1885]

MCcFARLANE SAYs POW’s “Have To BE" IN
INDOCHINA

The question arose again Tuesday wheth-
er U.8. servicemen remain prisoners in Indo-
china. National Security Adviser Robert
McFarlane has told a private business group
that U.S. efforts to find the prisoners have
been inadequate, The Wall Street Journal re-
ported. “I think there have to be live Ameri-
cans there,” McFarlane was quoted as
saying last week in remarks he intended to
pe off the record. “There is quite a lot of
evidence given by people who have no ulte-
rior motives and no reason to lie, and
they're telling things that they have seen,”
he added. The Pentagon sald it continues to
keep an open mind on the issue and checks
out each reported sighting. A McFarlane
spokesman declined to elaborate Tuesday.

POW/MIA LisT—NORTH CAROLINA
1. Captain Robert Douglas Avery—Mor-
gantown.
2. Ensign Harry John Belknap—Jonas
Ridge.
3. Major Murray Lyman Borden—Golds-
boro.



19620

4, Lieutenant Eric Parker Brice—Rocky
Mount.

5. Captain Earl Carlyle Brown—Stanely.

6. Lieutenant Jr. Grade Edward Dean
Brown, Jr.—Charlotte.

7. Major Wilbur Ronald Brown—Wilming-
ton.

8. CWO James E. Butler—Buies Creek.

9. EM II Franklin Harlee Canup, Jr.—Con-

cord.

10. CWO Frederick L. Cristman—Salis-
bury.

11. CMF Fred Lee Clarke—Troutman.

12. Captain William Clifton Clay III—
Henderson.

13. Captain Glenn R. Cook—Charlotte.

14. SFC Andrew J. Craven—Wilmington.

15. Captain John Hunter Crews III—Ash-
ville.

16. Staff Sgt. Robert Lee Curlee, Jr.—
Monroe.

17, LCdr Donald Vance Davis—Salisbury.

18. Colonel Edgar F. Davis—Goldsboro.

19. Lieutenant Carl Louis Doughtie—Tar-
boro.

20. Commander Frank C. Elkins—Bladen-
boro.

21. Captain John G. Gardner—Hot
Springs.

22. Captain Robin F. Gatwood, Jr.—Hicko-

Ty.
23. MM I Paul Edwin Gore—Faison.
24, Captain Connie Mack Gravitte—Cavel.
711215. Captain Frederick M. Hall-Waynes-
e.
26. LCpl Joseph N. Hargrove—Mont Olive.
27. PFC Harold Lee Harris—Durham.
28. Staff Sgt. Larry Gene Harris—William-
ston.
29. SP IV Joel Clinton Hapley—Alber-
marle.
30. SP IV Luther Harris Howard—Hamlit.
vﬂ?ll' Captain Carter A. Howell—Fayette-
e.
32. Lieutenant Litchfield Patterson Huie—
Warsaw.
: ffa Captain Charles J. Huneycutt—Char-
otte.
34. SP VI Larry C. Jamerson—Rosman.
35. SFC William Darrell Johnson—Rocky
Mount.
36. SFC Charlie Gray Lewis—Fayetteville.
ﬂﬁ?. Lieutenant Larry Gene Lewis—Ash-
e.
38. SFC James M. Luttvell-Fayetteville,
vule. Major John Lewis McDaniel—Gibson-
e.
40. Captain Eugene Thomas Meadows—
Hiddenite.
41, CWO Charles Worth Millard—Wilson.
42, Staff Sgt. Jerry Lawrence Moore—
Cleveland.
43. CMF Edwin E. Morgan—Salisbury.
44, Sgt. Larry K. Morrow—Lowell.
e 41% CWO Dennis Willlam Omelia—Smith-
eld.
46. Colonel Edwin D. Palmgren—Winston-
Salem.
47, Staff Sgt. Bunyan Durant Price—Bel-
mont.
48, Master Sgt. Ralph Joseph Reno—Fay-
etteville.
“:9. SFC Donald Monroe Shue—Kannapo-
50. SP IV Robert Milton Staton, Jr.—
Jamesville.
51. Lt. Col. Robert A. Stubberfield—Rich-
mond.
52. Master Sgt. William Carl Sutton—
Goldsboro.
“33. Staff Sgt. Wilbert Walton—Fayette-
e.
54. CWO Jimmy L. Watson—Lucama.
55. PFC Melvin Lee Weaks—Concord.
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56. Major Phillip Rogerson Wellons—Ra-
leigh.

57. Cdr. George Henry Wilkins—Golds-
boro.

58. SMF James R. Williams—Charlotte.

59. Staff Sgt. Wayne V. Wilson—Thomas-
ville.

60. Lt. Cdr. Walter Sutton Wood—Fort
Bragg.

By Mr. D’AMATO:

S.J. Res. 195. Joint resolution pro-
claiming Christopher Columbus to be
an honorary citizen of the United
States; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

PROCLAIMING CHRISTOPHER COLUMEUS TO BE
AN HONORARY CITIZEN OF THE UNITED STATES
® Mr. D’AMATO. Mr. President, I rise
to introduce a joint resolution pro-
claiming Christopher Columbus to be
an honorary ciiizen of the United
States. This resolution was introduced
in the other body by the Honorable

THOMAS FOGLIETTA.

Christopher Columbus was a man of
great vision, talent, and persistence
who overcame insurmountable odds to
embark on a journey that would lead
him to a new world. Since the year
1992 will mark the quincentennial of
this historical voyage to the Americas,
I can think of no better time to honor
and pay tribute to the founder of our
home by giving him honorary citizen-
ship.

During this quincentennial of this
historical voyage, a reenactment of his
trip will take place in that year. Spain
has invested $4 million to construct
models of the Nina, Pinta, and Sania
Maria; which are scheduled to land in
America on Columbus Day, 1992. The
passage of this resolution will amplify
interest in this simulation, and pay a
deserved tribute to the man who
linked Europe with the Americas.

Mr. President, Christopher Colum-
bus’' determination to overcome the
many obstacles facing him makes him
a model for us all. He was not deterred
by France’s, England’s, and Portugal’s
rejection of his plan, nor by Spain’s 6-
year delay in its funding of his jour-
ney. The four expeditions he led even-
tually spurred the immigration that
made our country what it is today. His
persistence and talent made him an in-
delible part of our heritage, and we
should pay tribute to this great ex-
plorer by giving him honorary citizen-
ship status.e

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS
B. 16

At the request of Mr. CRANSTON, the
names of the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. Perr] and the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY]
were added as cosponsors of S. 16, a
bill to require the executive branch to
gather and disseminate information
regarding, and to promote techniques
to eliminate, discrimatory wage-setting
practices and discriminatory wage dis-
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parities which are based on sex, race,
or national origin.
8. 61

At the request of Mr. CRANSTON, the
name of the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. PeErL] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 51, a bill to amend title
II of the Social Security Act to provide
that the combined earnings of a hus-
band and wife during the period of
their marriage shall be divided equally
and shared between them for benefit
purposes, 50 as to recognize the eco-
nomic contribution of each spouse to
the marriage and ensure that each
spouse will have Social Security pro-
tection in his or her own right.

5. 100

At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER,
the name of the Senator from Hawaii
[Mr. Marsunaca]l was added as a co-
sponsor of 8. 100, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act with
respect to coverage of, and payment
for, services of psychologists under
part B of Medicare.

8. 172
At the request of Mr. PRESSLER, the
name of the Senator from Oklahoma
[Mr. Boren] was added as a cosponsor
of 8. 172, a bill to amend the Soil Con-
servation and Domestic Allotment Act
to extend the date for entering into
contracts under the Great Plains Con-
servation Program.
8, 223
At the request of Mr. MOYNIHAN, the
name of the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. KoHL] was added as a cosponsor
of S. 223, a bill to establish a grant
program for research, treatment and
public education with respect to Lyme
disease.
5, 253
At the request of Mr. Bingaman, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
[Mr. WirTH] was added as a cosponsor
of S. 253, a bill to establish a coordi-
nated National Nutrition Monitoring
and Related Research Program, and a
comprehensive plan for the assess-
ment of the nutritional and dietary
status of the U.S. population and the
nutritional quality of food consumed
in the United States, with the provi-
sion for the conduct of scientific re-
search and development in support of
such program and plan.
5. 447
At the request of Mr. BosCHWITZ,
the name of the Senator from Oklaho-
ma [Mr. Boren] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 447, a bill to require the
Congress and the President to use the
spending levels for the current fiscal
year—without adjustment for infla-
tion—in the preparation of the budget
for each new fiscal year in order to
clearly identify spending increases
from one fiscal year to the next fiscal
year.
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8. 511
At the request of Mr. INOUYE, the
name of the Senator from New York
[Mr., D’AmaTo] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 511, a bill to recognize the or-
ganization known as the National
Academies of Practice.
5.570
At the request of Mr. DANFORTH, the
name of the Senator from Louisiana
[Mr. BReAUX] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 570, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to enhance
the incentive for increasing research
activities.
8. 656
At the request of Mr. GrassLEY, the
name of the Senator from South
Dakota [Mr. PrEsSLER] was added as a
cosponsor of S. 656, a bill to amend
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to
restore the deduction for interest on
educational loans.
8. 870
At the request of Mr. ARMSTRONG,
the name of the Senator from Florida
[Mr. GragaM] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 670, a bill to recognize the or-
ganization known as the Retired En-
listed Association, Inc.
8. T14
At the request of Mr. McCLURE, the
name of the Senator from Pennsylva-
nia [Mr. SpecTER] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 714, a bill to extend the
authorization of the Water Resources
Research Act of 1984 through the end
of fiscal year 1993.
B. 727
At the request of Mr. HEFLIN, the
names of the Senator from Texas [Mr.
BenTsEN] and the Senator from
Hawaili [Mr. MaTsunacal were added
as cosponsors of S. 727, a bill to amend
the Aminal Welfare Act to provide
protection to animal research facilities
from illegal acts.
8. 785
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER,
the name of the Senator from Califor-
nia [Mr. CransTON] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 785, a bill to amend title
XIX of the Social Security Act to pro-
vide States the option of providing
quality home and community care to
the elderly under their Medicaid Pro-
gram.
8. 891
At the request of Mr. REem, the
names of the Senator from Colorado
[Mr. WirTH], the Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr. JEFForps], and the Senator
from Maine [Mr. CoREN] were added
as cosponsors of S. 891, a bill to pro-
vide for the modernization of testing
of consumer products which contain
hazardous or toxic substances.
8. 933
At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the
names of the Senator from Oklahoma
[Mr. Boren], the Senator from Alaska
[Mr. Murkowskil, the Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. DascHLE], the Sen-
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ator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Rupman], and the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. HaTFIELD] were added as
cosponsors of S. 933, a bill to establish
a clear and comprehensive prohibition
of discrimination on the basis of dis-
ability.
8. 969
At the request of Mr. MOYNIHAN, the
name of the Senator from Utah [Mr.
HatcH] was added as a cosponsor of S.
969, a bill to establish the President’s
Award for Addiction Research.
8. 977
At the request of Mr. DoMENICI, the
names of the Senator from Washing-
ton [Mr. GorronN] and the Senator
from New York [Mr. D'AmaTo] were
added as cosponsors of S. 977, a bill en-
titled the “White House Conference
on Small Business Authorization Act.”
5. 1060
At the request of Mr. PrYOR, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
[Mr. Levin] was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1060, a bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide re-
fundable income tax credits to pri-
mary health services providers who
work in rural health manpower short-
age areas, and for other purposes.
S. 1129
At the request of Mr. BENTSEN, the
name of the Senator from Georgia
[Mr. Nun~N] was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1129, a bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to simplify the
antidiscrimination rules applicable to
certain employee benefit plans.
8. 1199
At the request of Mr. CHAFEE, the
name of the Senator from Maine [Mr.
MitrcHELL] was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1199, a bill to amend the Social Se-
curity Act to improve Medicare and
Medicaid payment levels to communi-
ty health clinics.
5. 1207
At the request of Mr. PAckwoob, the
name of the Senator from Wyoming
[Mr. WaLLor] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1207, a bill to amend the
Communications Act of 1934 to reform
the radio broadcast license renewal
process and for other purposes.
8. 1218
At the request of Mr. SimoN, the
name of the Senator from Maryland
[Ms. MixkuLski]l was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1216, a bill to amend the
National Labor Relations Act to give
employers and performers in the live
performing arts, rights given by sec-
tion 8(e) of such act to employers and
employees in similarily situated indus-
tries, to give to such employers and
performers the same rights given by
sections 8(f) of such act to employers
and employees in the construction in-
dustry, and for other purposes.
5. 1225
At the request of Mrs., KASSEBAUM,
her name was added as a cosponsor of

19621

S. 1225, a bill entitled the “Compre-
hensive Violent Crime Control Act of
1989.”

S. 1303

At the request of Mr. BENTSEN, the
name of the Senator from Washington
[Mr. GorTON] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1303, a bill to amend the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 to re-
strict the partial exclusion from
income of interest on loans used to ac-
quire employer securities to cases
where employees receive a significant
ownership interest in a corporation,
and for other purposes.

8. 1323
At the request of Mr. KoHL, the
name of the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. KasTEN] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1323, a bill to temporarily
reduce the duty on certain timing ap-
paratus.

S. 1384

At the request of Mr. DascHLE, the
name of the Senator from North
Dakota [Mr. ConNrap] was added as a
cosponsor of S. 1384, a bill to amend
title XVIII of the Social Security Act
to provide direct reimbursement under
part B of Medicare for nurse practi-
tioner or clinical nurse specialist serv-
ices that are provided in rural areas.

5. 1427

At the request of Mr. BoSCHWITZ,
the name of the Senator from Arizona
[Mr. McCain] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1427, a bill to amend the Fed-
eral Meat and the Poultry Products
Inspection Act to authorize the distri-
bution of wholesome meat and poultry
products for human consumption that
have been seized and condemned
under such acts to charity and public
agencies, and for other purposes.

8. 1430

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the
names of the Senator from Hawaii
[Mr. InouvE] and the Senator from
Ohio [Mr. METZENBAUM] were added as
cosponsors of S. 1430, a bill to enhance
national and community service, and
for other purposes.

5. 1458
At the request of Mr. WaLLop, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
[Mr. BoscawiTz] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1458, a bill to amend
chapter 6 of title 5, United States
Code, relating to regulatory flexibility
analysis.
5. 1483
At the request of Mr. CRANSTON, the
name of the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. PeLrL] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1483, a bill to amend the
Stewart B. McKinney Homeless Assist-
ance Act to authorize the Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development to
provide assistance for child care serv-
ices programs for the residents of
transitional housing.
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8. 1608
At the request of Mr. BENTSEN, the
name of the Senator from Kansas
[Mrs. KassepauMm] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1506, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to limit
the ability of corporations to obtain a
refund of taxes by carrying back net
operating losses arising from excess in-
terest deductions allocable to transac-
tions reducing corporate equity.
8. 1525
At the request of Mr. BumPERs, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
[Mr. BoscawiTz] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1525, a bill to amend the
Small Business Investment Act of 1958
to encourage private investment in de-
bentures issued by investment compa-
nies financing businesses owned by dis-
advantaged persons.
8. 1559
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
[Mr. JEFForDs] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 15569, a bill to expand the
boundaries of the Fredericksburg and
Spotsylvania County Battlefields Me-
morial National Military Park near
Fredericksburg, VA.
8. 1560
At the request of Mr. Burns, the
names of the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. CocHrAN], and the Senator from
North Dakota [Mr. ConNrapl were
added as cosponsors of S. 1560, a bill
to suspend the enforcement of certain
regulations relating to underground
storage tanks, and for other purposes.
SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 106
At the request of Mr. Bowp, the
name of the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr. BrabLEY] was added as a cospon-
sor of Senate Joint Resolution 106, a
joint resolution to authorize a com-
memorative stamp to be issued on Jan-
uary 18, 1991, to honor Dr. Thomas
Anthony Dooley III, and commemo-
rate the 30th anniversary of his death.
SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 160
At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG,
the names of the Senator from Geor-
gia [Mr. Nunn], the Senator from New
Jersey [Mr. BrapLEy], the Senator
from Virginia [Mr. WARNER], the Sena-
tor from New York [Mr. MOYNIHAN],
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
Exon], the Senator from Indiana [Mr.
Lucar]l, and the Senator from Mary-
land [Mr. SarBANES] were added as co-
sponsors of Senate Joint Resolution
160, a joint resolution to designate De-
cember 7, 1989, as “National Pearl
Harbor Remembrance Day” on the oc-
casion of the anniversary of the attack
on Pearl Harbor.
SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 164
At the request of Mr. NickirEes, the
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina [Mr. HoLLiNGs] was added as a co-
sponsor of Senate Joint Resolution
164, a joint resolution to designating
1990 as the “International Year of
Bible Reading."”
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SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 168

At the request of Mr. REemp, the
name of the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. PELL] was added as a co-
sponsor of Senate Joint Resolution
168, a joint resolution to designate the
week of October 2 through 8, 1989, as
“America’s Gold Week."”

At the request of Mr. McCLURE, the
name of the Senator from New Jersey
[Mr. LAUTENBERG] was added as a co-
sponsor of Senate Joint Resolution
168, supra.

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 173

At the request of Mr. RIEGLE, the
names of the Senator from Maine [Mr.
MircHELL], and the Senator from
Delaware [Mr. RorH] were added as
cosponsors of Senate Joint Resolution
173, a joint resolution to designate the
decade beginning January 1, 1990, as
the “Decade of the Brain.”

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 164

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG,
the names of the Senator from Texas
[Mr. BENTSEN], the Senator from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. CocHrAN], and the Sena-
tor from Indiana [Mr. Coars]l were
added as cosponsors of Senate Joint
Resolution 194, a joint resolution des-
ignating November 12-18, 1989 as “Na-
tional Glaucoma Awareness Week."”

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 52

At the request of Mr. HaTFIELD, the
names of the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. KasTEN], the Senator from Dela-
ware [Mr. RorH] were added as co-
sponsors of Senate Concurrent Resolu-
tion 52, a concurrent resolution to ex-
press the sense of the Congress that
science, mathematics, and technology
education should be a national priori-
ty.

BENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 56

At the request of Mr. McCaIn, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
[Mr. DURENBERGER] was added as co-
sponsor of Senate Concurrent Resolu-
tion 56, a concurrent resolution relat-
ing to the establishment of new com-
prehensive national aviation policy for
the United States.

SENATE RESOLUTION 89

At the request of Mr. BoSCHWITZ,
the name of the Senator from Califor-
nia [Mr. WiLsonN] was added as a co-
sponsor of Senate Resolution 99, a res-
olution requiring the Architect of the
Capitol to establish and implement a
voluntary program for recycling paper
disposed of in the operation of the
Senate.

SENATE RESOLUTION 155

At the request of Mr. Lorr, the
name of the Senator from Alaska [Mr.
MureowsKI] was added as a cosponsor
of Senate Resolution 155, a resolution
to establish a temporary special com-
mittee of the Senate to provide over-
sight and guidance with respect to the
responsibilities of the Director of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy.
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SENATE RESOLUTION 172—AC-
KENOWLEDGING THE ACHIEVE-
MENT, COMMITMENT, AND
VISION OF MICKEY LELAND

Mr. GRAMM (for himself and Mr.
BENTSEN) submitted the following res-
olution; which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary:

S. Res. 172

‘Whereas Mickey Leland gave unstintingly
to the people of Houston, Texas, and to all
America as a legislator and Member of Con-
gress, as a humanitarian, and as an activist;

Whereas Mickey Leland provided the poor
of America and Africa, especially the chil-
dren, with special compassion, inspiration,
and leadership;

Whereas Mickey Leland served as the pro-
genitor and chairman of the Select Commit-
tee on Hunger of the House of Representa-
tives and as two-term chairman of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus;

Whereas Mickey Leland was effective in
winning the hearts of his colleagues for the
famine relief efforts of the 1980’s in Ethio-
pia and other nations of Africa;

Whereas Mickey Leland secured the free-
dom of Americans being subjected to harsh
imprisonment in Cuba and the freedom
from Vietnam for children of Americans;

Whereas Mickey Leland worked tirelessly
to assure freedom for the people of Israel,
especially for Ethiopian Jews, and to im-
prove relations between the United States
and Israel; and

Whereas throughout his career Mickey
Leland exemplified the ideal of public serv-
ice in terms of the highest qualities of dedi-
cation, integrity, and rectitude: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate acknowledges
the high achievement, commitment, and
vision that characterized Mickey Leland’s
career of service on behalf of the people of
the United States and expresses profound
sorrow at the loss of Mickey Leland to his
family, to the House of Representatives of
the United States, and to the people of
America and the world.

Mr. GRAMM. Mr. President, today I
am submitting a resolution, cospon-
sored by the distinguished senior Sen-
ator from Texas, Senator BENTSEN,
which expresses the appreciation of
the Senate for the work that was done
by our colleague from Texas, Con-
gressman MICKEY LELAND, and which
expresses our sorrow at his loss.

MickeY was a man of special dignity
and compassion. Our hearts go out to
his family. I urge all of my colleagues
to add their names to the resolution
and I look forward to working with
the Senate leadership in an effort to
obtain swift approval of the resolu-
tion.

SENATE RESOLUTION 173—EX-
PRESSING GRATITUDE TO
DAVID A. BRODY
Mr. DOLE (for himself and Mr.

MiTcHELL) submitted the following

resolution; which was considered and

agreed to:
S. Res. 173

Whereas David A. Brody is an American
of uncommon wisdom and vision;
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Whereas David A. Brody has served this
country faithfully, as an officer in the
United States Navy during World War II, as
an attorney in the Department of Agricul-
ture, and as a distinguished lawyer and lob-
byist in Washington, D.C.;

Whereas David A. Brody has devoted
more than 40 years of his life to the promo-
tion of issues that concern not only the
Jewish-American community, but also
Americans;

Whereas such issues include the security
and prosperity of Israel, Soviet Jewry, civil
rights, civil liberties, and social welfare;

Whereas David A. Brody has been an ex-
emplary representative of the Anti-Defama-
tion League of the B'Nal B'Rith, particular-
ly as the Director of the Washington Office
of such League;

‘Whereas during the past 40 years, the
advice and judgment of David A. Brody has
proven to be an invaluable and welcome re-
source to the Senate;

‘Whereas many past and present members
of the Senate consider David A. Brody to be
a dear and trusted friend; and

‘Whereas David A Brody has often been
described as the ‘“10lst Senator’”: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That—

(1) the Senate commends David A, Brody
for his years of exemplary and faithful serv-
ice to the Anti-Defamation League of the
B'Nai B'Rith and to the United States, and

(2) the Senate expresses its gratitude to
David A. Brody for the wise counsel he has
provided to the Senate during the past 40
years,

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED

LEGISLATIVE BRANCH APPRO-
PRIATIONS, FISCAL YEAR 1990

WILSON (AND DOLE)
AMENDMENT NO. 698

Mr. WILSON (for himself, Mr. DoLE,
Mr. GrammM, Mr. Coats, Mr. NICKLES,
Mr. PressLER, Mr. DECoNcCINI, and Mr.
HerLms) proposed an amendment to
the bill (H.R. 3014) making appropria-
tions for the legislative branch for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 1990,
and for other purposes, as follows:

At the appropriate place add the follow-

Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act, upon enactment of this Act, there
is hereby prohibited the use of the franking
privilege for unsolicited mass mailings, as
described in 39 U.8.C. 3210(a)(6)(E), and any
use of the funds of the United States Postal
Service for this purpose is hereby prohibit-
ed.

All money heretofore appropriated for
this purpose are hereby rescinded, but they
may be made available for the purpose only
of funding any program authorized by the
Congress to fight the “war on drugs,” and
specifically $45,000,000 are hereby appropri-
ated for Model Projects Program for Preg-
nant and Post Partum Women and their In-
fants to be spent pursuant to 42 U.S.C.
290aa-13 to remain available until expended.

All House language in this Act, which is
interpreted under the precedents of the
Senate as being legislation under rule 16,
shall become effective one day after the
date of enactment of this Act.
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REID AMENDMENT NOS. 699
THROUGH 701

Mr. REID proposed three amend-
ments to the bill H.R. 3014, supra, as
follows:

AMENDMENT No. 699

On page 13, after line 17, insert the fol-
lowing:

Sec. 12. (a) There is established in the
Treasury of the United States a revolving
fund within the contingent fund of the
Senate to be known as the “Senate Office of
Public Records Revolving Fund” (hereafter
in this section referred to as the “revolving
fund”).

(b) All moneys received on and after Octo-
ber 1, 1989, by the Senate Office of Public
Records from fees and other charges for
services shall be deposited to the credit of
the revolving fund. Moneys in the revolving
fund shall be available without fiscal year
limitation for disbursement by the Secre-
tary of the Senate for use in connection
with the operation of the Senate Office of
Public Records, including supplies, equip-
ment, and other expenses.

(c) Disbursements from the revolving fund
shall be made upon vouchers approved by
the Secretary of the Senate.

(d) The Secretary of the Senate is author-
ized to prescribe such regulations as may be
necessary to carry out the provisions of this
section.

(e) To provide capital for the revolving
fund, the Secretary of the Senate is author-
ized to transfer, from moneys appropriated
for fiscal year 1990 to the account *“Miscel-
laneous Items" in the contingent fund of
the Senate, to the revolving fund such sum
as he may determine necessary, not to
exceed $30,000.

AMENDMENT No. 700

At the appropriate place in the bill, insert
the following new section:

Sec. . There shall be available to meet
any unpaid expenses incurred by any duly
authorized individual, prior to the first day
of the 101st Congress, under authority of
section 31a-1 of title 2, United States Code,
(1) any unexpended and unobligated funds
appropriated for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 1988, which were available to
such individuals as an expense allowance
under section 3la-1 or section 31a-3 of such
title, plus (2) in case such individual was au-
thorized to incur expenses under authority
of section 31a-1 of such title 2 on the last
day of the 100th Congress but was not au-
thorized to incur expenses under such au-
thority on the first day of the 101st Con-
gress, 25 percent of the funds appropriated
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
1989, under authority of section 31a-2 and
section 31a-3 of such title 2.

AMENDMENT No. 701

At the end of the bill, add the following
new section:

Sec. . For payment to Alison Leland,
widow of Mickey Leland, late a Representa-
tive from the State of Texas, $89,500. For
payment to Shelia A. Smith, widow of
Larkin Smith, late a Representative from
the State of Mississippi, $89,500.

AMENDMENTS NOS.
702 THROUGH 704
Mr. HUMPHREY proposed three
amendments to the bill HR. 3014,
supra, as follows:
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AMENDMENT No. 702

On page 60, line 10, strike “included” and
insert “published quarterly in the Congres-
sional Record and included”.

On page 61, line 5, strike “included” and
insert “published guarterly in the Congres-
sional Record and included”.

AMENDMENT No. 703

On page 61, between lines 11 and 12,
insert the following:

(C) A mass mailing (as defined in section
3210(aX6)E) of title 39, United States
Code) by a Senator or a Member of the
House of Representatives shall contain the
following notice in a prominent place on the
cover page of the document: “PREPARED,
PUBLISHED, AND MAILED AT TAXPAY-

AMENDMENT No. 704

On page 61, between lines 11 and 12,
insert the following:

(C) A mass mailing (as defined in section
3210(a}6XE) of title 39, United States
Code) by a Senator or a Member of the
House of Representatives shall be limited to
two sheets of legal size paper (or their
equivalent), including any enclosure that—

(i) is prepared by or for the Senator or
Member who makes the mailing; or

(ii) contains information concerning, ex-
presses the views of, or otherwise relates to
the Senator or Member who makes the
mailing.

AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES
ACT

HATCH AMENDMENTS NOS. 705
THROUGH 709

(Ordered to lie on the table.)

Mr. HATCH submitted five amend-
ments intended to be proposed by him
to the bill (S. 933) to establish a clear
and comprehensive prohibition of dis-
crimination on the basis of disability,
as follows:

AMENDMENT No. 705

On page 76, between lines 9 and 10, insert
the following new subsection:

(c) ExEMPTION.—AN entity or an agent of
such entity shall not be required to meet
the requirements of this section if such
entity or agent is engaged in an industry af-
fecting commerce and has less than 15 em-
ployees for each working day in each of 20
or more calendar weeks in the current or
preceding calendar year, except that, for 2
years following the effective date of this
title, an entity or an agent of such entity
shall not be required to meet the require-
ments of this section if such entity or agent
is engaged in an industry affecting com-
merce and has less than 25 employees for
each working day in each of 20 or more cal-
endar weeks in the current or preceding
year.

AnMENDMENT No. 706

On page 83, line 21, insert “and” after the
semicolon.

On page 83, beginning with line 22, strike
through page 84, line 7, and insert the fol-
lowing:

(B) may, to vindicate the public interest,
assess a civil penalty against the entity in an
amount—
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(1) not exceeding $1,000 for a first viola-
tion;

(li) not exceeding $5,000 for a second vio-
lation; and

(iii) not exceeding $50,000 for any subse-
guent violation.

AMENDMENT No. T07

On page 78, line 9, insert “and” after the
semicolon.

On page 78, line 23, strike “; and” and
insert a period.

On page 78, beginning with line 24, strike
through page 79, line 6.

l(}n page 80, line 23, strike 36" and insert
o s".

AMENDMENT No. T08

On page 95, after line 14, insert the fol-
lowing new section:
SEC. 507. FEDERAL WILDERNESS AREAS.

(a) Stupy.—The National Council on Dis-
ability shall conduct a study and report on
the effect that wilderness designations and
wilderness land management practices have
on the ability of individuals with disabilities
to use and enjoy the National Wilderness
Preservation System as established under
the Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1131 et seq.).

(b) SuemissioN oF REPORT.—Not later
than 1 year after the enactment of this Act,
the National Council on Disability shall
submit the report required under subsection
(a) to Congress.

AMENDMENT No. 709

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing new section:

SEC. . REFUNDABLE TAX CREDIT FOR COSTS AS-
SOCIATED WITH PUBLIC ACCOMMO-
DATIONS REQUIREMENTS.

(a) In GENERAL.—Subpart C of part IV of
subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to refund-
able credits) is amended by redesignating
section 35 as section 36 and by inserting
after section 34 the following new section:
“SEC. 35. COSTS OF PROVIDING NONDISCRIMINA-

TORY PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS TO
DISABLED INDIVIDUALS.

‘“(a) GENERAL RULE.—In the case of an eli-
gible small business, there shall be allowed
as a credit against the tax imposed by this
subtitle for the taxable year an amount
equal to the lesser of—

“(1) the eligible public accommodations
access expenditures for the taxable year, or

“(2) $5,000.

“(b) EricIBLE SmaLL Business.—For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘eligible small
business’ means a person—

‘(1) engaged in the trade of business of
operating a public accommodation to which
the requirements of title III of the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act of 1989 applies,

*(2) the gross recipts of which for the pre-
ceding taxable year did not exceed
$1,000,000,

“(3) which employs fewer than 15 employ-
ees, and

“(4) which elects the application of this
section for the taxable year.

“¢e) ErLiGIBLE PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS

EXPENDITURES.—For purposes of this
section—

“(1) In GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible public
accommodations access expenditures’ means
amounts paid on incurred.

“(A) for the purpose of removing architec-
tural, communication, or transportation
barriers which prevent a public accommoda-
tion from being accessible to, or usable by,
an individual with a disability, or
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“(B) for providing auxiliary aids and serv-
ices to individuals with a disability who are
employees of, or using, the public accommo-
dation.

“(2) EXPENSES IN CONNECTION WITH NEW
CONSTRUCTION ARE NOT ELIGIBLE.—The term
‘eligible public accommodations access ex-
penditures’ shall not include expenses de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(A) which are paid
or incurred in connection with the design
and construction of any facility the first oc-
cupancy of which occurs after December 31,
1989.

“(d) OTHER DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL
RuLes.—For purposes of this section—

“(1) AUXILIARY AIDS AND SERVICES AND DIS-
ABILITY.—The terms ‘auxiliary aids and serv-
ices’ and ‘disability’ have the meanings
given such terms by paragraphs (1) and (2)
of section 3 of the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act of 1989.

“2) PUBLIC ACCOMMODATION.—The term
‘public accommodation’ has the meaning
given such term by section 301(3) of the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1989.

“(3) CONTROLLED GROUPS.—

“(A) In GENERAL.—AIl members of the
same controlled groups of corporations
(within the meaning of section 52(a)) and
all persons under common control (within
the meaning of section 52(b)) shall be treat-
ed as 1 person for purposes of this section.

“(B) DorrLAr LIMITATION.—The Secretary
shall apportion the dollar limitation under
subsection (a)(2) among the members of any
group described in subparagraph (A) in such
manner as the Secretary shall by regula-
tions preseribe.

“(4) PARTNERSHIPS AND S CORPORATIONS.—
In the case of a partnership, the limitation
under subsection (a)(2) shall apply with re-
spect to the partnership and each partner.
A similar rule shall apply in the case of an 8
corporation and its shareholders.

“(5) CoST-OF-LIVING ADJUSTMENT.—In the
case of any taxable year beginning in calen-
dar year 1991 or thereafter, this section
shall be applied by increasing the $5,000
amount under subsection (a)}2) and the
$1,000,000 amount under subsection (bX2)
by the cost-of-living adjustment for the cal-
endar year. The cost-of-living adjustment
for any calendar year shall be determined
under section 1(f)(3), except that subpara-
graph (B) thereof shall be applied by substi-
tuting ‘1990’ for ‘1987'.

“(6) No pouBLE BENEFIT.—No deduction or
credit shall be allowed under this chapter
with respect to any amount for which a
credit is allowed under subsection (a).

“(e) RecuLATIONS.—The Secretary shall
prescribe regulations necessary to carry out
the purposes of this section, including regu-
lations for determining what expenditures
are to be treated as eligible public accommo-
dations access expenditures.”

(b) ConNrFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table
of sections for subpart C of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code is
amended by striking the item relating to
section 35 and inserting:

“Sec. 35. Costs of providing nondiscrimina-
tory public accommodations to
disabled individuals.

“Sec. 36. Overpayments of tax."”

(c) Errective Date.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after December 31, 1989.
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VETERANS COMPENSATION ACT

CRANSTON (AND OTHERS)
AMENDMENT NO. 710

(Ordered referred to the Committee
on Veterans' Affairs.)

Mr. CRANSTON (for himself, Mr.
MaTsUNAGA, Mr. DEConcini, and Mr.
GraHAM) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by them to the
bill (S. 13) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to increase the rates of
disability compensation and dependen-
cy and indemnity compensation for
veterans and survivors, to increase the
allowances paid to disabled veterans
pursuing rehabilitation programs and
to the dependents and survivors of cer-
tain disabled veterans pursuing pro-
grams of education, and to improve
various programs of benefits and
health-care services for veterans;, and
for other purposes, as follows:

At the end thereof, add the following new
title:

TITLE IV—MISCELLANEOUS
PROVISIONS
SEC. 401. EXPANSION OF SELECTION COMMISSIONS.

Section (3) of the Department of Veterans
Affairs Act (Public Law 100-527; 102 Stat.
2635) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(2)X(B)—

(A) by striking out “Two” in clause (ii)
and inserting in lieu thereof “Four”; and

(B) by adding at the end the following
new clause:

“(vii) One person, selected by the Secre-
tary at the Secretary’s discretion, from
among persons in categories described in
clauses (1), (ii), (iii), or (vi),”; and

(2) in subsection (eX(2)XB)—

(A) by striking out “Two” in clause (ii)
and inserting in lieu thereof “Four”; and

(B) by adding at the end the following
new clause:

“(vil) One person, selected by the Secre-
tary at the Secretary’'s discretion, from
among persons in categories described in
clauses (1), (i), (iii), or (vi).".

Mr. CRANSTON. Mr. President, I
am today submitting, along with my
good friends and colleagues on the
Veterans’ Affairs Committee, Senators
MATSUNAGA, DECoONCINI, and GRAHAM,
amendment No. 710 to S. 13, a meas-
ure which, if enacted, would amend
the Department of Veterans Affairs
Act, Public Law 100-527, so as to pro-
vide that any commissions established
pursuant to section 3 of that act for
the purpose of recommending individ-
uals for appointment to the position
of Chief Medical Director [CMD] or
Chief Benefits Director [CBD] of the
Department of Veterans Affairs would
be comprised of up to 13 members, to
include 4 persons representing veter-
ans served by VA. Under current law,
as enacted last October, such commis-
sions are comprised of up to 10 mem-
bers, with only 2 being specified as
persons representing veterans served
by VA.

Earlier this year, a commission was
established to recommend individuals
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to fill the position of Chief Benefits
Director. In setting up that entity, VA
Secretary Edward Derwinski appoint-
ed four representatives from veterans’
service organizations. Despite my con-
cerns that this action did not accord
with the law, I did not voice any
formal objection then because I was
aware of questions which were raised
at the time within VA as to whether
there was, under the statute, the need
for such a search commission for that
task since there was no vacancy in the
CBD position; rather, the current
CBD, John Vogel, had not resigned or
announced his intention to resign—
indeed, he is a leading candidate for
appointment as the first CBD under
the new Department.

More recently, Secretary Derwinski
appointed a commission to seek recom-
mendations for the position of Chief
Medical Director following the an-
nouncement by Dr. John Gronvall,
VA's current CMD, of his intention to
step down as soon as a replacement
has been selected. In accordance with
section 3(b)(2X(B) of Public Law 100-
527, which clearly applies in the situa-
tion of an “anticipated” vacancy, Sec-
retary Derwinski appointed only two
representatives of veterans’ service or-
ganizations—one from the American
Legion and one from the Veterans of
Foreign Wars.

Mr. President, many members of the
Disabled American Veterans have con-
tacted me to express their very strong
disappointment about their organiza-
tion not being represented on the
CMD search commission, noting the
fact that all of their members have
service-connected disabilities and, as
such, as primary consumers of VA's
health-care system. I have also been
made aware of substantial unhappi-
ness among other organizations, in-
cluding the Paralyzed Veterans of
America which has a very active and
effective medical program.

I am generally sympathetic to the
concerns expressed, but, at the same
time, I recognize that Secretary Der-
winski was able to appoint only two
veterans’ service organization repre-
sentatives, thus ensuring that he
would have to exclude some important
organizations. The measure we are in-
troducing today is designed to avoid a
recurrence of this unfortunate situa-
tion.

Mr. President, our amendment
would also provide for the addition of
a 13th commission member in order to
achieve three purposes: First, to make
the commission membership an odd
number; second, to help keep the role
of representatives of service organiza-
tions in appropriate balance; and
third, to give the Secretary a little
more discretion in comprising the com-
missions. Under our amendment, the
Secretary would appoint a 13th
member from among four statutory
categories—persons representing pro-
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gram activities affected by the VA
entity concerned, either the Veterans’
Benefits Administration or the Veter-
ans Health Service and Research Ad-
ministration; persons representing vet-
erans served by VA; persons who have
experience in the management of VA
programs or of programs of similar
content and scope; or an individual
who is a former CMD or CBD.

Mr. President, I note that the provi-
sions in Public Law 100-527 relating to
the establishment of these CMD/CBD
search commissions and the composi-
tion thereof originated in S. 533 as re-
ported by the Committee on Govern-
mental Affairs and passed by the
Senate, in H.R. 3471, on July 12, 1988,
and arose out of recommendations
made by the Veterans’' Affairs Com-
mittee to that committee. The provi-
sions originally reported in and passed
by the Senate would have required the
appointment of commissions of up-to-
14 members, including 4 representa-
tives of veterans served by VA. The
provisions finally enacted relating to
the size and composition of these com-
missions represent the end point of ex-
tensive negotiations on this issue,
among others, between House and
Senate conferees, one of whom I was
privileged to be. Thus, our amendment
now represents a further effort to put
forward, and secure House reconsider-
ation of, the original Senate position
as to the makeup of these search com-
missions.

Mr. President, I intend to offer this
measure as an amendment to S. 13
when that measure, soon to be report-
ed by the Veterans’' Affairs Commit-
tee, comes before the Senate later this
month. I urge all of our colleagues to
support this measure and solicit their
cosponsorship.

NOTICES OF HEARINGS
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I
would like to announce for the public
that an oversight hearing has been
scheduled before the Subcommittee on
Mineral Resources Development and
Production of the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources.

The hearing will take place on Sep-
tember 14, 1989, at 10:15 a.m. in room
366 of the Dirksen Senate Office
Building in Washington, DC.

The purpose of the hearing is to re-
ceive testimony from the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission con-
cerning the potential producing sector
impacts of the Commission’s proposed
policy statement on gas inventory
charges [GIC’s].

Those wishing to submit written
statements for the hearing record
should address it to the U.S. Senate
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources, Dirksen Senate Office Build-
ing, room 364, Washington, DC 20510.
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For further information, please con-

tact Donald Santa of the subcommit-

tee staff at (202) 224-4820.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT OF GOVERNMENT
MANAGEMENT

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I wish to
announce that the Subcommittee on
Oversight of Government Manage-
ment, Committee on Governmental
Affairs, will hold a hearing on over-
sight of oilspill protections for the
Great Lakes on Wednesday, Septem-
ber 6, 1989, at 9 a.m., in room 342 of
the Dirksen Senate Office Building.

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS

Mr. BUMPERS. Mr. President, I
would like to announce that the Small
Business Committee will hold a full
committee hearing on Wednesday,
September 13, 1989, to examine the
impact of certain current tax laws on
small business. The hearing will be
held in room 428A of the Russell
Senate Office Building and will com-
mence at 9:30 a.m. For further infor-
mation, please call Marja Maddrie at
224-8488.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION
AND STABILIZATION OF FRICES

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I wish to
announce that the Subcommittee on
Agricultural Production and Stabiliza-
tion of Prices of the Committee on Ag-
riculture, Nutrition, and Forestry will
hold a hearing on the preparation for
1990 farm bill: Rice. The hearing will
be held on September 26, 1989, at 10
am. in room 332, Russell Senate
Office Building.

Senator Davip Pryor will preside.
For further information please con-
tact Miles Goggans of the subcommit-
tee staff at 224-2353.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION
AND STABILIZATION OF PRICES

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I wish to
announce that the Subcommittee on
Agricultural Production and Stabiliza-
tion of Prices of the Committee on Ag-
riculture, Nutrition, and Forestry will
hold a hearing on the preparation for
1990 farm bill: Cotton. The hearing
will be held on October 26, 1989, at 10
am. in room 332, Russell Senate
Office Building.

Senator Davip Pryor will preside.
For further information please con-
tact Miles Goggans of the subcommit-
tee staff at 224-2353.

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

EKENAI PENINSULA CUSTOMS
INSPECTORS

@ Mr. DECONCINI. Mr. President,
during the Committee on Appropria-
tions consideration of H.R. 2989, the
Treasury, Postal Service, and general
government appropriations bill for
fiscal year 1990, report language, spon-
sored by Senator STEVENS concerning
Customs inspectors at seaports in
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Kenai Peninsula, AK, was approved
for inclusion in the committee report
accompanying the fiscal year 1990
Treasury bill. However, in the rush to
get the committee report together for
floor action, the report language
which was approved by the committee
was inadvertently left out. Therefore,
Mr. President, at this time, I would
like to identify the language which
was approved and state on the record
that it is the intent of the committee
that this language be treated as any
other language included in the Senate
report on H.R. 2989 for the purpose of
agency compliance with committee di-
rectives. The language is as follows:

The committee notes that the Cus-
toms Service responded to a request in
the conference report on the fiscal
year 1989 dire emergency supplemen-
tal appropriations' bill for a study of
the feasibility of providing reimbursa-
ble services to ports along the Kenai
Peninsula, AK, with specific emphasis
on inplace presence. The report ad-
vised that the authorizing statute—19
U.S.C. 58b—would have to be changed
in order to apply reimbursable cus-
toms services to vessel activity.

The committee is aware of efforts
being made to amend the authorizing
statute to apply reimbursable services
to seaports and other facilities. Conse-
quently, the committee recommends
that when the Customs Service places
additional inspectors on a user fee
basis, consideration be given to locat-
ing an inspector on Kenai Peninsula,
AK, to service the Kenai Municipal
Airport, as well as seaports and truck-
ing facilities on the Kenai Peninsula.@

FOUNDATION FOR ETHNIC
UNDERSTANDING

@ Mr. D’AMATO. Mr. President, I rise
today to recognize the efforts of the
New York-based Foundation for
Ethnic Understanding in the critical
struggle against the hostility and dis-
crimination that, sadly, still exists
within our society.

The evils of discrimination have ex-
isted for generations within our coun-
try. In the last several decades, great
strides have been made to create a
positive society for all. Important leg-
islation enacted by this body over the
years has carved into stone the civil
rights of all Americans. Still, there
remain many obstacles to overcome
the animosity that lingers in the pock-
ets of American society. As we enter
the 1990’s, we cannot be complacent
about these issues. We, as Americans,
must take action.

The Foundation for Ethnic Under-
standing is on the front line of this
battle. Led by Rabbi Marc Schneier of
the Park East Synagogue in New
York, and presided over by a group of
prominent and distinguished New
Yorkers, the foundation’s board has
joined forces with the New York City
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Commission on Human Rights in this
necessary battle. The commission has
been in existence within the structure
of New York City government for
many years. Through education of the
public, support of community efforts
and individual case investigations, the
commission has fostered more positive
interracial relations and taken great
strides toward the goal of wiping out
discrimination of every kind. Together
the two groups launched a major
media and advertisting campaign on
June 21, 1989, appealing to all New
Yorkers for ethnic understanding. The
campaign is dedicated to strengthen-
ing ties between all people, stimulating
interest in issues pertaining to the va-
riety of cultures within the great
American melting pot, and reducing
the existing tensions among New
York's diverse racial and ethnic
groups. Most of all, the campaign
urges New Yorkers to address head-on,
the dangers of prejudice and bigotry.

This campaign will alert New
Yorkers and all Americans to the need
to deal with the challenges of living in
a pluralistic society. It will allow us to
recognize the strength that comes
from sharing and celebrating our dif-
ferences and similarities. I am hopeful
that the Foundation for Ethnic Un-
derstanding will act as a catalyst, pro-
pelling others to join in this inspiring
effort.

Mr. President, in recognition of their
outstanding efforts I would like to
honor the Foundation for Ethnic Un-
derstanding by having this statement
read into the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD.
By honoring them we show support
for their hard work and dedication in
eliminating discrimination. It is impor-
tant for all Americans to understand
the importance of racial and ethnic
understanding.e

SMALL BUSINESS EXPORTS

® Mr. BOSCHWITZ. Mr. President,
with the United States still facing a
trade deficit, we often focus upon the
difficulties and barriers which Ameri-
can companies face in trying to sell
overseas. Entering the export market
is certainly challenging, and can be
particularly so for small businesses.
Nevertheless, many American small
and medium-sized companies are get-
ting into exporting and are achieving
success in the international market-
place. A recent article in the Wall
Street Journal by Barbara Marsh, en-
titled “Small Businesses Aren't So
Little When It Comes to Role in Ex-
ports,” presents some encouraging in-
formation.

In June of this year, the United
States reached a record level of $30.91
billion in exports for the month. Small
businesses, many new to exporting,
appear to be responsible for a large
share of the increase in export activi-
ty. Mr. Noor Doja, executive director
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of the Minnesota Export Finance Au-
thority, estimates that of the 1,000 ex-
porters in Minnesota, 200 to 300 of
them began exporting just within the
last year. Almost all of them were
small and medium-sized companies.

One new and successful exporter
cited in the article is Jaechul Ahn of
Minneapolis. Mr. Ahn exports timber
products to the Far East. Even though
he started the company only 2 years
ago, Mr. Ahn had an international
outlook right from the start. Already,
he is exporting over $2 million worth
of goods a year, with even greater
prospects for this year.

As ranking minority member of the
Committee on Small Business, I am
pleased to see American small busi-
nesses looking beyond our national
borders to the vast potential markets
overseas. The success so far should
lead us to redouble the efforts of the
Congress and the administration to
encourage American businesses to
export and to ensure that they have
open markets to enter. There remain
many small businesses with the poten-
tial to export which do not yet do so.
These small businesses should be en-
couraged by the achievements of Mr.
Ahn and others, and I hope to hear of
further successes in the future.

Mr. President, I submit for the
Recorp the article from the Wall
Street Journal.

The article follows:

[From the Wall Street Journal, Aug, 18,
19891

SmMALL BUSINESSES AREN'T S0 LiTTLE WHEN
It ComEs To ROLE IN EXPORTS

(By Barbara Marsh)

Small-business owners are playing a
bigger role in U.8. export activity. Just add
up the people like Bob Knosp.

When Mr. Knosp started producing com-
puterized sign-making systems in his garage
three years ago, he never expected that his
products would soon be selling well over-
seas, even though he advertised in a few
international trade journals,

In fact, within the past year, more than
half of his $500,000 business has come from
abroad. He's been surprised by the number
of customers from England, Australia and
Switzerland seeking out his Bellevue, Wash.,
company. In some ways, he even prefers
doing business with his new European deal-
ers: Unlike their American counterparts,
they promote and advertise his product
themselves, rather than relying on him to
do so.

Untold numbers of small exporters like
Mr. Enosp are now a critical, albeit quiet,
component of American exports, foreign
trade experts say. Because specific statistics
on small exporters aren’'t kept, it’s impossi-
ble to know exactly how much they contrib-
uted to the unexpected jump in U.S. ex-
ports, which hit a record $30.91 billion in
June, and in the narrowing of the trade def-
icit, reported yesterday by the U.S. Com-
merce Dept. Even so, export specialists say
there’s both indirect and anecdotal evidence
to suggest that small exporters constitute a
larger part of the export trade than is often
supposed, and their portion is growing.
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Indeed, small businesses far outnumber
large companies in the export arena. A
recent Commerce Department study shows
that 80 percent of the 100,000 American ex-
porters in 1987 had shipments totaling less
than $25,000 that year. Most of the firms
making such limited shipments are probably
small companies, surmises Tony Radspieler,
an economist with the Commerce Depart-
ment’s foreign-trade division.

What's more, in the manufacturing sector,
there's evidence that small companies may
account for a larger share of the nation’s
manufactured exports than once thought. A
recent study by the Small Business Adminis-
tration estimates that manufacturers with
fewer than 500 employees accounted for
half of the value of U.S.-made goods export-
ed by manufacturers in 1985.

Foreign trade experts say small-business
owners are showing increased interest in op-
portunities overseas. Lawrence Harper, a
consultant in Price Waterhouse’s interna-
tional trade group, detects a “heightened
awareness” among small-business owners
::Jlst they should be developing internation-

y

He says that much of the small-business
interest focuses on the prospects for ex-
panding in Western Europe, anticipating
the removal of nearly all trade barriers
there in 1992, “That’s doing as much for the
small exporter as anything else right now,”
he says.

In addition, he says, small businesses are
seeing prospective clients from Japan,
Taiwan and China. He says that wood prod-
ucts are particularly in demand in the Pacif-
ic Rim.

Korean-born Jaechul Ahn, a Minneapolis-
based exporter of timber products, says he's
running rings around his larger American
competitors in sales to Korea, Taiwan and
Japan. Basswood is particularly hot in
Korea right now. He says he's been racking
up basswood sales while his larger U.S. com-
petitors have been holding on to their
stocks, in hopes prices will rise,

Though he started his company only two
years ago, he says he expects to have sales
of between $2 million and $3.5 million this
year.

Small companies, hankering for their first
bits of export business, are calling up trade
consultants for advice. Noor Doja, executive
director of Minnesota’s export finance au-
thority, says the increase in such inquiries
has been “dramatic” this year. He estimates
that over the past 12 months or so, 200 to
300 businesses with sales of less than $10
million have dipped their toe in internation-
al waters for the first time. Those small con-
cerns have accounted for “virtually all” of
the companies that have joined the ranks of
Minnesota’s 1,000 exporters since last year,
he adds.

What's driving this interest? Two factors,
says Mr. Doja. First, there are the export
benefits of the dollar’s modest value in com-
parison to the early Reagan years. Secondly,
entrepreneurs view exporting as a way to
build profits that will carry them through
ih:s. seasonal swings in their domestic mar-

e

Most of the Minnesota activity is coming
from the state’s major food and packaging
industries, computer and software business-
es, and medical equipment companies. But,
Mr. Doja says, there's also growing interest
from more off-beat enterprises, such as a
fresh crayfish company in Duluth that
ships to Sweden.

“A few years ago, we would have laughed”
if a crayfish seller had asked the state for
advice on marketing overseas, he says.
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Still, there's a possibility that first-time
exporters are feeling less adventurous now,
than, say, a year ago. Hank Selby, who
heads the Richmond, VA. branch of
Schenkers International Forwarders Inc.,
says he had a lot more requests last year to
put on trade seminars for small businesses.
Export fervor ran high last year after the
dollar reached its lowest level against the
yen since the late 1940s. He says the slacker
interest he sees from would-be, first-time
exports these days probably reflects the 20
percent gain the dollar has shown against
il;:& yen since that low point in January

o

AL BREWSTER—A PATRIOT

Mr. SYMMS. Mr. President, as we
wrapped up our business for the
August recess, a dedicated American
completed his last day of formal em-
ployment in service to our Nation's se-
curity. Brig. Gen. A.E. Brewster,
USMC (Ret.), known to many of us as
Al, retired as the vice president, legis-
lative affairs of the Northrop Corp.
after an illustrious 37-year career.

Prior to joining Northrop, Al Brew-
ster served for 28 years with distinc-
tion in the Marine Corps, with combat
tours in both Korea and Vietnam.
Those who have been in the Senate
since before 1980 probably first
became acquainted with him in his ca-
pacity as legislative assistant to the
commandant from 1977 to 1980. They
will recall the constructive role he
played in communications between the
Marine Corps and the Congress and in
supporting congressional requirements
in deliberations on all manner of con-
cerns related to the Corps.

More recently, we have known Al
Brewster as a senior representative of
one of this country’s major defense
contractors, the Northrop Corp. In
this capacity he has demonstrated ex-
pertise and professionalism in inform-
ing the Congress about the many im-
portant programs Northrop produces
or has under development to bolster
deterrence and fulfill other national
security requirements.

His latest commendable effort was
with regard to the B-2/Stealth
bomber when we had that proposal on
the Senate floor. Those who have had
occasion to work with Al Brewster will
miss him. He brought integrity, bal-
ance, and humor to his dealings, but
most fundamentally is a fine Ameri-
can. We wish him and his lovely wife
Suzanne much well-deserved pleasure
in retirement. I salute this American
patriot.

WHITE HOUSE CONFERENCE ON
SMALI. BUSINESS AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT, 8. 977

@ Mr. D’AMATO. Mr. President, I rise
today as a cosponsor of the White
House Conference on Small Business
Authorization Act, S. 9717.

The White House Conference on
Small Business is important in that it
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acts as a barometer indicating the
major issues affecting small businesses
and setting the tone of Government
small business policy for years to
come. In 1980, its delegates produced a
list of 60 recommendations, of which
some 60 percent were enacted wholly
or in part, ranging from action on the
Federal budget deficit to providing
adequate Government research spend-
ing. The most recent conference, in
1986, produced a 60-item priority list
including 10 top issues that were pre-
sented to the President and Congress.

The frequency of the last two con-
ferences appears to demonstrate an
awareness on the part of the small
business community of its impact
upon Government policy. The 1980
conference was the first to be held
since the original meeting called by
President Franklin Roosevelt in 1938.

S. 977 authorizes a White House con-
ference on small business in 1991, and
additional conferences at least every 6
years thereafter. The impending insti-
tutionalization of these conferences
would abolish the spontaneity of past
conferences and would provide the
necessary visibility to the needs and
concerns of small businesses in our
rapidly changing world economy,

I urge my colleagues to join in co-
sponsoring this worthy legislation.e

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION BY
THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON
ETHICS UNDER RULE 35, PARA-
GRAPH 4, PERMITTING AC-
CEPTANCE OF A GIFT OF EDU-
CATIONAL TRAVEL FROM A
FOREIGN ORGANIZATION

@ Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, it is re-
quired by paragraph 4 of rule 35 that I
place in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
notices of Senate employees who par-
ticipate in programs, the principal ob-
jective of which is educational, spon-
sored by a foreign government or a
foreign educational or charitable orga-
nization involving travel to a foreign
country paid for by that foreign gov-
ernment or organization.

The select committee has received a
request for a determination under rule
35 for G. Robert Wallace, a member of
the staff of Senator WaLLop, to par-
ticipate in a program in the People’s
Republic of China, sponsored by the
Chinese People’s Institute of Foreign
Affairs, from August 26-September 8,
1989.

The committee has determined that
participation by Mr. Wallace in the
program in the People’s Republic of
China, at the expense of the Chinese
People’s Institute of Foreign Affairs, is
in the interest of the Senate and the
United States.

The select committee has received a
request for a determination under rule
35 for Mr. Cesar Conda, a member of
the staff of Senator KasTEN, to partici-
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pate in a program in Taiwan, spon-
sored by the Soochow University, from
August 21-29, 1989.

The committee has determined that
participation by Mr. Conda in the pro-
gram in Taiwan, at the expense of the
Soochow University, is in the interest
of the Senate and the United States.

The select committee has received a
request for a determination under rule
35 for Mr. Michael C. Mitchell, a
member of the staff of Senator RorH,
to participate in a program in Korea,
sponsored by the A-san Foundation,
from August 6-13, 1989.

The committee has determined that
participation by Mr. Mitchell in the
program in Korea, at the expense of
the A-san Foundation, is in the inter-
est of the Senate and the United
States.

The select committee has received a
request for a determination under rule
35 for Mr. James O, Ratliff, a member
of the staff of Senator Simpson, to
participate in a program in the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China, sponsored by
the Chinese People's Institute of For-
eign Affairs in conjunction with the
Far East Studies Institute, from
August 26-September 8, 1989,

The committee has determined that
participation by Mr. Ratliff in the pro-
gram in the People’s Republic of
China, at the expense of the Chinese
People’s Institute of Foreign Affairs in
conjunction with the Far East Studies
Institute, is in the interest of the
Senate and the United States.

The select committee has received a
request for a determination under rule
35 for Mr. Martin J. Gruenberg, a
member of the staff of the Subcom-
mittee on International Finance and
Monetary Policy, to participate in a
program in Taiwan, sponsored by the
Soochow University, from August 21-
29, 1989.

The committee has determined that
participation by Mr. Gruenberg in the
program in Taiwan, at the expense of
the Soochow University, is in the in-
terest of the Senate and the United
States.

The select committee has received a
request for a determination under rule
35 for Ms. Kathleen Harrington, a
member of the staff of Senator Dobp,
to participate in a program in Taiwan,
sponsored by the Soochow University,
from August 21-30, 1989.

The committee has determined that
participation by Ms, Harrington in the
program in Taiwan, at the expense of
the Soochow University, is in the in-
terest of the Senate and the United
States.

The select committee has received a
request for a determination under rule
35 for Dr. Robert McArthur, a
member of the staff of Senator CocH-
RAN, to participate in a program in the
People’s Republic of China, sponsored
by the Chinese People’s Institute of
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Foreign Affairs, from August 25-Sep-
tember 8, 1989.

The committee has determined that
participation by Dr. McArthur in the
program in the People’s Republic of
China, at the expense of the Chinese
People’s Institute of Foreign Affairs, is
in the interest of the Senate and the
United States.

The select committee has received a
request for a determination under rule
35 for Mr. Bruce Marks, a member of
the staff of Senator SPECTER, to par-
ticipate in a program in Taiwan, spon-
sored by the Tunghai University, from
August 7-13, 1989.

The committee has determined that
participation by Mr. Marks in the pro-
gram in Taiwan, at the expense of the
Tunghai University, is in the interest
of the Senate and the United States.

The select committee has received a
request for a determination under rule
35 for Mr. Timothy Bergreen, a
member of the staff of Senator
BREAUX, to participate in a program in
Taiwan, sponsored by the Chinese Cul-
ture University, from August 19-27,
1989.

The committee has determined that
participation by Mr. Bergreen in the
program in Taiwan, at the expense of
the Chinese Culture University, is in
the interest of the Senate and the
United States.

The select committee has received a
request for a determination under rule
35 for Mr. Thomas Hill Moore, a
member of the staff of Senator
BRreAUX, to participate in a program in
the People’s Republic of China, spon-
sored by the Soochow University, from
August 22-20, 1989.

The committee has determined that
participation by Mr. Moore in the pro-
gram in the People’s Republic of
China, at the expense of the Soochow
University, is in the interest of the
Senate and the United States.@

RURAL HOUSING
REVITALIZATION ACT

@ Mr. D’AMATO. Mr. President, I am
pleased to support legislation intro-
duced by Senator SanrForp, S. 1371,
the Rural Housing Revitalization Act
of 1989. This bill builds upon the rural
housing provisions contained in the
National Affordable Housing Act
which Senator CransTON and I intro-
duced in March of this year. S. 1371
focuses additional attention and re-
sources on the housing programs of
low- and moderate-income families of
rural America.

Contrary to popular opinion, hous-
ing problems are not focused solely in
our large urban centers. The rate of
poverty and unemployment is now
higher in rural areas than in the big
cities, and the depression of the rural
economy has had a devastating effect
upon housing in these areas. In an 8-
year period from the mid-1970’s to the
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mid-1980’s, housing costs of low-
income rural households increased 64
percent. More than 7 million rural
households across the country are
struggling with serious housing prob-
lems. They are faced with inadequate
living conditions, overcrowding, and
the inability to manage their financial
burdens.

Because the rural poor live in areas
where there is a vast shortage of
decent housing, urban solutions are in-
applicable. Where rent and mortgage
supplements are a necessity for low-
income urban dwellers, low-income
families in rural areas may need much
more. Rural housing can be so inad-
equate that assistance for housing re-
habilitation and development is
needed in addition to rent and mort-
gage supplements.

An estimated 44 percent of the Na-
tion’s occupied substandard housing
units are located in rural areas. It is a
struggle for low- and moderate-income
families in rural areas to afford safe,
decent, and sanitary shelter. These
families often live without plumbing,
running water, weatherproofing, or
electricity. It is not unheard of for a
family with several children to live in
a one-room house. The children may
not have a safe place to play. Appa-
lachia, the Deep South, the Ozarks,
Indian reservations, and the Hispanic
Southwest are the areas where these
substandard conditions are the most
prevalent, but such conditions are not
limited to these regions. These de-
pressed rural areas exist throughout
the country.

The situation has been exacerbated
by a decline in Federal funds. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture’s Farmer’s
Home Administration [FmHA]J, which
provides primary assistance to low-
and moderate-income rural families,
has had its funds severely cut. Fund-
ing for the Section 502 Program,
which provides assistance for single
families to buy a home, has decreased
from $2.9 billion in 1979 to $1.3 billion
in 1989. New York State received $38.6
million of these funds in fiscal year
1989. Funding for the Section 515 Pro-
gram, providing multi-family housing
loans, has been reduced from $821 mil-
lion in 1979 to $555 million in 1989.
New York received $£18.5 million of
these funds in fiscal year 1989. The
number of new loans made during this
period has dropped substantially.

The Rural Housing Revitalization
Act aims to turn these trends around
by providing expanded funding levels
and services to the rural communities.
The bill reauthorizes FmHA at in-
creased levels (an increase of $100 mil-
lion for fiscal year 1990 to an estimat-
ed total of $2.4 billion, and an increase
of $300 million for fiscal year 1991 to
an estimated total of $2.7 billion), sets
aside FmHA loans for specifically un-
derserved areas, authorizes a grant
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program to develop housing assistance
capacity and authorizes a guaranteed
loan program to families who have
demonstrated a severe lack of mort-
gage credit. In addition, the legislation
will create a demonstration program
providing grants to nonprofit public
and private organizations to develop
partnerships to create low-income
rental housing.

As the demand for decent, afford-
able housing in rural areas exceeds the
supply, we must continue to support
those programs which have a proven
track record of providing safe and
decent housing in our rural areas. The
Rural Housing Revitalization Act es-
tablishes realistic goals to build upon
our experience of the past. By making
resources available to provide home-
ownership affordability to rural resi-
dents and improve substandard living
conditions, we are able to improve the
overall quality of life in rural America.
A revitalization of rural housing is di-
rectly linked to a greatly needed in-
crease in rural prosperity.e

CHILDREN HELD HOSTAGE BY
TERRORISTS ON PLAYGROUNDS

e Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, a
cartoon recently appeared in the Ore-
gonian which expressed a sad, but re-
alistic portrayal of life for America’s
children. The cartoon pictured two
young friends headed to the neighbor-
hood park to play. One says ‘“Mom!
Can I go to the park with Billy?!"” His
mother replies, “Alright, but be care-
ful crossing the street * * * and watch
out for hypodermic needles, used con-
doms, junkies, drug dealers, and sex
perverts!” The children grimace at
each other and Billy says “Let's just
watch TV, OK?”

While this message went unnoticed
by many in my region, one of my con-
stituents, Mr. Thom Thompson of
Beaverton took the liberty of respond-
ing with a letter to the editor written
in hope for our children. Mr. Thomp-
son is a consultant in playground
safety and supervision. He currently
serves as a member of the National
Task Group on Playground Safety, a
committee of the American Society for
Testing and Materials. He and I agree
that attention to our youngest citizens
is not only the mark of a thoughtful
society, but crucial to our continual
development as caring and compas-
sionate people.

A familiar quotation notes that “A
society is not known for what it does
for its greatest, but what it does for its
least able.” Children are dependent
upon society and its demands and atti-
tudes toward early intervention and
development. As leaders, we must real-
ize this is one of our greatest trusts.
Children are not political or partisan.
As Mr. Thompson notes, they only ask
that their friends be “nice.”
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I am pleased to bring Thom Thomp-
son’s letter, entitled “Children Held
Hostage by Terrorists on Play-
grounds” to the attention of my col-
leagues. I ask that it be printed in the
RECORD.

CHILDREN HELD HOSTAGE BY TERRORISTS ON
PLAYGROUNDS
(By Thom Thompson)

Horsey's editorial cartoon, Oregonian,
Wednesday, August 23rd, would be humor-
ous if it wasn't so tragically true. It was the
good old days when all children had to do to
be safe was look both ways when they
crossed the street. Now they are in peril
when they play in a place we designated for
them. This sad commentary is not unique to
urban parks or school yards on the East
Coast. It is the condition of well-heeled sub-
urban playgrounds as well.

Now a major factor in the current design
or renovation of any play site is safety and
security. You cannot meet the serious liabil-
ity issues without a strict adherence to
make sure children are not injured needless-
ly. Loose material for a safety surface under
equipment used to be common. However,
the first comment now is, . . and we have
a problem with hypodermic needles or crack
vials, so we can't have sand under equip-
ment,” and “drug dealers hang out on the
playground so what we need to talk about is
lighting or fences or no closed areas.” Chil-
dren have been injured by knives deliberate-
ly stuck in the ground or at the end of
slides.

Then, as the cartoon mentions, there is
the problem of “sex perverts,” It is standard
curriculum in safety programs to warn chil-
dren to watch out for strangers, especially
around playgrounds. Sex offenders state
that a common area they watch is a play-
ground and look for the uninvolved child.

If executives had to wander past drug
dealers in the corridors of their office build-
ings or remove needles, condoms and crack
vials from the reception area, you can bet
that building would be staffed with armed
security 24 hours a day. If receptionists had
to run to their cars past strangers lurking in
shadows, there would be thousands of dol-
lars in lighting outside that building.

Playgrounds are so unsafe in some areas
that children are better off to stay at home.
The very territory we have designated for
their fun is being held by captives. Play is
essential to the wholesome, total develop-
ment of children. It is, in fact, their work
place. It is where they test their skill, build
their muscles, learn social skills, practice
getting along with others and play magic
games. We would never surrender our work
place to the terrors or terrorists that freely
hold the children's.

We make grand speeches about how we
will never give in to terrorists in the Middle
East. We increase security to nearly the
point of inconvenience at airports to make
certain no dangerous objects get on our
planes. Yet with a wink, we surrender our
most valuable territory to terror at home.
This holds the children hostage in their
own homes, for safety's sake, as surely as if
we guarded the door.

Their blindfolds and ropes are all those
lost opportunities to learn a new skill, to
test their strength against another, to run
and jump and climb, to play in a magic
place with a friend, to marvel at a park
filled with leaves. Without a speech, we
have surrendered a children’s place to ter-
rorists. Those opportunities, once missed,
are gone forever. Gone as surely as the
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missed years of growing up a prisoner in the
Middle East doesn't see in his own children.
Children can never recapture those lost de-
velopmental years.

This missed development is paid for in
every classroom. Play is critical to inner-ear
development; this affects reading. Play with
others is an essential social skill; this affects
group behavior. Taking turns on equipment
and playing fair teaches patience and
values. Instead of these positive learning en-
vironments, the children are held captive in
front of televisions and repeating video
games, Ask an educator if we don't pay for
that in the classroom. This is not the only
price we pay. We pay when school and park
budgets increase to meet the rising cost of
insurance, or when they pay triple for a
manufactured safety surface. We pay when
health costs rise to meet the influx of inju-
ries. 185,000 children a year are sent to
emergency rooms due to playground inju-
ries. That is one child every two minutes.
That would constitute an epidemic in nearly
any disease,

Are there solutions? The first solution is a
commitment from neighborhoods to take
back the valuable land they have lost, to
take back the rights to their children’s in-
formal education, to commit to watching
playgrounds when their child is there, to
report people hanging out around play-
grounds. If we need a reason to address solu-
tions, other than the sheer joy of a neigh-
borhood's reclaiming its rightful territory,
then we can look to our legal responsibil-
ities. Children are recognized under the
Constitution as “persons.” Therefore, the
compelling state interest to provide for the
health and safety of citizens applies to chil-
dren. A right to an equal education is a
battle currently being fought in this state in
relation to schools. Play spaces are no less
learning environments then classrooms.
This is a responsibility we carry legally and
morally.

What are the costs in dollars? The answer
to a good start is almost ironic. With a
$10,000 investment for each of the nearly
50,000 public school playgrounds, you come
up with the total for one B-2. The question
then becomes, does part of our commitment
to national defense start at home? This $500
million would put some pretty good safety
surface on almost all of these playgrounds,
or this money would put some good develop-
mentally appropriate equipment on a lot of
these playgrounds. This money would get
rid of a lot of sterile concrete playgrounds;
sterile for safety's sake, and show more
than a lip service attitude toward our great-
est resource—children. If children are our
future, the question is where and when do
we protect them from terrorists?e

INTERPRETING AVAILABLE FOR
HEARING-IMPAIRED STAFF

@ Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, I want
to thank the Committee on Appropria-
tions for approving the funding neces-
sary to have interpreting services
available on a permanent basis for our
deaf and hearing-impaired Senate
staff.

As a Senator who has experienced
hearing loss, I have my own personal
understanding of what it means to be
hearing impaired. I also have a deaf
person on my Senate staff, Marci Wol-
fangle, and because there has not been
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an official policy in the Senate to pro-
vide interpreting services, I was forced
to make arrangements for an outside
interpreter to be available to my staff
on an as-needed basis. Marci has told
me that interpreting is essential for
deaf staff to be able to actively partici-
pate in the functioning of a Senate
office. I am proud to have her on my
staff.

The committee approved $30,000 for
one certified full-time interpreter and
$12,500 to be placed in a fund to be
available to hire outside interpreting
services when needed. Mr. President,
this is a very small amount when we
consider the benefits this money will
provide, Without interpreting avail-
able, deaf people have little, if any,
access to Senate services, such as com-
puter training classes, seminars, dem-
onstrations, et cetera. Deaf persons
have had little or no opportunity to
participate in staff meetings or to even
apply for a job in the Senate. The
denial of this access for the deaf has
been unfair, As we are now considering
action on the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act [ADA], I cannot think of a
more appropriate time to approve this
funding.

We will be doing a great service for
our deaf constituents and the deaf
community at large by approving this
funding. But we will be doing a great
service for the Nation as this will
result in more people understanding
and communicating with the deaf.
And we will be doing a great service to
the institution of the Senate by now
having deaf persons and their contri-
butions to our staffs.

Mr. President, I strongly urge my
colleagues to approve this level of
funding in the legislative appropria-
tions bill.e

THE BUSINESS-EDUCATION COM-
PACT OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY, OR

® Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, I
rise today to recognize an excellent ex-
ample of private sector involvement in
education: The Business-Education
Compact of Washington County, OR.

Washington County has a popula-
tion of 287,000, and is home to rural
and farming communities, as well as
some of the finest wineries in the
State. Companies such as Nike, Tek-
tronix, Intel, Sequent, Mentor Graph-
ics, and NEC America also call Wash-
ington County home.

There are 13 school districts, with
100 public schools, 17 private schools
and approximately 4,000 educators.

The Business-Education Compact is
a nonprofit organization designed to
assist educators and business people
within Washington County to ex-
change information regarding current
developments in business and technol-
ogy. The goal of the compact is to help
teachers apply practical knowledge ac-
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quired from the information exchange
to the classroom setting. The business-
es also benefit from the added skills
the students receive by having a better
educated work force.

As many of my colleagues are aware,
I am very concerned about the emerg-
ing crisis in math-science education in
our country. The United States is fall-
ing behind other nations in technolog-
ical literacy. A recent study entitled
“The National Assessment of Educa-
tion Progress” disclosed some alarm-
ing statistics regarding the relative
competitiveness of the United States
in math-science education. Among col-
lege-bound high school seniors, the
United States ranked 9th out of 13
countries in physics proficiency, 11th
in chemistry, and 13th in biology. The
study also reported that only T per-
cent of our Nation’s 17-year-olds have
the basic scientific knowledge required
fo them for a college education, and
that the average proficiency of our
black and Hispanic students is 4 years
behind that of other students. These
bleak figures are a call to action for
both the traditional education commu-
nity and the private sector. The Busi-
ness-Education Compact of Washing-
ton County is a positive example of a’
public-private partnership, which
work together to provide hope for our
seemingly technologically illiterate so-
ciety.

A report entitled “Nation at Risk”
raised some concern amongst the lead-
ers of Washington County. After
much effort and research, and examin-
ing similar programs around the
county, the collective chambers of
commerce in Washington County
came up with what is now the Busi-
ness-Education Compact. The compact
is especially impressive in that it has
enhanced both businesses and schools
without spending additional tax dol-
lars. It is staffed mainly by volunteers,
and is funded through business contri-
butions and membership fees, with
over 60 percent of the budget funded
by donations.

The Business-Education Compact is
divided into seven working groups: Ed-
ucator assistantships, business-school
partnerships, math-science -curricu-
lum, East Asian studies, higher educa-
tion working group, work force prepa-
ration—also referred to as Workforce
2000—and funding. These working
groups are designed to focus on specif-
ic areas in which the compact can be
of most use. The educator assistant-
ship places educators in businesses for
3 to 9 weeks during the summer to
learn practical applications of subjects
and skills they are teaching, and to in-
troduce the educators to new re-
sources for their classrooms. The
assistantship is simply a hands-on ap-
proach to education, a means of non-
traditional professional growth. Edu-
cators are required in some way to use
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their assistantship experience in the
classroom.

The remaining programs are making
great strides toward increasing the
level of awareness in the schools. The
business-school partnership links
schools and businesses for special
projects, and the East Asian studies
program promotes better student
awareness of the Pacific Rim coun-
tries. The higher education working
group is a watchdog group that identi-
fies gaps in Washington County’s post-
secondary education offerings. The
higher education group established
the Oregon Center for Advanced
Technology and the Lintner Center,
which serves as an information clear-
inghouse for high-tech companies in
search of additional employee train-
ing

One of the most important programs
of the compact is the work force prep-
aration group, or Workforce 2000,
which was created to identify future
needs of the business community and
discover ways to better prepare the
future work force for the changing
times. The math/science group in-
volves identifying ways to make math
and science learning more practical
and interesting, to enhance math and
science teacher training—with a spe-
cial interest in applied instructional
skills—and recommended ways to
expand and improve curiosity-based
math and science instruction at the
primary level. Finally, the funding
working group is responsible for iden-
tifying funding for the activities and
expenses of the compact.

The Business-Education Compact of
Washington County involves students
from kindergarten age to those pursu-
ing postgraduate work. In the future,
math and science education improve-
ment will be of tremendous impor-
tance, and the compact will focus
largely on the need for increased math
and science education at the elementa-
ry level, as well as practical applica-
tions at the high school level. Recent-
ly, the Washington County Compact
received $50,000 from the State of
Oregon to design tool kits in order to
replicate similar educator assistant-
ship programs, programs which will be
tailored to the needs of local school
administrations. The compact also
benefits from a 3-grant from the Na-
tional Science Foundation, which
amounts to $8,000 annually, and has
submitted a twofold grant request to
the NSF, which involves receiving
funds to borrow an outstanding math/
science teacher and create a computer
network in which the business commu-
nity and educators could exchange in-
formation.

The Business-Education Compact of
Washington County is a highly sue-
cessful effort to better inform educa-
tors of the changing needs in the busi-
ness future, and thus better prepare
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tomorrow's work force. I commend
this program, which includes over 80
educators this summer alone. I would
especially like to commend visionary
Gary Conkling, who works on the
business end with Tektronix, and exec-
utive director Tamra Busch-Johnsen. I
share their enthusiasm for this pro-
gram and encourage further efforts of
this kind.e

RECYCLING WASTE

® Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, while I
was back in my State during the recess
I had the opportunity to visit two com-
munities that have taken a leading
role in recycling garbage. Champaign
and Urbana have set an example for a
country too comfortable with throw-
ing its garbage in a landfill and at the
same time throwing away valuable re-
sources. I have outlined their fine pro-
gram in a column I write for newspa-
pers in my State. I ask that it be re-
printed in the REcCORD.

The column follows:

ILLINOIS SOLUTIONS TO FULL LANDFILLS

I have had a chance to look at an impor-
tant part of our future: what we do with our
trash.

In 1970, Ilinois had 1,200 landfills. Today,
we have 146. Because of the growing nation-
al problem, we will soon face tighter and
tighter regulations on garbage disposal. And
even if that were not coming, just the prac-
tical problem of running out of places to put
out trash would be forcing change.

I had heard from Mayor Dannel McCol-
lum of Champaign about what his commu-
nity was doing together with Urbana and
Champaign County officials so I went to
take a look at their operation.

In the process of disposal, people separate
cans, newspapers, plastic bottles, glass bot-
tles and what is called yard waste from the
rest of the garbage. And it works!

Evanston and Naperville and other Illinois
communities have similar programs.

Newspapers are sold to paper companies
for reprocessing, though a stronger market
for old newspapers is needed. I'm trying to
get the Government Printing Office to use
more recycled paper.

The metal cans are magnetically separat-
ed and crushed; glass bottles are broken up;
plastic bottles are shredded. All of these
processed products are then sold to compa-
nies to be manufactured into new products.

Twenty percent of what we call garbage is
yvard waste, much of which is diverted to a
special processing facility, In Urbana, leaves
and grass clippings are put into special de-
gradable bags made in part from corn starch
(which also helps farmers). Unlike the plas-
tic bags with a petroleum base normally
used, these disintegrate. The compost from
the leaves and grass is sold for $2.50 a yard.

Brush and smaller limbs and Christmas
trees are chewed up by a grinder that spits
them out as wood chips, which are sold for
$3.50 a yard.

Larger limbs and three stumps are also
taken to the yard waste site. There they are
sawed by students or unemployed people
and sold as firewood for $70 a cord. Or you
can come and saw your own firewood and
get it free.

Individuals or families really struggling to
get by can make a few extra dollars by pick-
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ing up cans and bottles, and then bringing
them to the recycling center.

According to an article by Eileen Ogintz in
the Chicago Tribune, Evanston had 50
fewer truckloads of waste for its landfill the
first 3% weeks of the Evanston program,
saving that city $12,000.

‘What I saw in Champaign and Urbana is
similar to what I remember we did when I
was a boy during World War II. We knew it
was patriotic not to waste the nation’s re-
sources. Once again we must learn that
same lesson.

In Woodbury, N.J.,, you can be fined as
much as $500 for not separating your trash.
And while there have been few fines there,
the message to the citizens is clear.

In the next five years one-third of the re-
maining landfills in the nation will be filled.
We'll have to change some of our literally
wasteful habits,

What Champaign and Urbana and other
communities have shown is a view of our
future. And once we get accustomed to it, it
should not be difficult.e

TRUMBULL CAPTURES LITTLE
LEAGUE CHAMPIONSHIP

® Mr. DODD. Mr. President, on
August 26, as the summer wound down
and the major league pennant races
heated up, 15 young men from Trum-
bull, CT, realized the dreams of mil-
lions of 11- and 12-year-olds the world
over. By defeating a tough squad from
Kaosiung, Taiwan, the youngsters
from Trumbull captured the 1989
Little League World Series champion-
ship.

Trumbull's success was the result of
an all-around team effort. Simply to
earn a trip to Williamsport, PA, home
of the world series, Trumbull played a
total of 13 games in district, State, and
regional tournaments. No one player
was solely responsible for the fact that
Trumbull outscored its opponents 155
to 29 in these games, or that Trumbull
slugged nine home runs in the four re-
gional games alone. Trumbull won be-
cause all its players contributed when
called on to do so.

Likewise, in the championship game,
the Trumbull club turned in a fine all-
around performance. There was good
pitching, as the Kaosiung squad man-
aged only five hits. There was clutch
hitting, as a two-out single in the third
inning put Trumbull on top to stay.
There were also more of the long ball,
as a solo shot in the bottom of the
fifth sealed the victory for Trumbull.
And finally, there was solid fielding—
including, in the fifth, a perfect strike
from the left fielder that nailed a Kao-
siung runner at the plate and damp-
ened a major scoring threat.

Mr. President, I would like to take
this opportunity to salute the 15
young men on the Trumbull team:
Matt Basztura, Dan Brown, Paul Co-
niglio, Chris Drury, Chris Fasano,
Dave Galla, Todd Halky, Jason Hair-
ston, Chris Kelly, Cody Lee, Harlan
Marks, Ken Martin, Dan McGrath,
Andy Paul, and Matt Sewell. I would
also like to pay special tribute to man-
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ager Tom Galla and to coaches Ed
Wheeler and Bob Zullo, whose wise
guidance was responsible in no small
measure for Trumbull’'s success in
tournament play.

Mr. President, in many ways, Trum-
bull’s success story was an appropriate
final chapter for the 1989 Little
League season. Just as the Trumbull
squad began its campaign for the
world championship with the modest
goal of winning one game at a time, so
Little League began in 1939, with a
simple goal—to enable 30 Williamsport
youngsters to play organized baseball
on a regular basis,

Little League was the brainchild of
Mr. Carl Stotz, who still resides in Wil-
liamsport. As the Associated Press has
reported, Mr. Stotz came up with the
idea while playing catch with his
nephews in August 1938. He envi-
sioned a league in which his nephews
could play organized ball on a good
field, in uniforms, with bats designed
for young hitters. Through the fall
and winter, Mr. Stotz worked hard to
transform his dream into reality, over-
coming a number of obstacles on the
way. He had to call on 57 businesses
before he found one that would agree
to sponsor a team, and he was forced
to make up some of the league’s ex-
penses that first year out of his own
pocket. Nonetheless, the inaugural
season, which began on June 6, 1939,
must have convinced Mr. Stotz that
his hard work had paid off. The
youngsters beamed as uniforms were
distributed, and played the games, as
little leaguers have ever since, with
considerable gusto.

From such modest beginnings, grew
an organization that is today active in
the United States and 33 other na-
tions, In total, 2.5 million youths play
on 140,000 teams in 6,000 leagues. In
America of course, Little League
serves as an introduction to our na-
tional pastime. All over the world,
however, Little League baseball teach-
es young people the value of team-
work, and channels youthful energy
into a productive pursuit.

Mr. President, the Trumbull team’s
victory in the World Series, and Little
League’s 50th anniversary, are wel-
come nuggets of good news. Increas-
ingly, as adults, we try to keep our
youngsters away from destructive in-
fluences by telling them to say no to
things—to music with lyrics that en-
dorse violence and destruction, to sex,
and of course, to drugs. It is good to
remember that there are still some
things that American youth can say
yes to. Little League baseball is one of
them. It encourages kids to dream
grand dreams. And as the 15 young
men from Trumbull have learned,
some of those dreams do come true.e
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HIROSHIMA

® Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, I noted
the 44th anniversary of the bombing
of Hiroshima.

What is a nuclear attack like? Why
is it so vital that we make sure it never
happens again, particularly in a world
where we have many thousands of
times more nuclear power than was
dropped on Hiroshima?

To get some feel of that you have to
look at the lives of people.

The Chicago Tribune recently ran
four interviews of women who were at
Hiroshima, who managed to survive.
The articles were written by Chieko
Kuriki of the Chicago Tribune's
Tokyo Bureau.

I ask to insert all four in the RECcORD
at this point, and I urge my colleagues
to read these moving stories.

On the same day, the New York
Times carried a story by Yasuo Ta-
keyama, the retired chief editorial
writer of Nihon Kazai Shimbun, one
of Japan’s largest newspapers, on his
recollections of Hiroshima.

It is also a moving account. I hope
my colleagues will read this, as well as
the four interviews that appeared in
the Chicago Tribune. At this point, I
ask that his article be inserted into
the RECORD.

The articles follow:

[From the Chicago Tribune, Aug. 6, 19891

ALTERED LIVES

(They survived the blast of an atomic
bomb only to face the scorn of their socie-
ty.)

Monday, Aug. 6, 1945, dawned hot and
clear in Hiroshima. A bomb alert, issued in
the early hours, was lifted at 7:31 a.m.
Workers headed for their offices, and chil-
dren gathered in school yards. Citizens and
students already were at work removing
buildings in the densely populated central
area of the city to create a fire belt. Shops
were about to open.

At 8:15 a.m. the first atomic bomb was
detonated over the city on the Inland Sea.

Fire storms, which lasted several hours,
followed the initial explosion and ravaged
the city center. Moisture condensed on the
rising ash and dust and fell in a deadly ra-
dioactive rain that became known as black
rain. Thermal radiation—estimated to be
5,400 to 7,200 degrees—burned people as far
away as 2.2 miles.

Exact casualty figures are unknown, but
the city of Hiroshima estimates that, by
Nov. 1, 1945, at least 130,000 had died. Many
continued to die from the after-effects dec-
ades later.

Most of the victims were women. Many
men were away at the front lines. Those
women who survived were doubly injured.
In a society in which women were treated as
second-class citizens, the A-bomb victims
were viewed as damaged goods. Families de-
manded that their sons divorce injured
wives.

Many of the survivors—marked by scars,
often ill—became social outcasts. Those who
bore children lived with fear, of birth de-
fects and life-threatening illnesses, such as
leukemia.

Today, an estimated 109,000 A-bomb survi-
vors, known as hibakusha, live in Hiroshi-
ma—more than 66,000 of them are women.
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Chieko EKuriki of the Chicago Tribune's
Tokyo Bureau talked with four of those
women.

TOYOKO YOSHINO

(Toyoko Yoshino, then 21, and her broth-
er were 1.3 miles from ground zero. Miracu-
lously, both of them suffered only minor in-
juries. Because she worked in a military
office, she was engaged to give first aid to
victims right after the bombing. In 1949, she
married Takaai Yoshino, who is also an A-
bomb survivor. They have one daughter,
Ikuko.)

I was on a local train that morning read-
ing a book. As the train was approaching
Hiroshima Station, the page turned yellow.
At the same time I looked back and a deaf-
ening sound came from beneath my feet.
The train rolled. The ceilings and baggage
racks collapsed.

The next thing I remember was 1st Lt.
Kubo, my boss, who happened to be on the
same train, dashing water on my face. I was
lying between the railroad tracks.

As we stepped out from the station, we
found all the buildings had collapsed as far
as the eye could see.

Grotesque looking people, all seriously
burned and injured were walking south on
bare feet. All remained silent and appeared
absent-minded. Something dreadful had
happened. “Are we going to win the war?” 1
asked my boss. He said nothing.

I heard a voice calling my name. Someone
was waving not far from me. The person,
almost naked, was sitting among the wound-
ed. The face looked like one made of clay
with one horizontal line about the eyes.
Dark red blood oozed out of the peeling
skin. When she touched me, black peeled
skin adhered there.

“Who are you?"” I asked. “It's me. Hisako
Yoshida,” relied a weak voice. It was a col-
league of mine. She had been walking
toward home after the night shift. I put my
jacket over her shoulder. I promised her
that I would send help and we hurried on to
the office.

I was assigned to medical care. I reported
about Hisako Yoshida and returned to my
duties. Two of our buildings were used as an
emergency shelter. We put blankets on the
concrete floor.

Most of the victims brought there were
12- to 13-year-old-students who had been as-
signed to help remove buildings to prevent
fires in the downtown area. It was hard to
judge their features and sex from their ap-
pearances. They asked us to give them medi-
cine.

What we had was a bucketful of mercuro-
chrome and cooking oil. The students told
me their names and asked me to contact
their families. I promised them to do so. But
it was impossible.

The dead were cremated.

I resigned from the office at the end of
1945 and stayed at home. I married Takaaki
Yoshino in 1949, who used to serve in the
army. He was also an A-bomb victim one
mile from ground zero. Our daughter was
born two years later,

It was a difficult time. Everyone struggled
to live. I tried to think I was fortunate, but
my white blood cells began increasing when
I was 33. I prayed every day to be allowed to
live until my daughter became 18. She mar-
ried 13 years ago and has a son and daugh-
ter.

Mr parents received a notice from the vil-
lage office in 1965 that they had my bones.
They discovered later that they were those
of my colleague, Hisako, as I had given her
my uniform jacket, which had my name on

September 6, 1989

the lining. As no one from her family re-
ported to the office (all of them were sup-
posed dead), the office had kept them until
ilaeb;r cousin came to pick them up six years

As for myself, I had a cerebral blot clot in
1986. My speech ability is much better after
six months training, but a slight paralysis
has remained in my right arm and leg.

I think of Hisako especially when I'm not
feeling well. I can’t forget her voice. “Hurry
back. Help me.” were her last words. but I
couldn’t help her.

The desperate eyes of the students look-
ing for their family members is also my life-
long regret. How much they wanted to see
their mothers before dying. How much they
had sacrificed for the country. Please for-
give me. I lied.

ETSUKO EANEMITSU

(Etsuko Kanemitsu, then a 15-year-old
student at the all-girls Shintoku Senior
High School, one mile from ground zero.
Her face, back, arms and legs were seriously
burned, but she managed to return home.
Only 5 of the 250 girls (including Kane-
mitsu) survived. A sister died. She married
Akiji Kanemitsu in 1959, and they have one
child, a daughter, Masae.)

We were assigned to help remove rows of
houses that morning. The bell rang around
8 a.m., 50 I dashed into the school yard with
my friends. It was such a beautiful morning.
The sky was blue and clear without any
clouds. An airplane (a B-29 bomber) was
glittering in the sun leaving a vapor trail
across the sky.

Then a blinding yellow light pierced my
eyes. When I first became conscious, it was
completely dark. The second time (I came
to), the air was clear again, People were run-
ning around. Babies were crying madly.
People were bloody, almost naked with dark
peeled skins. I had no idea what had hap-
pened. Someone shouted to run away. So I
stood up. But to run where? All the build-
ings had collapsed.

My neighborhood, on the other side of the
hill, was intact. My sister (then 4) burst into
tears when she saw me. Mother rushed from
the house. She couldn't recognize me. My
face was swollen. My hair was gone. I was
naked. The skin peeled from my arms and
legs and hung loosely. I don’t recall any
pain at this time, but I do remember the
heat all over me.

Mother took me to an uncle’s in Fuchu, a
Hiroshima suburb. It had been arranged be-
tween us to escape to his place in case of
emergency. It was a long journey. We
stooped by a relative’s on the way. As I was
like that, they didn't let me in. I rested at
the entrance. The next time when I recov-
ered consciousness, I found myself at the
uncle’s.

There was no medicine available. People
were saying potato was good. So mother
grated them and placed them on my ex-
posed, raw flesh. She also used grated cu-
cumbers. Removing dried potatoes was so
painful, causing bleeding. The moisture
from the cucumbers caused my wounds to
fester.

My red arms and legs made me anxious to
see my face. Every time I asked mother to
bring me a hand mirror, she didn't. I made
my way to the washroom when no one was
at home. What I found was unbelievable,
My black hair—I was proud of it—was all
gone. It was like a monk’s head. The face
was red. I saw a keloid already on my right
gllleek. How could I live like this? Impossi-

e.
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Cooking oil was the best treatment for
burns in those days. The problem was how
to get it. Mother managed to obtain oil with
much effort. My face was cured by my
mother only with cooking oil.

We returned to Hiroshima in mid-Septem-
ber. I was miserable. People avoided me at
the public bathhouse. When I was in the
common bathtub, the other women gath-
ered at the other side, I didn't notice this
until the bathhouse owner told me not to
come after a couple of visits “You scare
others,” she said. I returned home crying.
Father bought a small wooden tub. So I
bathed at home.

About two months after the bombing,
bleeding from my gums began. If I used a
toothbrush, this made my mouth all red
with blood. Then dark purple spots ap-
peared all over. Those who were A-bombed
died every day in my neighborhood in those
days. The purple spots were considered a
sign of death. When I was tired, the spots
darkened. That condition lasted for several
years.

I had also severe anemia. Cloudy weather
gave me a headache. When it was fine, I felt
dizzy and couldn’t go out, I felt a constant
fatigue and used to catch cold easily. It took
a decade to improve my overall physical
condition. I'm still anemie.

I returned to school in the winter of 1946.
Though I loved learning, I was bullied by
my classmates calling me akamen (red face)
and sarumen (monkey face). As my hair
didn’'t grow for one year, I covered my head
with a pink scarf, a memento of my sister
who died in Hiroshima on that morning.

As Hiroshima was destroyed, many people
from other areas came into the city. They
showed no sympathy toward the A-bomb
survivors. It was rare to see surivors in five
years, as many of them had died by then.
But my school principal, who had lost his
daughter to the A-bomb, was very support-
ive. The day of my graduation, he called me
to his office and encouraged me, saying,
“You are an eyewitness of the A-bomb. So
you must live long to tell the others your
experience.” 1 didn’'t understand at the
time.

It was impossible for me to find employ-
ment. I didn’t want to go out either. After
graduation, I studied kimono sewing for
four years and supported myself. I had
three unsuccessful omiai, marriage meet-
ings. Each time I told them that I had been
A-bombed, which was usually kept secret. I
thought it was unfair not to tell.

Then the fourth offer of omiai came to
me. I wanted to decline, but this time the
person didn't mind my A-bomb experience.
So I met him in December 1958. We married
in March, 1959, when I was 27.

My husband worked for a bus company.
He is a hard worker and was very support-
ive. Marriage eased my depression. I had
Masse, our only child, two years later. I was
so happy to know that she was a normal,
healthy baby.

My husband, who was not A-bombed, en-
tered Hiroshima on the same day, as he was
assigned to help put the city in order. He
stayed there for three days. He is in the
hospital now.

As for myself, I had a tumor on my right
shoulder last year and received chemothera-
gy. which damaged my liver and gallblad-

er.

I now understand the principal’s words.
Living eyewitness of the A-Bomb. This is
probably why I am alive today.
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SUZUKO NUMATA

(Suzuko Numata, then 22, worked in an
office building 0.6 miles from ground zero.
Now 66, she lives with her sister, Fusako, 64,
who also suffers from A-bomb after-effects.
She has been vice chairman of the Associa-
tion of the Atomic Bomb Vietims in Hiroshi-
ma since it was formed in 1984.)

I left home earlier than usual with my
father and sister for the Communications

. We all worked there. It was hot
and I was tired. I was going to get married
within a few days. It was my job to wash the
desks at the office before the boss and co-
workers came in. I went to the washroom on
the fourth floor to wash out the cloths. All
of a sudden there was a flash all over the
huge glass window [of the washroom]. It
was a mixture of yellow, red, orange, green
and blue. But orange was the most impres-
sive. It was so beautiful. Then I fainted.

When I became conscious, I found myself
under fallen fragments of the building. Two
men helped me out and carried me to a
nearby playground. My office was burning.

I was lucky. My father found me. He was
safe, as he was between bookshelves. My
foot was almost severed. The bleeding didn't
stop. Father managed to bring a tatami mat
in which to carry me to a safer place. I was
temporarily deafened.

Then the sky darkened. Huge rain drops,
as big as a tip of a little finger, began fall-
ing. I felt I was being constantly beaten by
soybeans. It was the radioactive *“black
rain,” but we had no idea what it was at
that time. Struggling voices asking for help
continued around me.

Later that night my left foot was removed
by a doctor without anesthesia under can-
dlelight. I don't remember any pain. I guess
I couldn't feel anything. The open wound
became infected; the doctor cut off my leg
four days later, again, without anesthesia.
How painful it was this time. I remember I
shouted and then I became unconscious.

It was on one of those days that I was in-
formed about my fiance's death. I was in
the middle of the struggle with pain; I
couldn’'t think of anything else. It was much
later when I grieved.

A United States medical team came to the
hospital in March, 1946, to take photos of
the A-bomb patients. I was taken to the roof
for the photo session and saw the city for
the first time since the bombing. Hiroshima
was gone. The department stores, schools
and office buildings, all familiar to me, had
disappeared. Only the remains of the [rail-
road] station were recognizable to me.

Despite four operations before I left the
hospital in March, 1947, my overall physical
condition didn't improve for a long time. My
period, which restarted a few months after
the operations, was terribly painful. I was
often hospitalized. I was uneasy even after
my period was over worrying about the next
month. This limited my daily activities:
There was only a week or two of the month
I could go out freely. This condition lasted
until a tumor was removed when I was 50.

For two months, I practiced walking on an
artificial leg, wearing a kimono to hide it.
But this leg made a noise when I walked.
The noise never disappeared. I also couldn't
walk without leaning to the left. Children
mimicked my walk. Adults stared at me on
the street. Father and my sister used to
escort me to the office.

But I soon quit my job. I didn't want to go
out anymore. So I stayed at home and
thought about killing myself many times.

I kept asking myself what I could do to
make a living and decided to become a
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teacher. I love learning and children. I reen-
tered Hiroshima YDM College [for sewing
and dressmakingl. After graduation (in
1949), 1 became a teacher at Yasuda
Women's Senior High School in 1951, teach-
ing sewing and home management.

It was widely believed at that time that
the A-bomb survivors could not bear
healthy children. In addition to this, I had
lost my leg. So I gave up hope to marry. My
parents worried about me a lot. But we
avoided talking. It was too painful for us.

1 never told my experience to anyone, not
even my students.

Eight years ago, Hideaki Nagai, then a
theoretical physics professor at Hiroshima
University, visited me with the photo of my
wound. He was making a film of the A-bomb
survivors. He asked me to tell my story in
the film. I declined his offer and asked him
not to use my photo in the film.

Prior to his visit I used to go to the nurs-
ing home every day to take care of my
mother. I resigned from school in 1979 for
this purpose. There were 250 aged A-bomb
people at the home. We became friendly
and they used to tell me their stories, which
made me think I should do something for
them. After many days of consideration, I
finally accepted the professor's proposal to
tell my experience. The film was completed
in 1982.

Many of my students who saw the film
called or wrote to me. They asked, “Why
didn’t you tell us? We could have been of
help. Please come and talk to us. We want
to understand.”

They were right. So I told my story in
front of 25 students for the first time in 38
years the following year (1983).

People say time heals everything. But
while talking, I burst into tears. I was
ashamed of myself, so I tried not to cry the
next time, But I couldn’t. No, time doesn’t
heal my experience.

I love children and wanted to become a
good mother. If I had married, I would have
had grandchildren by now. So I speak to the
students as if they are my own grandchil-
dren.

SHIZUKO ABE

(Shizuko Abe, then 16, was on a house
roof, one mile from ground zero. When her
husband, who was in Manchuria during the
war, returned, his relatives asked him to di-
vorce her. He declined. They have three
children.)

While I was attending sewing school, my
aunt arranged an “omiai,” a marriage meet-
ing. I met a gallant lieutenant, Saburo Abe,
in January, 1944. My father accepted his
proposal. We married Jan. 30 in Hiroshima
wearing ordinary (everyday) clothing. but
we had our picture taken dressed in tradi-
tional wedding costumes at a photo studio
as proof of our marriage.

It was common in those days to wait for a
considerable time [usually until a child was
born], before entering the new bride’s name
in the family register. Women's status was
low. We lived together for one week before
he returned to Manchuria. He used to write
to me every day.

I can never forget that morning. I was on
the roof helping to tear down rows of
houses [to prevent fires from spreadingl,
when I heard a sound like air escaping from
a huge balloon. I don't remember what hap-
pened after that. When I woke up, I had
been thrown about 30 feet from the roof. It
was dark and the smell was horrible,

I must have been badly burned. The skin
had peeled from my arms and legs, and
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hung loosely at my nails. When I put my
arms down, this only intensified the sting-
ing burns. So I had to raise my arms in
front of me, though it was very exhausting,
and walk. We surely looked like ghosts.

I reached a huge factory site. People
waited for treatment in a long line. Soldiers
applied cooking oil to the wounds from a
bucket with a brush. It was so crowded, I
couldn’t get any treatment. I had no more
strength, I laid down and soon after I slept
deeply.

People in my neighborhood panicked as
their family members, looking like ghosts,
returned from Hiroshima around noon.
They had seen a huge mushroom cloud over
the city, while we (at ground zero) didn't see
it. My parents began searching for me, visit-
ing schools and temples that were used as
temporary shelters. [Her father found her
three days later.]

Our family doctor couldn't help as he had
no medicine. My parents applied grated po-
tatoes to my wounds.

I was quite optimistic, believing in my full
recovery until I saw my face in the mirror.
The skin was so reddened that it made me
look like a Japanese monkey. Why couldn't
I have died in Hiroshima at that time? A-
bomb victims died every day in my neigh-
borhood. I wanted to die, too.

The keloid [an excessive growth of scar
tissuel beneath my mouth screwed it up,
making it difficult to eat. My right eye
wouldn't shut properly due to the keloid
around it. The keloids kept appearing for 10
years, one after another even after they
were surgically removed.

I usually stayed at home except for going
out for treatment, as people used to call me
akaoni, or red devil.

My husband came back unexpectedly at
the end of 1945, when my skin condition was
at its worst.

I wanted to have health children for my
husband. I am fortunate to have two boys
and one daughter, all grown up and inde-
pendent, although they were all bullied at
school as “the A-bomb children.” My daugh-
ter, who has been married for 10 years, still
has no children.

I decided to have plastic surgery to im-
prove my daily life. A hole in my right ear,
which was almost closed, caused a hearing
prlc;'blem. I couldn't use my right hand prop-
erly.

Most people I knew who had been exposed
by the A-bomb have died. I had no idea that
I could live to be 62. I am indebted to my
husband for this. So I'm praying every day
to let me live longer than him. I want to sus-
tain him when he’s dying. That's probably
the only thing I can do in return.

[From the New York Times, Aug. 6, 19891
1 Was REBORN AT HIROSHIMA
(By Yasuo Takeyama)

Torvo.—Forty-four long years have
passed since that fateful day in Hiroshima.

For three years, I lived in utter debility
and lethargy, suffering from all the afteref-
fects of atomic bomb disease. ‘“Tomorrow
and tomorrow and tomorrow” crept at a
painful pace, each night prolonging the
agony of imminent death.

The sun was a ball of fire in a cloudless
sky on that Aug. 6 morning. I was serving as
an officer of the Imperial Fleet and Naval
Air Force headquarters staffs. Due to report
to a 10 AM. staff meeting at the Kure re-
gional headquarters of the Imperial Navy, I
boarded the 8 o'clock train on the Kure line
at Hiroshima station, took off my military
jacket, threw the window wide open and
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began reading as I waited for the train to
leave.

At 8:15 A.M., out of the corner of my eye I
caught sight of an incandescent pillar of
magnesium flash about one foot wide and
reaching as far up in the sky as I could see.
Ilhave no memory of the roar of the explo-
sion.

The next moment, it got pitch dark and I
was dashed to the aisle. “Another engine
boiler blowing up, for heaven's sake!” I
thought, until an officer shouted, “It's an
air raid!”

I grabbed my jacket, bayonet and brief-
case, crawled to the end of the car and
jumped out onto the tracks, Box cars were
toppled sideways and the station building
was ablaze, the smoke obscuring the bright
sun. I glanced back and saw the train catch
fire and burn uncontrollably. Had I been
knocked senseless by the blast, I would have
been incinerated.

I clawed my way out of the station pre-
cinets and ran to seek the designated shelter
at the Imperial Army's east drill ground,
only to step right into an inferno of piles
and piles of dead bodies, with their thin
summer clothes ripped off and their faces,
heads, backs and torsos scorched, some of
them half-immersed in muddy pools of
water, and faint dying groans of “water,
water” rising on all sides.

1 was bleeding profusely, all the way down
to my belt, and my throat burned. As I tried
to plug the hole in my throat with my hand-
kerchief, suddenly large drops of a summer
shower began to fall on the scene.

The next thing I knew, I found myself in
one of the shelters the Army had managed
to set up all across the city, in the company
of a young girl cradling herself in tattered
shreds of what must have been a white
summer blouse, and miserably sobbing at
the reflection of her terribly burned face in
her hand mirror.

I waited until her tears subsided and
asked her to let me use her mirror. I was
shocked to find a gaping cut about an inch
across my throat, exposing the pinkish ver-
tical line of my trachea and the dark
column of the artery throbbing beside it.

I made my way back to the Red Cross sign
of a field hospital station that the Kure
naval hospital ambulance team had set up
in one corner of the drill ground. I identi-
fied myself and asked for emergency care.
The medic said, “It's going to hurt like hell,
sir, but try and hold on!" He yanked off the
blood-soaked handkerchief I had stuffed
into the hole in my throat and poured in
some tincture of iodine.

I almost fainted. My knees gave way and I
fell into one of the trenches dug for drills in
antitank warfare. They pulled me out, and I
looked around, only to find rows and rows of
dead bodies under the shelter of a make-
shift tin roof.

I looked in the direction of the downtown
area and saw the city shrouded by dark
clouds and the fumes of death, while roar-
ing flames licked across the apocalyptic
landscape.

It was no use trying reaching my office at
the center of Hiroshima, and I began to
trudge back to my boarding house. I later
learned that the blast center was not far
from my office.

I carefully picked my way across the
Sanyo frunk line, crossed several bridges
until I reached Koi station, the second stop
from Hiroshima, which had burned down
and was still smoldering.

As I went on, singing marching songs to
cheer myself up, I was stopped by the sight
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of a man wrapped in a straw mat laboriously
picking himself up from the rice paddy by
the tracks, and falling down again as he
called my name.

He was first secretary Kuzuhara, who was
under my direct control at the office. He
was stripped and terribly burned from the
waist up. With great difficulty, I held him
in my arms and carried him along, until,
thank heaven, a small Datsun picked us up
not far from the Koi station.

The driver happened to be working at
Mitsubishi’s Hiroshima shipyard, then
under my supervision. We took Kuzahara to
my boarding house and for three days and
three nights I did all I could to save him.
Alas, I lost one of the most personable and
dependable, careful and faithful of my men,
and returned him to ashes in the confused
aftermath of the Pika-Don—the Big Bang.

I commandeered a truck the next day and
began to go daily to the burned-down office
in the city. I gathered the remains of my
colleagues—charred pieces of bone scattered
above the ground and several bodies stifled
to death in the basement—which soldiers
helped me to burn with gasoline on the
banks of the Ota River. The ghastliness of
reducing the naked bodies to ashes without
so much as a makeshift coffin is indelibly
imprinted in my mind's eye even today.

Army soldiers used firemen's hooks to pull
ashore the naked bodies that floated down
the river, piled them up and burned them
day and night.

(For about six months after I was dis-
charged from the Navy in October 1945, I
used to feel sick at the harmiless sight of a
broiled fish, and my stomach refused to
take it.)

The same grisly rites were repeated on
block after block, which all had been re-
duced to rubble. Day and night, the air was
filled with the putrid smell of death, and
the eery flickers of cremations created a
hell on earth.

Within two weeks of the fateful day, my
throat wound began to granulate, and I sur-
vived a life-or-death crisis. It must have
been the hands of God that had sustained
me. I also have to thank the youthful recu-
perative vigor of my 22-year-old body and,
more importantly, the precious supply of
badly needed nutritious food provided by
the late Taro Kawakami and his wife Shi-
geko.

Brimming with love for me as if I had
been their kid brother, the EKawakamis
looked after me with the tenderest care and
allowed me to quaff nightly cups of unheat-
ed sake, presumably as a final gesture to a
young man facing imminent death.

Hiroshima represented my second birth. I
was reborn that fateful morning to devote
the rest of my life as a journalist, to be a
living testament to survival and to fulfill my
duty to make this world more peaceful. I
keep telling myself, “I died in Hiroshima,
and I live by Hiroshima."e

NATIONAL ACADEMIES OF
PRACTICE

@ Mr. D’AMATO. Mr. President, I rise
today to cosponsor S. 511, legislation
which will provide a Federal charter
for the National Academies of Prac-
tice. I commend my colleague from
Hawaii, Mr. INoUYE, for bringing this
legislation to the attention of the
Senate.
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The National Academies of Practice
is an organization representing distin-
guished practitioners from each of the
various health care disciplines. These
individuals have been selected by their
peers for their significant contribu-
tions to the practices of applied medi-
cine, dentistry, osteopathy, podiatry,
optometry, psychology, nursing, social
work, and veterinary medicine.

Brought together under the umbrel-
la of the National Academies of Prac-
tice, these practitioners will serve as a
vital source of policy expertise for the
Congress and the executive branch.
Given the numerous health care deci-
sions that are being made on the Fed-
eral level, it is essential that policy-
makers in Washington have access to
qualified and exemplary practitioners.

Again, I commend Mr. INnouYE for
supporting interdisciplinary activity in
the health care industry, and I encour-
age my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting S. 511.@

IMPEACHMENT TRIAL COMMIT-
TEE ON THE ARTICLES
AGAINST JUDGE WALTER L.
NIXON, JR.

e Mr. FOWLER. Mr. President, on
May 11, 1989, the Senate agreed to
Senate Resolution 128, providing for
the appointment of a committee, pur-
suant to rule XI of Rules of Procedure
and Practice in the Senate When Sit-
ting on Impeachment Trials, to take
evidence and report to the Senate a
certified record of evidence taken in
the impeachment trial of Judge
‘Walter L. Nixon, Jr., chief judge of the
Southern District of Mississippi.

At an organizational meeting of the
committee, Senator Harcr was desig-
nated vice chairman and I was named
chairman. The committee has, since
then, been engaged in pretrial pro-
ceedings to get this matter ready for
trial. The case is now ready for trial,
and the committee will begin hearing
evidence this Thursday, September 7,
at 9:30 a.m. in the Central Hearing Fa-
cility, room SH-216 of the Hart Senate
Office Building. The committee will
receive evidence from 9:30 a.m. in the
morning until approximately 12:30 in
the afternoon and from 2 until ap-
proximately 5 in the afternoon on the
Tth and 8th of September and from
September 12 through September 15
the following week at these same
times, or until the parties complete
the presentation of their evidence.

All Members of the Senate are wel-
come to attend any of the committee’s
proceedings. In addition, with the as-
sistance of the Senate Recording
Studio, the proceedings will be broad-
cast live to all offices on channel 12 of
the Senate’s closed circuit television
system and will be videotaped for
Members' subsequent viewing at their
convenience. At the conclusion of the
committee’s proceedings, the commit-
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tee will file with the Senate a com-

plete record of its evidentiary proceed-

ings and a summary of the issues and
evidence involved in this matter.

I would like to take this opportunity,
on the eve of the committee’s proceed-
ings, to remind all Senators of the
Senate’s important constitutional re-
sponsibility in this case and to encour-
age Members to take advantage of
these various means of familiarizing
themselves with the evidentiary record
on which the Senate will take up the
questions of whether the House has
proven its charges and whether Judge
Nixon should be removed from office.

To ready this case for trial, the com-
mittee has been conducting pretrial
proceedings with the parties. In the
course of that process the committee
has issued pretrial orders disposing of
a number of motions filed by the par-
ties. So that all Members will be able
to familiarize themselves with the ac-
tions of the committee that have
brought this case to the hearings that
are about to commence, I would like
the committee’s pretrial orders to be
printed in the REcorp at this point.

The orders follow:

IMPEACHMENT TRIAL COMMITTEE, DIsSPOSI-
TION OF PRETRIAL MoTioNs, FIRsT ORDER
The parties have filed several motions on

pretrial issues, which they have supported

and opposed by the submission of written
memoranda and oral argument before the

Committee. In disposition of these motions,

the Committee has authorized the Chair-

man and Vice Chairman to issue the follow-
ing rulings on its behalf:
MOTION FOR TRIAL BY THE FULL SENATE

Judge Nixon has requested reconsider-
ation of the decision to appoint this Com-
mittee to compile an evidentiary record pur-
suant to Senate Impeachment Rule XI. His
motion for a full live evidentiary proceeding
on the floor of the Senate, without the as-
sistance of this Committee, rests on claims
of both constitutional requirement and fair-
ness. The constitutional arguments about
the use of a Committee have recently been
considered thoroughly by the Committee on
Rules and Administration during the Hast-
ings impeachment matter. The Committee’'s
studied conclusion that the Constitution
permits the Senate to appoint a Rule XI
committee underlay the Senate’'s decision
both in the Hastings matter and in this one
to use a committee to compile an evidentia-
ry record. The courts have confirmed the
Senate's discretion to use a committee to
assist it in impeachment matters.

To the extent that Judge Nixon’s objec-
tion to the use of a committee rests on the
existence in this case of important issues of
credibility of witnesses, we note that Judge
Hastings' case presents no less important
issues of witness credibility. The Hastings
Impeachment Trial Committee accepted the
recommendation of the Committee on Rules
and Administration to provide all Members
of the Senate with as much opportunity as
possible to view the Impeachment Commit-
tee's proceedings, including observing wit-
nesses’ demeanor, by broadcasting them live
to all Senate offices and by videotaping
them for later viewing. This Committee will
adopt the same practice.

In short, by the adoption of Senate Reso-
lution 128 establishing this Committee, the
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Senate has already determined that Rule
XI is constitutional and that it should be
used in this proceeding. This Committee
does not have jurisdiction to alter the Sen-
ate’s decision, and no useful purposes would
be served by requesting the Senate to revisit
its determination at this point. Rule XI pre-
serves the right of the Senate, following the
conclusion of this Committee’s proceedings,
to send for any witness and hear his testi-
mony in open Senate or to have the entire
trial in open Senate. Accordingly, to the
extent that Judge Nixon's motion should be
interpreted as a request that the Committee
desist from its pending proceedings, the
motion will be denied, without prejudice to
his renewing it in accordance with Rule XI
following this Committee’s report of an evi-
dentiary record to the Senate as mandated
by Senate Resolution 128.

MOTION TO DISMISS ARTICLE ITI

Judge Nixon has moved to dismiss Article
III on the grounds that it fails to state an
impeachable offense, is duplicative, and is
confusing. In recognition that the Commit-
tee lacks jurisdiction to dismiss any of the
Articles of Impeachment, he has requested
that the Committee refer this motion to the
full Senate. Because the Senate recently
denied a similar motion by Judge Hastings
to dismiss the culminating Article in his
case, no useful purposes would be served by
referring Judge Nixon’s motion to the
Senate for resolution. To the extent that
Judge Nixon's motion to dismiss rests on
the repetition of elements of earlier articles
in Article III or on the inclusion of allega-
tions of violation of general standards of
misconduct warranting conviction in the
view of the House, his motion seeks to
present issues rejected by the Senate in the
Hastings case.

The House’s inclusion of statements of
violations of general standards of miscon-
duct in impeachment articles, like the initial
two paragraphs of Article III, has never
been understood to constitute factual alle-
gations intended to be subject to evidentiary
proof. The Committee similarly understands
that the initial two paragraphs of Article III
are prefatory and the allegations in Article
II1 that are to be the subject of the evidence
adduced by the parties are the allegations of
false statements contained in Article III.

To the extent that the motion rests on
the House's inclusion of fourteen distinct al-
legations of false statements in one article,
we believe that Article III states an intelligi-
ble and adequately discrete charge of an im-
peachable offense by alleging that Judge
Nixon concealed information concerning
several conversations in which he had en-
gaged by making “one or more” false state-
ments to investigatory officials and “one or
more” false statements to a grand jury. The
House has substantial discretion in deter-
mining how to aggregate related alleged
acts of misconduct in framing Articles of
Impeachment and has historically frequent-
ly chosen to aggregate multiple factual alle-
gations in a single impeachment article. The
House's itemization of the fourteen particu-
lar statements whose knowing falsity it is al-
leging serves to give Judge Nixon fair notice
of the contours of the charge against him
without reducing the intelligibility of the
article’s essential accusation that Judge
Nixon knowingly concealed material infor-
mation from the government's law enforce-
ment agents. Because the Committee be-
lieves that evidentiary proceedings may
fairly be conducted on Article III as it is
presently drafted, Judge Nixon's motion to
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refer his motion to dismiss Article III to the
Senate at this time is denied. Judge Nixon
may press his effort to dismiss Article III
before the full Senate after the conclusion
of the Committee's proceedings. If the
House wishes to redraft or revise Article III
in light of Judge Nixon’s objections and the
possibility that he will renew them before
the Senate, it is free to do so.

MOTIONS RELATING TO USE OF PRIOR
TESTIMONY

The parties have crossed motions on the
use of prior testimony. Judge Nixon has
sought to exclude all use of prior testimony,
whether from his criminal trial or from the
House's impeachment proceedings, unless
needed to impeach or refresh a witness or to
substitute for an unavailable witness. The
House has moved to accept into evidence
the record of all prior testimony and exhib-
its in its entirety. The Committee believes
that introduction of the record of prior tes-
timony and exhibits will be useful to enable
the Committee to focus the live testimony
that it hears on the most critical witnesses,
The prior testimony has been the subject of
adverse cross-examination, and its use will
not prejudice any party. In accordance with
the House motion and in the interest of a
thorough and fair proceeding, all testimony
and exhibits in Judge Nixon’s criminal pro-
ceeding, including the post-trial proceeding
(as requested by Judge Nixon), will be ad-
mitted, as well as all testimony and exhibits
admitted in the House impeachment pro-
ceeding.

MOTIONS TO EXCLUDE EVIDENCE

Both Judge Nixon and the House Manag-
ers have moved to exclude particular areas
of inquiry from the evidentiary proceedings.
Judge Nixon seeks to exclude evidence of
his oil and gas investments with Wiley Fair-
child. The House seeks to exclude evidence
of prosecutorial misconduct or vindictive-
ness. These motions are premature. Neither
party has yet had an opportunity to specify
what evidence, if any, in the disputed cate-
gories it wishes to present. Each party will
have such an opportunity when it files its
pretrial statement.

In addition to the other material that
should be included in the pretrial state-
ments, Judge Nixon shall include a particu-
lar issue proffer for the categories of pros-
ecutorial vindictiveness and prosecutorial
misconduet, in which he indicates what
facts, if any, he intends to prove and how
they are relevant to these allegations and to
the Articles of Impeachment, what wit-
nesses he desires to call, what he specifically
expects them to testify to, and how long he
anticipates their testimony will take.

In light of the Committee’s ruling admit-
ting prior testimony, the House shall in-
clude in its pretrial statement a particular
issue proffer in which it indicates what facts
it intends to prove relating to Judge Nixon's
oll and gas investments, which of those
facts may be established through prior testi-
mony or stipulations, which of these facts
require live testimony, which witnesses it
desires to call, specifically what it expects
them to testify to, and how long he antici-
pates their testimony will take. The Com-
mittee will defer disposition of these mo-
tions pending these submissions.

MOTION FOR DEFENSE FUNDS

Judge Nixon has moved for the Senate to
reimburse him for the costs of his defense,
including all out-of-pocket costs and his at-
torney's fees at the rate of $75 an hour. The
Committee has no authority to grant this
request. In accordance with unbroken
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Senate practice, the Committee declines to
recommend to the Senate that it grant
Judge Nixon's request for funds with which
to conduct his defense. Judge Nixon may
renew his request for defense funds at the
close of the Senate’s proceedings on the Ar-
ticles of Impeachment. The Senate will
follow its usual practice of paying the costs
of bringing the witnesses for whom it issues
subpoenas to Washington to testify in this
proceeding.

MOTION TO IMMUNIZE A WITNESS

Judge Nixon has advised that he may wish
to call as a witness Robert Royals, who de-
clined to testify at Judge Nixon's criminal
trial on the basis of his privilege against
self-incrimination. The Committee will
defer determining whether to obtain an im-
munity order until it has become clearer
whether Royals' testimony will be neces-
sary. If Judge Nixon determines to place
Royals on his witness list, he should accom-
pany that designation with a formal descrip-
tion of the effort that he has made to deter-
mine whether Royals will assert a Fifth
Amendment privilege. In the meantime, the
Committee will take the necessary action to
enable it to obtain an immunity order in an
expeditious manner at a later date should
that prove necessary.

STIPULATIONS

The parties have made some progress in
stipulating to uncontested facts, but addi-
tional progress is expected. Judge Nixon has
objected to a number of the House's pro-
posed stipulations on the grounds that they
are biased, inaccurate, or incomplete. With
regard to the proposed stipulations that are
the subject of such objections, the House
should determine whether it is possible to
reformulate them to meet Judge Nixon's ob-
jections. Judge Nixon should assist the
House in that effort by detailing the specif-
ic bases for his objections. The parties
should work together in this process to
achieve additional progress, rather than
simply exchanging fixed positions. The
Committee’'s deferral of Judge Nixon's
motion seeking to exclude evidence on his
oil and gas investments should not prevent
the parties from attempting to make
progress on these stipulations, as well as the
others. Any stipulations agreed to in this
area will be understood to remain subject to
Judge Nixon's objection as to relevance,
until the Committee rules on that issue.

PRETRIAL STATEMENTS

The Committee has authorized the Chair-
man and Vice Chairman to issue a further
order detailing the specifications, in addi-
tion to those described earlier and in this
order, of the pretrial statements due on
July 31.

WycHE FOWLER, Jr.,
Chairman.
ORRIN G. HaTCH,
Vice Chairman.
July 25, 1989.

IMPEACHMENT TRIAL COMMITTEE, ORDER DES-
IGNATING CONTENTS OF FINAL PRETRIAL
STATEMENTS, SECOND ORDER
By letter from the Senate Legal Counsel

on June 9, 1989, the Committee informed

the parties of the required contents of pre-
trial statements, due on July 31, 1989, and
indicated that those specifications would be
supplemented in greater detail. The Com-
mittee's First Order provided some addition-
al requirements for the pretrial statements.

This order contains further guidance from

the Committee concerning the preparation

of pretrial statements.

September 6, 1989

The parties’ Final Pretrial Statements
should do the following:

1. Statement of the Case.—Provide a brief
and general statement of the case as the
party intends to present it at the impeach-
ment trial proceedings.

2. Witnesses.—List the names and address-
es of witnesses whom the party wishes to
call, with a statement of the nature of their
testimony sufficient to illustrate the rel-
evance of that testimony to these proceed-
ings. If any expert witnesses are listed, pro-
vide a brief statement of the subject of their
testimony and their qualifications as ex-
perts.

The Committee shall treat the inclusion
of an individual’s name on the witness list
as a request to the Senate that a subpoena
be issued to that individual requiring his or
her appearance at the impeachment trial
proceedings. Upon receipt of the Final Pre-
trial Statements, the Committee will deter-
mine which subpoenas shall issue.

Unless good cause be shown for failure to
include a witness on the Final Pretrial
Statement, the parties shall not be permit-
ted to call as witnesses persons not listed on
the Final Pretrial Statement. If a party be-
lieves that there is good cause for naming
additional witnesses after the Final Pretrial
Statement has been filed, it shall, as soon as
such witnesses become known, file with the
Committee, and serve on opposing counsel,
the names and addresses of those witnesses,
the subject matter of their testimony, and
show good cause for their late addition to
the witness list. The requirements of this
paragraph shall not apply to rebuttal wit-
Tesses.

Information concerning the parties’ in-
tended order of proof will facilitate the
Committee’s orderly issuance of subpoenas.
The House is requested to indicate, to the
extent currently possible, the order in
which it intends to call its witnesses during
the direct presentation of its case, and the
estimated duration of each witness' direct
testimony. In the event that this informa-
tion should change in time before com-
mencement of the impeachment trial pro-
ceedings on September 6, 1989, the House
shall promptly advise the Committee of
that fact.

Judge Nixon is similarly requested to esti-
mate the duration of the direct testimony of
each witness and, to the extent that he is
able, the order in which he anticipates call-
ing them. He also shall timely inform the
Committee of any changes in these expecta-
tions. If Judge Nixon determines to place
Robert Royals on his witness list, he shall
accompany that designation with a desecrip-
tion of the effort that he has made to deter-
mine whether Royals will assert a Fifth
Amendment privilege and the results of
that effort.

3. Issue Proffer.—Include an issue proffer
as described in the First Order. For each of
the categories of prosecutorial vindictive-
ness and prosecutorial misconduct, Judge
Nixon shall state separately what facts, if
any, he intends to prove and how any such
facts are relevant to his affirmative de-
fenses and to the Articles of Impeachement.
Judge Nixon shall identify any witnesses
through whose testimony, live or prior, he
seeks to prove those facts, and provide as
specific a statement as possible as to what
he expects each witness' testimony to show.

The House shall state in its issue proffer
what facts it intends to prove relating to
Judge Nixon's oil and gas investments,
which of those facts may be established
through prior testimony or stipulations,
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which of those facts require live testimony,
which witnesses it desires to call, and specif-
ically what it expects each witness' testimo-
ny to show.

4. Prior Testimony.—Supplement each
party’s witness list with statements identify-
ing any particular prior testimony on which
it wishes to rely. In accordance with the
Committee’s ruling in its First Order, the
record of prior testimony from Judge
Nixon’s criminal proceeding and from the
House’s impeachment proceeding is being
admitted into evidence in this proceeding in
its entirety. The parties are encouraged to
rely on such prior testimony, in lieu of seek-
ing subpoenas for live witnesses, as they be-
lieve will achieve economies in the presenta-
tion of their case, without jeopardizing the
fairness of these proceedings. For the wit-
nesses from whom the parties seek live testi-
mony, the parties shall also identify any
prior testimony of those witnesses to which
they wish particularly to direct the Commit-
tee's attention.

5. Exhibits.—Provide a numbered index of
exhibits which the party intends to offer at
the evidentiary hearings. The index should
provide a specific description of each listed
document or item of evidence, and, if the
document or item of evidence has previously
been introduced in related prior proceed-
ings, such as in United States v. Nixon or in
the House impeachment proceedings, a cita-
tion to the particular location in the prior
record where the document or item of evi-
dence was introduced.

Both parties shall, on or before August 4,
1989, file and serve a statement for each
document or item or evidence listed on the
opposing party's exhibit list unequivocally
stating whether objection is made to admis-
sion of that document or item without need
for formal proof as to its authenticity or
genuineness, and where appropriate, its
status as a record of a regularly conducted
activity or a public record. In the event that
such objection is made, the basis for the ob-
jection and the reason therefore shall be
specifically stated.

The Committee will review the foregoing
statements and will enter an order stating
whether, for each particular piece of evi-
dence, the party offering the evidence need
submit formal proof as to its authenticity,
genuineness, or status as a record of a regu-
larly conducted activity or a public record.
Failure by the opposing party to make a
reasoned and specific objection to any par-
ticular document or item of evidence will
result in a finding by the Committee that
formal proof need not be made, but will
leave the evidence subject to all other objec-
tions. It whould also be noted that a finding
that formal proof need not be made does
not relieve the offering party of the need to
explain the content or meaning of the docu-
ment, should the party believe that such ex-
planation is necessary.

Unless good cause be shown for failure to
include a document or other item of evi-
dence on the index of exhibits, documents
or items not listed thereon shall not be in-
troduced at the impeachment trial proceed-
ings. If a party believes that there is good
cause for amending its index of exhibits, it
shall, as soon as the need for the amend-
ment becomes known, file with the Commit-
tee, and serve on opposing counsel, an
amendment to the index together with
copies of any new exhibits and a showing of
good cause for their late inclusion on the
index. The opposing party shall, three days
after receipt of any such amendment, file
and serve its objections regarding matters of
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formal proof to the exhibits included in the
amended index.

The House shall provide copies of its num-
bered exhibits to Judge Nixon and to the
Committee, on or before August 7, 1989.
Judge Nixon shall provide copies of its num-
bered exhibits to the House and to the Com-
mittee on or before August 10, 1989.

6. Conduct of Evidentiary Proceedings.—
State the amount of time which each party
intends to allocate to direct testimony,
whether by prior or live testimony, and
state whether its preparation has caused it
to anticipate any particular difficulties in
the presentation of its case of which the
Committee should be made aware.

7. Legal Matters.—Set forth the legal prin-
ciples which each party believes is applica-
ble to each article of impeachment and
which the party believes should guide the
Committee in determining the relevance
and assessing the importance of particular
evidence.

WycHE FOWLER, JR.,
Chairman.
ORRIN G. HATCH,
Vice Chairman.
JuLy 27, 1989.e

AMERICA'S DRUG EPIDEMIC

@ Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, Ameri-
can's drug epidemic is touching us all.
Drugs are devastating our society. A
generation of our children is falling
victim to the scourge of drugs. Our
senior citizens avoid walking on the
street, fearing they may be mugged
for money to buy drugs. We talk about
drugs. We worry about drugs. But so
far, we've given only lipservice to a
war against drugs.

I hope the plan President Bush out-
lined last night takes us to the next
step—a significant commitment from
Government to stop drug trafficking. I
believe the President has suggested
several good ideas:

First, his strategy places an empha-
sis on strengthening the criminal jus-
tice system. Under the President’s
plan, State and local law enforcement
authorities, as well as their Federal
counterparts, would receive additional
funding.

He would also include more money
for prison construction. The idle
threat of incarceration isn't enough to
deter drug-related crime; we must be
able to follow through.

Second, the President’s plan would
reduce the cocaine supply in the
United Stated through enhanced coop-
eration with countries where cocaine
is produced. Widespread cocaine use in
the United States has catastrophic ef-
fects not only in our country, but in
the countries where it is grown as well.
There is no better example of this
than the current situation in Colom-
bia.

Members of Colombian drug cartels
have declared war on their nation’s
government. They are committing ter-
rorist acts and showing no mercy to
anyone who stands in the way of their
drug trade. This terrorism is the direct
result of how lucrative the cocaine
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trade has become, in part because of
the huge demand from the United
States. Our inability to stop cocaine
usage in this country is having pro-
found international effects. We must
get it under control.

Third, the President also calls for
more money for treatment and educa-
tion. Interdiction alone isn’t enough.
Treatment and education must be in-
tegral parts of our national drug strat-
egy.
All of these ideas are good steps for-
ward.

In addition to these steps which he
outlined last night, the President also
has included items in his strategy
which are of special interest to Mon-
tana:

First, he plans to double the funding
allocated for marijuana eradication.
This should help the Montana Nation-
al Guard and other State agencies
which are concerned with eradication.

Second, he called for increases in the
drug interdication portion of the budg-
ets for the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, the U.S. Park Service and the
Bureau of Indian Affairs. We must
crack down on illegal drug-related ac-
tivities occurring on Federal land.

Although 1 am generally pleased
with the President’s proposal, I do
have a central concern:

I'm not convinced that the adminis-
tration plan takes fully into account
the problem of drugs in rural areas.

Rural areas need money, just like
the cities do, to fight the invasion of
illegal drugs.

Last week, in a statement before the
Senate Judiciary Committee, U.S. at-
torney Pete Dunbar documented the
dramatic increase in drug-related
crime in Montana and asked the Fed-
eral Government for more resources.

Although the President has made an
effort to look at the problems we face
in rural areas by increasing funding
for the BLM, the BIA and the Park
Service, he has also overlooked an im-
portant need we have: funding for
international border control.

The President wants to keep funding
for the Customs Service at approxi-
mately the current level, while in-
creasing the share of this money
which will go to the Southwest land
border. This means there will be less
money available for other parts of the
United States border, including the
500-mile section we share with
Canada. This could pose problems for
our State because of the increase in
methamphetamine trafficking be-
tween Canada and Montana.

The President's proposal to increase
funding for State and local law en-
forcement grants is a good idea in
principle, but I would like to know
how he’ll distribute the funding.

The current law enforcement block
grant formula is skewed. It favors
urban areas over their rural counter-
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parts because it is based on population
without taking geography into consid-
eration. For instance, this year Rhode
Island received more money than
Montana because its population is
slightly larger. This ignores the costs
incurred in patrolling the thousands
of miles we have in Montana, com-
pared to the much smaller area in
Rhode Island.

That is why I introduced a bill to
create a funding set-aside to help large
rural States. The inequities in the cur-
rent system must be corrected.

I would like to see this change incor-
porated in the President’s plan. We
not only need more money, we need it
more equitably distributed.

In addition, my bill would require
the Director of National Drug Control
Policy to designate someone in his
office to focus solely on the needs of
rural States. This would help to
ensure that we're not shortchanged by
Federal policy.

The President has submitted his
plan. Now it's up to us in Congress to
enact legislation which incorporates
the best parts of the President’s strat-
egy—and much of it is very good—
along with other ideas which will give
us the weapons we need to win the war
on drugs.

The war on drugs will not be easily
won. But the stakes are too high to
lose.®

THE 20TH ANNIVERSARY OF
THE UNITED COMMUNITY MIN-
ISTRIES

@ Mr. ROBB. Mr. President, I rise
today to pay special tribute to a
unique community organization that
celebrated its 20th year of service to
poor and low-income families in north-
ern Virginia’s Fairfax County in July
of this year.

For those who believe we have
become a “me” generation, United
Community Ministries offers an exam-
ple of something entirely different:
people who care about other people.
In fact, over 500 volunteers gave more
than 15,000 hours last year to United
Community Ministries helping people
to help themselves. That is an impres-
sive statistic by any standard of meas-
urement.

If there’s a job to be done or a need
to be met, United Community Minis-
tries will do the job or meet the need.
In addition to providing needed emer-
gency services, United Community
Ministries has created a number of in-
novative programs all designed to help
its clients become independent. For
example, it provides transitional hous-
ing for 38 men, women, and children
who are progressing from temporary
shelter to permanent housing. Its
child development center has 65 chil-
dren of working parents enrolled, with
training programs offered, and a new
program for 20 infants of teenage
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mothers will be opened this year. It
has youth, elderly, and Hispanic out-
reach programs, a child care provider
referral program, and a thrift shop
which is a job training site for the
mentally handicapped and manpower
clients. Through programs such as
these, United Community Ministries
served 17,224 people last year alone.

But for United Community Minis-
tries, it is not enough to help people
only on an emergency basis; rather it
targets the systemic causes which gen-
erate the need for assistance in the
first place. Its advocacy efforts are re-
spected by others in the community.
That is because its mission is very
simple and straightforward: To lend
assistance and to promote human dig-
nity and self-sufficiency in the com-
munity of which it is a part.

Woven into the fabric of United
Community Ministries’ success is en-
thusiastic and widespread community
support. Churches, schools, boy
scouts, girl scouts, businesses, PTA's,
women’s clubs, civic associations, serv-
ice groups, and thousands of individ-
uals all pitch in. And this support
grows each year as the difficulties for
the poor in the community become
more visible.

United Community Ministries is re-
alistic, too. It recognizes that it cannot
meet all the needs all the time. There
is far too much that needs to be done.
So, it supports and helps organize
others dedicated to community serv-
ice. And, when a program becomes suc-
cessful, and is ready for independence,
it is spun off into a new entity.

To me, the true test of the merit of a
group like United Community Minis-
tries can best be measured by asking
those who the program serves if it is
meeting their needs.

Please let me read you a letter re-
cently received by the staff which, I
believe, captures the spirit—the es-
sence really—of this very special
group:

I just wanted you to know * * * we are
now able to feed our kids and pay a few
bills. We'll never forget the food, gas, and
rent money given to us to help us out during
a very difficult time. To set the record
straight, we have gladly donated $168 this
year to United Community Ministries via
the Combined Federal Campaign Fund, We
realize it is hardly a drop in the bucket, but
we have long memories for kindnesses
granted large and small. God bless you all.
Ehanks for the help when we really needed

That to me, says it all.e

APPOINTMENT BY THE
REPUBLICAN LEADER

Mr. DOLE, I ask unanimous consent
that the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
SymmMms] be appointed to the Impeach-
ment Trial Committee, in re Walter L.
Nixon, Jr., in lieu of the Senator from
Utah [Mr. HaTcH], resigned.

September 6, 1989

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

EXPRESSING GRATITUDE TO
DAVID A. BRODY

Mr. DOLE. I send a resolution to the
desk on behalf of myself and the dis-
tinguished majority leader and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The assistant legislative clerk read
as follows:

A resolution (8. Res. 173) to express grati-
tude to David A. Brody.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there objection to the present consid-
eration of the resolution?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I am
pleased, today, to pay tribute to David
Brody for more than 40 years of serv-
ice to the Anti-Defamation League of
the B'nai B’rith, and to his country.

David Brody’s value to the Members
of this body, as a resource for informa-
tion and guidance, has earned him the
nickname “the 101st Senator.” Those
of us who know David Brody can
attest that he is deserving of this title.

His commitment to the American-
Jewish community, and moreover, his
commitment to civil rights and civil
liberties for all Americans has contrib-
uted to our efforts to ensure that
every citizen is guaranteed an equal
opportunity to succeed.

I rise to join the distinguished mi-
nority leader, Senator DoLE, in submit-
ting a resolution which expresses the
gratitude of the Senate to David
Brody for his efforts on behalf of his
Nation as well as the good judgment
he has offered to the Senate and its
Members over the past 40 years.

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, last Feb-
ruary—after more than 40 years of
service—David Brody retired as the
Washington representative of the
Anti-Defamation League of the B'nai
B’rith.

As a result of his effectiveness over
the years as a spokesman for the ADL,
David Brody has earned the reputa-
tion as the “101st Senator.” I can tell
you that this reputation is well-de-
served. I know that many here in this
Chamber, as well as many former
Members of the Senate, have found
David Brody to be an invaluable re-
source on a wide range of issues—
issues of concern not only to the
American-Jewish community but also
to all Americans. And I know that I
count myself among those who have
come to rely upon David Brody’s con-
sidered judgment and warm friend-
ship.

So I am proud to join today with the
distinguished majority leader, Senator
Mi1TcHELL, in submitting a resolution
expressing the Senate’s gratitude to
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David Brody for the wise counsel he
has offered to the Senate and its
Members over the past 40 years.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion.

The resolution was agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

The resolution, with its preamble,
reads as follows:

S. Res, 173

‘Whereas David A. Brody is an American
of uncommon wisdom and vision;

Whereas David A. Brody has served this
country faithfully, as an officer in the
United States Navy during World War II, as
an attorney in the Department of Agricul-
ture, and as a distinguished lawyer and lob-
byist in Washington, DC;

Whereas David A. Brody has devoted
more than 40 years of his life to the promo-
tion of issues that concern not only the
Jewish-American community, but also all
Americans;

Whereas such issues include the security
and prosperity of Israel, Soviet Jewry, civil
rights, civil liberties, and social welfare;

Whereas David A. Brody has been an ex-
emplary representative of the Anti-Defama-
tion League of the B'Nai B'Rith, particular-
1y as the Director of the Washington Office
of such League;

Whereas during the past 40 years, the
advice and judgment of David A. Brody has
proven to be an invaluable and welcome re-
source to the Senate;

Whereas many past and present members
of the Senate consider David A. Brody to be
a dear and trusted friend; and

Whereas David A. Brody has often been
described as the Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That—

(1) the Senate commends David A. Brody
for his years of exemplary and faithful serv-
ice to the Anti-Defamation League of the
B’Nai B'Rith and to the United States, and

(2) the Senate expresses its gratitude to
David A. Brody for the wise counsel he has
provided to the Senate during the past 40
years.

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, I move to
reconsider the vote by which the reso-
lution was agreed to.

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to lay that
motion on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agree to.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

“101st Senator’:

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY,
SEPTEMBER 17, 1989

RECESS UNTIL 930 A.M. AND MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate completes its business today it
stand in recess until 9:30 a.m. on
Thursday, September 7, and that fol-
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lowing the time for the two leaders
there be a period for morning business
not to exceed beyond 10 a.m. with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for
up to 5 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

PROCEED TO CONSIDERATION OF 8. 933 AT 10

AM.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I
further ask unanimous consent that at
10 a.m. the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of Calendar Order No. 216,
the Americans with Disabilities Act.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

PROGRAM

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President,
under the unanimous-consent request
granted earlier, the Senate will resume
consideration of the legislative branch
appropriations bill at 12 noon tomor-
row with the Wilson amendment No.
698 on congressional mailing as the
only remaining amendment to the bill.
Senators should be on notice that
votes are likely during tomorrow’s ses-
sion and will extend into the evening
beyond T p.m. tomorrow.

Mr. DOLE. Mr. President, will the
majority leader yield briefly?

Mr. MITCHELL. I certainly will.

Mr. DOLE. It is my understanding
that we will proceed to the ADA bill at
10 o’clock. I assume there may be a
number of opening statements and
most of that time between 10 a.m. and
noon will be consumed by opening
statements and we probably would not
be getting any controversial amend-
ment until the afternoon part; is that
correct?

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct.
That is my understanding. I consulted
with the principal author and manag-
er of the bill, Senator KENNEDY, Who is
here at this time and I ask him to con-
firm that.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, it is
the intention of Senator HARKIN and
myself that the first 2 hours would be
taken up with an exposition on the
legislation and then we would welcome
the opportunity to move toward the
amendments. We have been notified of
five amendments, some of which have
been listed in the committee report,
and a few others. But we are prepared
to address those in a timely fashion.
We do not believe it should take a
great deal of time to dispose of those.
So we would be eager, for those of our
colleagues that do have amendments,
that they get them in to us at an early
time tomorrow so we can proceed.

Mr. President, I want to express my
appreciation—I am sure I speak for
Senator HArxiN—to both the leaders
for the timely attention they have
given to this legislation. This is legisla-
tion of enormous importance to some
43 million Americans. It is appropriate
that we deal with it this year, It is the
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25th anniversary of the first civil
rights legislation.

This legislation has had the strong
support of the majority leader, and I
think all of us who have followed the
work of the disability movement know
of the very specific interest Senator
DoLe has had in this area as well. We
also recognize that we would not be at
this point tonight if we did not have
the strong support of the President of
the United States.

I am very hopeful that we will be
able to move in a timely fashion. As
chairman of the committee I want to
express our very deep personal appre-
ciation to both the leaders for bring-
ing us to this point this evening.

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I want
to thank the majority leader for his
accommodation on bringing the Amer-
icans with Disabilities Act to the floor
in such a timely fashion. I also want to
thank the minority leader, Senator
DorLe for his leadership which has
helped bring us to this historical
moment. Finally, I want to thank
President Bush for his endorsement of
this landmark legislation which will
allow all Americans share in the Amer-
ican dream. I look forward to its swift
passage.

AUGUSTA, ME, BECOMES 50TH
STATE CAPITAL WITH C-SPAN

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, on
September 5, Augusta, ME, become
the 50th State capital in the United
States to make C-SPAN available to
its cable television viewers. With the
addition of Augusta’s 18,000 cable sub-
scribers, that means every State cap-
ital now has a front-row seat at politi-
cal events that affect them in Wash-
ington, DC.

To celebrate this new service, C-
SPAN spent September 5 in Augusta,
televising live interviews with Gover-
nor McKernan, Representatives BREN-
NAaN and SNOWE, Senator CoHEN and
myself. The network also aired inter-
views with dozens of other Maine citi-
zens who talked about the everyday
issues that are important to them.

In addition to Augusta, C-SPAN
went on the air that day for the first
time in Maine communities including
Bangor, Eastport, Belgrade, Rumford,
Saco, Lincolnville, Unity, and Hermon.

On behalf of Senator CoHEN and all
of my colleagues, I want to extend a
warm welcome to each and every one
of those new viewers.

C-SPAN, the Cable-Satellite Public
Affairs Network, has been televising
live, unedited proceedings on the
House floor since March 1979 as a
nonprofit public service of the cable
TV industry. Senate proceedings have
been on C-SPAN II since June 1986.

The two networks also air live and
recorded congressional  hearings,
speeches, political conventions, call-in



19640

programs and other public affairs pro-
gramming from Washington and other
parts of the world that are unavailable
anywhere else.

This fall, for example, C-SPAN
begins televising selected proceedings
from the British House of Commons,
offering a view of a European coun-
try’s government. Next year, the net-
work plans to take a look at the
French Parliament.

C-SPAN has been called “America’s
Town Hall” because it allows viewers
around the country to witness first-
hand how their representatives make
laws and run the Federal Government.

And for 3 hours each day, it allows
viewers from around the country and
the world to call in with their com-
ments and questions to lawmakers,
journalists, and public officials.

That kind of informative, interactive
television is an important part of the
democratic process in this modern age
of telecommunications. I am very
proud to be a part of that process, and
again, I want to welcome our new
Maine viewers to ‘“America’s Town
Hall.”

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

RECESS UNTIL TOMORROW AT
9:30 A.M.

Mr. MITCHELL. If the distin-
guished Republican leader has no fur-
ther business and if no other Senator
is seeking recognition, I now ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate stand
in recess under the previous order
until 9:30 a.m., on Thursday, Septem-
ber 7, 1989.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 7:51 p.m.,
recessed until Thursday, September 7,
1989, at 9:30 a.m.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by
the Senate September 6, 1989:

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

EKENNETH L. BROWN, OF CALIFORNIA, A CAREER
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS
OF MINISTER-COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EX-
TRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF
COTE D'IVOIRE.

CHARLES E. COBB, JR., OF FLORIDA, TO BE AMBAS-
SADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC
OF ICELAND.

JOHN GIFFEN WEINMANN, O]
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND
TIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OPAMERICATOTHE
REPUBLIC OF FINLAND

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

CHRISTOPHER JEHN, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AN AS-
SISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, VICE GRANT 8.
GREEN, JR., RESIGNED.
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CRAIG S. KING, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE GENERAL
COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, VICE
LAWRENCE L. LAMADE, RESIGNED.

JAMES R. LOCHER, III, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AN AS-
SISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, VICE CHARLES S.
WHITEHOUSE, RESIGNED.

BARBARA SPYRIDON POPE, OF MISSISSIPPI, TO BE
AN ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY, VICE KEN-
NETH P. BERGQUIST, RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

DENNIS B. UNDERWOOD, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE
COMMISSIONER FOR RECLAMATION, VICE C. DALE
DUVALL, RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

JERRY RALPH CURRY, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE ADMIN-
ISTRATOR OF THE NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC
SAFETY ADMINISTRATION, VICE DIANE K. STEED, RE-
SIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

MELVA G. WRAY, OF CONNECTICUT, TO BE DIREC-
TOR OF THE OFFICE OF MINORITY ECONOMIC
IMPACT, VICE RAYMOND G. MASSIE, RESIGNED.

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS

RONALD E. RAY, OF FLORIDA, TO BE AN ASSISTANT
SECRETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS (HUMAN RE-
SOURCES AND ADMINISTRATION). (NEW POSITION)

APALACHIAN REGIONAL COMMISSION

JACQUELINE L. PHILLIPS, OF MARYLAND, TO BE
FEDERAL COCHAIRMAN OF THE APPALACHIAN RE-
GIONAL COMMISSION, VICE WINIFRED ANN PIZZANO,
RESIGNED.

COPYRIGHT ROYALTY TRIBUNAL

CINDY SHINGA DAUB, OF NEBRASKA, TO BE A COM-
MISSIONER OF THE COPYRIGHT ROYALTY TRIBUNAL
FOR A TERM OF SEVEN YEARS FROM SEPTEMBER 27,
1989, VICE EDWARD W. RAY, TERM EXPIRING.

FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS AUTHORITY

TONY ARMENDARIZ, OF TEXAS, TO BE A MEMBER
OF THE FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS AUTHORITY
FOR THE REMAINDER OF THE TERM EXPIRING JULY
29, 1992, VICE JERRY LEE CALHOUN, RESIGNED.

JAMES MADISON MEMORIAL FELLOWSHIP
FOUNDATION

CARROLL A. CAMPBELL, JR., OF SOUTH CAROLINA,
TO BE A MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF
THE JAMES MADISON MEMORIAL FELLOWSHIP FOUN-
DATION FOR A TERM OF FOUR YEARS. (NEW POSI-
TION)

NATIONAL CONSUMER COOPERATIVE BANK

FRANK B. SOLLARS, OF OHIO, TO BE A MEMBER OF
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE NATIONAL CON-
SUMER COOPERATIVE BANK FOR A TERM OF THREE
YEARS. (REAPPOINTMENT)

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND THE
HUMANITIES

JOHN E. FROHNMAYER, OF OREGON, TO BE CHAIR-
PERSON OF THE NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE
ARTS FOR A TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE FRANCIS S.
M. HODSOLL, RESIGNED.

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT

BILL R. PHILLIPS, OF TEXAS, TO BE DEPUTY DIREC-
TOR OF THE OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT,
VICE HUGH HEWITT, RESIGNED.

UNITED STATES COURT OF VETERANS APPEALS

JOHN J. FARLEY, III, OF MARYLAND, TO BE AN ASSO-
CIATE JUDGE OF THE STATES COURT OF
VETERANS APPEALS FOR THE TERM OF FIFTEEN
YEARS. (NEW POSITION)

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINT-
MENT AS CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF
UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE, SECTION 152(A):

CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF
To be general
G%.M%om L. POWELL, UNITED STATES

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED OFFICER TO BE PLACED
ON THE RETIRED LIST IN GRADE INDICATED UNDER
THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE,
SECTION 1370:

To be general

GEN. LOUIS C. WAGNER, JR.|ESRET®8 UNITED
STATES ARMY.

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED, UNDER THE PRO-
VISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION
601(A), IN CONJUNCTION WITH ASSIGNMENT TO A PO-
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SITION OF IMPORTANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY DES-
IGNATED BY THE PRESIDENT UNDER TITLE 10,
UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 601(A):

To be general

LT. GEN. WILLIAM G.T. TUTTLE, JR.[FEETerrd

UNITED STATES ARMY.

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED OFFICER TO BE PLACED
ON THE RETIRED LIST IN GRADE INDICATED UNDER
THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE,
SECTION 1370:

To be lieutenant general

LT. GEN. JERRY M. BUNYARD, 287 e%ed UNITED

STATES ARMY.

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED OFFICER TO BE PLACED
ON THE RETIRED LIST IN GRADE INDICATED UNDER
THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE,
SECTION 1370:

To be lieutenant general

LT. GEN. SIDNEY T. WEINSTEIN, [tarard UNITED

STATES ARMY.

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED, UNDER THE PRO-
VISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION
601(A), IN CONJUNCTION WITH ASSIGNMENT TO A PO-
SITION OF IMPORTANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY DES-
IGNATED BY THE PRESIDENT UNDER TITLE 10,
UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 601(A):

To be lieutenant general

MAJ. GEN. JEROME B. HILMES, [I98%8%eed UNITED
STATES ARMY.

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINT-

IGNATED BY THE PRESIDENT UNDER TITLE 10,
UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 601(A):

To be lieutenant general

MAJ. GEN. LEON E. SALOMON, UNITED
STATES ARMY.

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED, UNDER THE PRO-
VISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION
601(A), IN CONJUNCTION WITH ASSIGNMENT TO A PO-
SITION OF IMPORTANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY DES-
IGNATED BY THE PRESIDENT UNDER TITLE 10,
UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 601(A):

To be lieutenant general

MAJ. GEN. CHARLES B. EICHELBERGER,

UNITED STATES ARMY.

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINT-
MENT TO THE GRADE INDICATED, UNDER THE PRO-
VISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION
601(A), IN CONJUNCTION WITH ASSIGNMENT TO A PO-
SITION OF IMPORTANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY DES-
IGNATED BY THE PRESIDENT UNDER TITLE 10,
UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 601(A):

To be lieutenant general

MAJ. GEN. ELLIS D. PARKER, FEPS9d UNITED
STATES ARMY.

THE I-‘OLI.OWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINT-
MENT IN UNITED STATES ARMY NATIONAL
GUARD TO THE GRADE INDICATED, UNDER THE PRO-
VISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SEC-
TIONS 593(A), 3385, AND 3392:

To be magjor general of the line

BRIG. GEN. JOSEPH C. BOYERSMITH,
BRIG. GEN. JAMES MILLER,
BRIG. GEN. WILLIAM C. WILSON,
To be major general, Adjutant General’s
Corps
BRIG. GEN. ROBERT L. MOOREHEAD,
To be brigadier general of the line

COL. JACK C. CLARK, e
COL. WOODROW D. BOYCE, J@Seaeeey
COL. DONALD R. CRUTCHER, JS¢ @
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To be brigadier ceneral, Adjutant General’s
Corps

COL. FRED R. FLINT, [o000S9ee4.
COL. GERALD F. JANELLE,

COL. JACK E. YEAGER, [S0890%eed.
COL. TOM BREWER, [RR0WS9eeq.
COL. MICHAEL E. BYRNE,

IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER TO BE PLACED
ON THE RETIRED LIST IN THE GRADE INDICATED
UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE, SECTION 1370.

To be vice admiral

VICE ADM. JOHN T. PARKER, JR. 288l 1210,
UNITED STATES NAVY.

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER, UNDER THE
PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SEC-
TION 601, TO BE APPOINTED TO THE GRADE OF VICE
ADMIRAL WHILE SERVING IN A POSITION OF IMPOR-
TANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY DESIGNATED BY THE
PRESIDENT UNDER TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE,
SECTION 601:

To be vice admiral

REAR ADM. RONALD M. EYTCHISON, U. S. NAVY,
S/ 1120.
IN THE AIR FORCE

THE FOLLOWING OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT IN
THE REGULAR AIR FORCE UNDER THE PROVISIONS
OF SECTION 531, TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE,
WITH A VIEW TO DESIGNATION UNDER THE PROVI-
SIONS OF SECTION 8067, TITLE 10, UNITED STATES
CODE, TO PERFORM

BE APPOINTED IN A HIGHER GRADE THAN THAT IN-
DICATED.

MEDICAL CORPS
To be colonel

To be lieutenant colonel

JOHN E. ANTHOUSIS,
DON A. LAWRENCE,
GUALBERT M. SANCHEZ,
PETER K. SENECHAL,

To be major

CARLA A. BEECHIE,
CONLEY B. GAINER,
THOMAS J. O'DONNELL,

DENTAL CORPS
To be lieutenant colonel

WILLIAM L. DAVENPORT,
ERIK D. LANGSJOEN,
LAWRENCE C. PARRISH,

To be magjor

To be captain

DAVID B. KEMP, m
CARROLL A. PALMORE, JR.,
KIMSEY K. PETKOVIC,
JOSEPH A. TEMPLE,

THE FOLLOWING INDIVIDUALS FOR APPOINTMENT
AS RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE, IN GRADE INDICAT-
ED, UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 593, TITLE
10, UNITED STATES CODE, WITH A VIEW TO DESIGNA-
TION UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 8067,
TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, TO PERFORM THE
DUTIES INDICATED.

MEDICAL CORPS
To be lieutenant colonel

IN THE AIR FORCE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR PERMA-
NENT PROMOTION IN THE STATES AIR
FORCE, UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 628,
TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, AS AMENDED, WITH
DATES OF RANK TO BE DETERMINED BY THE SECRE-
TARY OF THE AIR FORCE.

LINE OF THE AIR FORCE
To be lieutenant colonel

FREDERICK F.

To be magjor

WILLIAM M. SHEDD,

THE FOLLOWING OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN
THE REGULAR AIR FORCE UNDER THE PROVISIONS
OF SECTION 531, TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE,
WITH GRADE AND DATE OF RANK TO BE DETER-
MINED BY THE SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE PRO-
VIDED THAT IN NO CASE SHALL THE OFFICER BE AP-
POINTED IN A GRADE HIGHER THAN CAPTAIN:

LINE OF THE AIR FORCE
MARIA L. CORDERO,
IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING LIEUTENANT COMMANDER, U.S.
NAVY, RETIRED, TO BE REAPPOINTED PERMANENT
LIEUTENANT COMMANDER FROM THE TEMPORARY
DISABILITY RETIRED LIST, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10,
UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 1211:

NORMAN K. SHIMABUKURO

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED DISTINGUISHED NAVAL
GRADUATES TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT ENSIGN
IN THE LINE OR STAFF CORPS OF THE U.S. NAVY,
PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SEC-
TION 531:

TIMOTHY G. ACKERMAN JOHN W. HOLBROOXK, II

GREGORY T. BARBEAULD MICHAEL D.

JOHN H. BOCOCK GLENNON J. KERSGIETER
DONALD F. CATELLO EDWARD W.

THOMAS W. CLARK CHRISTOPHER W.

SHAUN M. DEANGELIS KOUTALIDIS

OMAR S. DY LAWRENCE R. LINTZ

STEVEN C. FINCO NATHAN H. MARTIN

GEORGE A. KENNETH W. MCKINLEY
FREDERICKSON PETER G. OLSON

PATRICK J. FRESNEDA RICHARD A. PATTERSON
RODNEY B. HANNERS BENJAMIN J. PEARSON, III

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED U.S. NAVY OFFICERS TO
BE APPOINTED PERMANENT COMMANDER IN THE
MEDICAL CORPS OF THE U.S. NAVAL RESERVE, PUR-
SUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION
593:

WARREN V. AYERS JONATHAN T. LORD
COLLEEN M. COUNIHAN RONALD L. SOLLOCK

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED NAVAL RESERVE OFFI-
CERS TRAINING CORPS PROGRAM CANDIDATES TO
BE APPOINTED PERMANENT ENSIGN IN THE LINE OF
THE U.S. NAVY, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE, SECTION 531:

STEVEN C. CINTRON SCOTT B. LAPAGE
DAVID M. CONDRON LANCE MONTGOMERY

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED DISTINGUISHED NAVAL
GRADUATES TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT ENSIGN
IN THE LINE OR STAFF CORPS OF THE U.S. NAVY,
PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SEC-
TION 531:

ROBERT M. AKIN
KERRIGAN R. BENNETT
EDWARD M. BUTLER
PETER M. CAWLEY
SHAWN E. DUANE

SEAN P. HENSLER

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED U.S. NAVY OFFICERS TO
BE APPOINTED PERMANENT COMMANDER IN THE
MEDICAL CORPS OF THE U.S. NAVAL RESERVE, PUR-
SUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION
593:

VICENTE A. GUECO, JR.
CHARLES A. LARSON

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED U.S. NAVY OFFICERS TO
BE APPOINTED PERMANENT COMMANDER IN THE
DENTAL CORPS OF THE U.S. NAVAL RESERVE, PURSU-
ANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 593:
GERALD A. CIOFF1

IN THE AIR FORCE

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED OFFICERS FOR PERMA-
NENT PROMOTION IN THE UNITED STATES AIR
FORCE, UNDER THE APPROPRIATE PROVISIONS OF
SECTION 624, TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, AS
AMENDED, WITH DATES OF RANK TO BE DETER-
MINED BY THE SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE:

LINE OF THE AIR FORCE
To be colonel

NICHOLAS ABATE, P e s s
IRA R. ABBOTT, I

MURDOCH
TIMOTHY M. NASH
F. RUEHLE

PAUL S. MASSIMIANO
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VICTOR J. BONFIGLIO,
ROBERT P. BONGIOV],

LARRY M. CHADWICK, [0 a0 aeeed
HOWARD B. CHAMBERS, JR, [0S 8%% e
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CARROL H. CHANDLER, JOHN B. GIBES,

ROBERT 1. LAWRENCE,
JAMES H. CHANEY, F808eosl DAVID B. GIBSON, JAMES R. LEE, F08080
JOHN C. CHAPMAN, JR, GARY C. GIBSON, [eEvay BRIAN D. LEEN,
THOMAS N. CHAPMAN, DANIEL W. GILL, Feaeawes] EDWARD L. LEONARD,
WAYNE P. CHENARD, [E00aere RICHARD H. GODEKE, JR. DENNIS A. LEUTHAUSER,
ROBERT E. CHERRY, MARLIN H. GOLNTTZ, Feaswsy ZDZISLAW H. LEWANTOWICZ,
GARY A. CHILCOTT, F08P8eeN JOSEPH K. GORE, FEETE0en MONTE R. LEWIS,

HAROLD E. LINTON,
DEAN D. LOGEMANN,
DOUGLAS D. LOHR,
CHRISTOPHER S. LONG,
JOHN B. LONGENECKER, Pe¢Oe0veed
WILLIAM R. LOONEY, IIL

JOHN S. GRAHAM,
DONALD K. GRANDIA,
KERRY E. GREEN,
ROBERT L. GREGORY,
JOHN C. GRIFFIN, III,
CHRISTOPHER L. CHRISTON, FREDERICK G. GROSS,
LAWRENCE E. CLARK, ALLAN R. GUARINO,
JOHN L. CLAY, LYNN E. GUENTHER
GEORGE N. COBB, NATHANIEL GUINN,

THOMAS M. COCHRAN, JOSEPH A. GUIRRERL
MALCOLM P. COCO, JR, DAVID L. HAAS,

CHARLES M. CHOATE, JR,
PETER K. CHRISTENSEN,
ROBERT G. CHRISTENSEN,
GERALD F. CHRISTESON, Fe8Tamen
JAMES S. CHRISTOL,

RONALD H. LOVE,

STEPHEN P. LUEBBERT,
PEYTON P. LUMPKIN,
STUART A. LUND,

ARTHUR E. COLE, (787 asee JEFFREY M. HAGE, ROBERT E. LUSHBAUGH,
HERMAN A. COLE, JR, LAWRENCE S. HAGENAUER MALCOLM W. LYDON,

RICHARD A. COLE, PAUL W. HAINS, III LEONARD C. LYLE, JR,
JESSE S. HALL, PSaen GILBERT W. MACE,
WILLIAM E. HALL, JR, WILLIAM D. MACFARLANE,
DAVID HAMILTON, GARY J. MACHOVINA,
JACOB R. HAMILTON, JR, JOHN R. MACY,
BURTON V. HAMMOND, III, SCOTT W. MADOLE,
WILLIAM L. HAMMOND, LARRY D. MAGNUSON,
RICHARD M. HANES, THOMAS J. MAGUIRE, IIT
WAYNE N. HANSEN, Pee OS99 5 A M
CHARLES R. HARDESTY, MICHAEL W. MANKIN
TILFORD W. HARP, Ft%% [occxcx0]
DAVID G. HARRINGTON, Beeo X
RALEIGH T. HARRINGTON, JR, Poaeaeed
MICHAEL A. HARVEY, BIRB0ReT ROBERT J. MARTINELLI,
DONALD E. HASLAM, JOHN P. MARTY,
ALAN W. HASSEBROCK, CHESTER H. MAUCHLINE,
JON A. HAWLEY, FRED L. MAY, III,
MICHAEL V. HAYDEN, GEORGE C. MAZZEO,
DAVID L. HAYES, REGIS S. MCAFEE,
ROBERT S. HAYES, DONALD C. MCALLISTER,
ROBERT L. HAYS, DANIEL M. MCAULIFFE,
STEPHEN M. MCCLAIN,
DAVID C. MCCLURE,

RICHARD N. COMPTON,
JAMES P. CONCANNON,
MELVIN L. COPELAND, JR,
JOSEPH B. CORCORAN, JR,
MICHAEL J. CORCORAN,
KENNETH A. CORNELIUS,
ANDREW A. CORSO,
ROBERT A. CORSON,
RICHARD A. C. CORT,
KEITH L. COTNER,
TIMOTHY H. COURINGTON,
GERALD G. COX,

RAY A. CROCKETT,
ANDREW T. CRONIN,
GEORGE E. CROWDER, JR,
LARRY L. CULLEY,

MELL G. CUNNINGHAM,
CRAIG V. CURRAN,

LEO M. CUTCLIFF, JR,
HENRY L. CYR, JR, LYKES S. HENDERSON, JR,

FRED E. MARTIN,

JOSEPH F. CZARKOWSKI,
HARVEY D. DAHLJELM,
WILLIAM T. DANIEL, JR,
LARRY R. DANNELLY,
DEAN J. DANOS,
THOMAS A. DARBY,
THOMAS E. DAVIDSON,
ROBERT E. DAWSON,
ROBERT E. DEAN,
JOSEPH F. DECKER, II,
ALAN E. DEFEND,
GEORGE A. DETUCCIO,
DANIEL M. DICK,
RICHARD L. DICKSON,
EUGENE R. DIONNE,
LARRY R. DIPOMA,
JAMES E. DOHERTY,
ROBERT A. DREWITT,
CRAIG W. DUEHRING,
BRIAN C. DUGLE,
ROBERT J. DUMONT, 228785
IRVING M. DUFRE,
JOSEPH D. DUSHAN,
JOHN F. DWORACZYK,
WALTER T. EASTHAM,
JOHN N. EDENFIELD, JR,
DONALD W. EDWARDS,
EDWARD R. ELLIS,
GARY W. EMMONS,
STEVEN R. EMORY,
JOSEPH T. EMRICK,
WILLIAM H. ENGSTROM,

DAVID W. ENOS,
JAMES E. ETZELI eresed

E.
LARRY L. EVANOFF,
MICHAEL EVANS,
MICHAEL M. EVANS,
WILLIAM E. EVANS,
RICHARD B. FABBRE,

MACLENNAN C. FAIRCHILD,

RICHARD O. FANJOY, FERanseend
SAM V. FARACE, JR,
MICHAEL N. FARAGE,
RAY E. FELLOWS, JR,
GEORGE W. FINDLAY,
DONALD L. FISHER,
JAMES R. FLANAGAN, JR,
GREGORY D. FLOREY,
CHARLES R. FLYNN,
MICHAEL M. FLYNT,
PHILIP A. FOLEY,
JAMES J. FOLZ,
RONALD H. FOX,
DAVID G. FRANCIS,
JOHN A. FRANCO, JR,

STEVEN M. FREDERICKSON,
CLAYTON R. FRISHKORN, JR,

ROBERT E. FRYE,
WILLIAM G. FULLER, JR,
JAMES N. GABRIEL,
ROBERT L. GAGE,
DAVID G. GALLAGHER,
JAMES G. GARLITZ,
KENNETH J. GAROFALO,
JAMES C. GARRETT, S raseed
GEORGE F. GARRISON,
JOSEPH B. GASKIN, III,

CHARLES T. GELATKA, JR,

ANTHONY GIAMPAOLO,

LAWRENCE H. HOFFMAN, JR,
WILLIAM L. HOLFORD,

JOE B. HOLLINGSWORTH, Pev@¢oveed
DAVID F. HONEYCUTT, Pee@roreed
CHARLES S. HOOD, BeeSeS¢eed

JAMES T. HORTON,
DOUGLAS P. HOTARD, BeeSwSeeed
GEORGE W. HOWARD, peeCeC¢eed

JOHN M. HUDSON,

PERRY M. IMMERMAN, poeOvo st
CHARLES A. JACKSON, PeeOroveed
CHARLES H. JACKSON, poe o0 o9
JAMES M. JACKSON, III,
PAUL L. JACOBS,
ROBERT H. JACOBS,
ROBERT L. JAHNS,
CHARLES L. JOHNSON, II,
DAVID L. JOHNSON,
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JOHN H. JOHNSTON,
LAURENCE M. JONES,
PETER D. JONES,
SCHUMPERT C. JONES, pee09eesed

WILLIAM A. JORDAN,
GARY A. JORGENSON, Pv'So%e
ARNOLD L. JULICH, FeeSv®eved

ARTHUR E. KANARR, BeeOeOved
DONALD D. EARLE, JR, BeeO0 0004
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GERALD J. KAWECKI, %8
KINGSLEY H. KEIBER, JR, P00
RONALD T. KELLY, P3RS

MICHAEL A. KENNY, PeeQeaeeed
ROBERT H. KERR,
LEONGIRARD R. KETCHUM,
ALLAN J. KETTLEHUT,
PETER C. KIMPLE,

JON N. KING,

MICHAEL E. KING,
FRANK G. KLOTZ,

JOHN S. KOVAL,
STEPHEN KUCYNDA,
JAMES D. KULA,

ALAN R. KUNSEMILLER,
NANCY L. LADD,
WILLIAM J. LAKE,
DOUGLAS G. LAMB,
WILLIAM H. LAMB, II,
WILLIAM F. LAMIRANDE,
EDWARD C. LAND, II,
TANNIE H. LANDRY,
ROBERT E. LARGENT,
MICHAEL B. LARKIN,
RICHARD C. LARSON,
THOMAS J. LATINO,
THOMAS G. LAUTHER,

X
i

x
<
37
<
S
=k
8

LARRY G. MCCOURRY,
THOMAS S. MCDONALD, pe OS99
WILLIAM F. MCDONALD,
CLAYTON H. MCEACHRON,
MICHAEL A. MCFARLAND,
FRED T. MCGREGOR, JR,
QUENTIN J. MCGREGOR.
JOHN J. MCGUFFEE,
DENNIS J. MCMAHON,
TIMOTHY J. MCMAHON,

PAUL J. MCNICKLE,
DAVID F. MCNIERNEY,
EUGENE T. MCSWEENEY,

RICHARD M. MEEBOER,
JUAN G. MENDEZ,

JOHN W. MENTZ,

TED N. MERVOSH,
MICHAEL J. MESTEMAKER, S99 00O
GARY D. METZINGER, FvC0o%%4
ROBERT H. MEYERS, Peeovesesd
CHARLES E. MILLER, E¢¢Q90¢¢.¢4
JAMES E. MILLER, JR, Jo0 0009
MICHAEL D. MILLER,
MICHAEL J. MILLER,
THOMAS W. MILLER,
BRIAN S. MILLS, Pevoeroveet

JAY D. MILSTEAD,
ROBERT A. MIRABELLO,

NICHOLAI A. MURALT,
JOHN J. MURFPHY, JR, P00 000 4
DAVID A. NAGY,
ROBERT T. NEWELL, III,
JOEL R. NEWTON, S aeeed
EDWARD D. NICASTRI, [ ereeeed
HENRY T. NIEDERGESES, Pov'000%eed
RONALD M. NIPPER,
PATRICK F. NOLTE, [Re@raseed
GARY L. NORDYKE,
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THOMAS A. NORRIS, =XX~.
WILLIAM H. OAKLEY,
DAVID S. OBRIEN, [ reresd
PATRICK D. OBRIEN, -XX~.
DALE B. ODERMAN, -XX-;
MARION E. OELKE, =XX-.
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BRIAN L. OSBORN,
MICHAEL D. OVERSTREET,
RONALD H. OWEN,
GARLAND W. PADGETT, JR,
GERALD J. PALUMBO,
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JOHN D. PAMERLEAU.
JOSEPH S. PANVINT, 087870
JOSEPH A. PAFPE, JR,
RYAN D. PARADIS,
GEOFFREY S. PARKER.
ROY E. PARKER, 11, EE08780re
NOEL R. PARKS, FRiST87

DONNA 1. PATTEN,

JACK D. PATTERSON,
MILTON O. PAYNE, JR,
WILLIAM A. PECK, JR,
WILLIAM E. PELLERIN,
WILLIAM W. PERKINS,
KEITH M. PERRY, PR
RICHARD E. PERRY,
JOHN PESAPANE,

CHARLES M. PETTLJOHN,

MICHAEL F. PHILLIPS,
RICHARD F. PICANSO,
RONALD L. PIERRE,
BENJAMIN C. PITTMAN, JR.
DONALD W. PITTMAN, [Earaans
ROBERT E. P1ZZI, FeaRawe
JEFFREY L. PLATTE, Paeaeeed
ALAN W. PLOTNIK, FRRaeel
WILLIAM J. PLUTT,
GARY L. POLESKEY,
CHRISTOPHER J. PO!
RALPH C. POLLEY,

WILLIAM F. POOL,
ROBERT C. PRATT,
DAVID G. PREVOST,
FRANK J. PREWITT,

KENNETH R. PRIB
ROBERT G. PRIEST, m

MARY C. PRUITT,
WILLIAM PRYOR,
JOSEPH W. PURKA, JR.
R. WAYNE PURSER,
HARRY D. RADUEGE, JR,
ROBERT M. RAINES,

WAVERLY B. RAINEY, 111
DAVID H. RANKIN, JR,

PAUL M. RAPALSKI,
JOHN R. RAY, JR,
BENTLEY B. RAYBURN,

G. RHODE,
BRUCE E. RIANDA,
GREGG P. RICE,
KEES W. RIETSEMA,
KENNETH D. RILEY, .

ALFRED D. RITTER, JR,

LUIS M. RODRIGUEZ,

JOHN W. ROE,

RICHARD J. ROHRER,

JACQUES A. RONDEAU,

EUGENE A. ROSE, IIL,

STEVEN A. ROSER,

GARY L. ROSEVOLD,

KARSTEN H. ROTHENBERG,
A. RUDOLPH,

CHARLES P. RUSSELL,
STEVEN K. RUST,
PATRICK M. RYAN,
PATRICK T. SAKOLE,
WILLIAM A. SAMPLE, JR,
JAMES W. SAVAGE, JR,
DAVID H. SCANLAN, JR,
RANDALL M. SCHMIDT, [Reaease
MICHAEL P. A. SCHOCH,
THOMAS F. SCHUPPE,
NORTON A. SCHWARTZ,
ROBERT R. SCOSKIE,
NELSON E. SEAGREN,
THOMAS J. SEIFRIED,
DAVID J. SEMON,

RONALD J. SERGOTT,
DONALD L. SEXTON,
GLEN D. SHAFFER,
HOWARD O. SHARPE, JR,
THOMAS M. SHAUGHNESSY,
RONALD W. SHEALY,
RILEY C. SHELNUTT,
JOHN H. SHEPHERD,
STEPHEN C. SHERWOOD,
JAMES C. SIKRA,

DAYTON L. SILVER,
LAWRENCE 8. SIMCOX, JR,

SHERRY D. SIMS,

EDMUND J. SINGER,
DARRELL W. SINGLETON,
RICHARD W. SKINNER,
MYRON 1. SLIPER, [ araeed

JOHN E. SMILEY,
CLIFFORD E. SMITH, II
GARY T. SMITH, %%

GEORGE D. SMITH, JR, P Orerssd
HUGH E. SMITH,
MARK W. SMITH,
MICHAEL P. 8 3
ROBERT E. SMITH, JR,
ROBERT K. SNYDER,

JAMES N. SOLIGAN,
JOHN M. SPEIGEL,
LEONARD 8. SPITZER, JR,
BARRY R. SPRINGER,

CHARLES W. STALEY,
MICHAEL R. STAMM,

RICHARD STAMMLER,
FRANK W. STAMFF,

BRYAN L. STEADMAN,
CARL H. STEILING, JR,
THOMAS J. STEPHENSON,

CHARLES R. STERNS, PS80
TERRY D. STEVENS, IR080800
CAMERON R. STEWART,
WILL R. STEWART, FRounaerel
ROBERT A. STIER,
RONALD D. STITES,
STEPHEN D. STOWE,
MICHAEL H. STRONG,
DAVID C. SUESS,

TROY L. SULLIVAN, 11, [Re8 o8
ROBERT P. SUMMERS,
BRUCE R. SUTHERLAND, E¢0¢ 0444
PETER U. SUTTON,

JOHN R. TARASCIO,
CRAIG P. TAYLOR,
DAVID M. TAYLOR,
FRANCIS X. TAYLOR,
GORDON M. TAYLOR,
RICHARD P. THEOKAS,
JAMES W. THOMAS, .m!
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KATHERINE J. WARD,

JAMES B. WATT,

FRED H. WECK,

DALE J. WEEKS, PeeOroveed

MICHAEL A. WEHRELL,

JOSEPH H. WEHRLE, JR, P0G avesd

ROBERT F. WEIDEMAN,

ROBERT S. WELLS, JR,

LYNWOOD K. WESTMORELAND,

FREDERICK L. WESTOVER,
THUR P. WEYERMULLER,

CHARLES E. WHITED,

WALTER J. WHITMAN,

THEODORE J. WIERZBANOWSKI,

EDWARD J. WIESNER, JR,
JOHN E. WILCOX,

SCOTT A. WILLEY,
PHILIP J. WILLIAMS,

WILLIAM F. WILSON, II,
HARRY W. WOLFE,
RODNEY W. WOOD,
TERRENCE D. WOODRUFF,
EDEN Y. WOON,

JERRY A. WRIGHT,
CLIFFORD L. WURSTER,
GERALD F. WYNGAARD,
KEVIN E. YELMGREN,
RICHARD A. YODER, JR,
CHARLES J. YOOS, II,
ROLAND S. YOSHIDA,

GEORGE F. ZIELSDORFF.,
GARY B. ZURA,

CHAPLAIN CORPS
To be colonel

DAVID J. BENA,

JACOB M. BOGGS,

JOSEFPH F. BOONE, [l orareed

CLAUDE B. FARRIS,

RAYMOND W. GRECO,

ROBERT L. JEMERSON,
(X

X
HIRAM L. JONES, I3%% XX
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BENJAMIN PEREZ,
JAMES E. PRICE,
THEODORE H. STAINMAN,

JUDGE ADVOCATE

To be colonel

THOMAS G. ABBEY,
WILLIAM K. ATLEE, JR, Ke¢OQeOveed
RALPH J. CAPIO, PRt
GEORGE D. CATO, 8 aeesd
RICHARD F. CURREY,
MAURICE A. DEAVER, JR,
MICHAEL DONNELLY, Si8787M
RICHARD L. FARR, BeeO0000.0.4
MICHAEL R. FORD,

GLENN J. GAMBOA, [087a7ee
ROBERT G. GIBSON, JR,
ROBERT E. GIOVAGNONL
GARY A. GRUNICK,

RANDY L. HARSHMAN,
WILLIAM M. HENABRAY, JR,
WILLIAM C. HENRY,
LAURENT R. HOURCLE,
BRIAN L. KESSLER,

N. STEVEN LINDER,
WILLARD K. LOCKWOOD,
JOHN J. MARTINEZ, JR, F0S080e
CHARLES H. MATTHEWSON,
JAMES W. MCBRIDE, FESaneel

WADE B. MORRISON,
CHARLES R. MYERS,
MICHAEL W. NYE,

I.-<

JAY A. ROWLAND, poeonevsed
BILLY SMITH, JR,
JERALD D. STUBBS,

JAMES R. VANORSDOL,
HARLAN G. WILDER,
DENNIS S. YODER,

NURSE CORPS

To be colonel

HENRY M. ABBOTT,
JANET S. ADAMS,
CAROLYN J. BARAN,

SUSAN J. F. BARBI,

BRENDA L. BELVILLE,
COLLEEN W. DAVIS,
PATRICIA E. FRAIN,
MARJORIE J. GARTEN,
DARLENE A. M. GRUBOR,
MARY A. POST,

MARGARET A. SEIBOLD,
VIRGINIA M. STUBBLEFIELD,
CYNTHIA A. TERRIBERRY,
RITA A. VOKES,

MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS

To be colonel

DAVID J. BAKER,
GORDON W. BEST,
ROLAND J. CARROLL, JR, [0S a et
LAURENCE M. DAVES, J9 0% a¢eed

C. STEPHEN FOSTER,
JAMES F. HANKO,
WILLIAM C. HEAD,

JOHN E. HOLES, pee'0vevesd
MICHAEL W. JIRU, (o8t
WILLIAM P. KEARNS, III,
JOSEPH A. MACHADO, III,
TIMOTHY C. MCKEE,
JOSEPH E. MELCHIORRE, JR,
STEVEN C. MIRICK,
HENRY B. NICHOLSON, JR,
STEPHEN L. PARTRIDGE,
SYDNEY S. RUSSELL,
JEFFERY C. SCHAFER,
CARL L. STEIGER, $3000Cv#
MICHAEL C. VOJTASKO,
MICHAEL K. WYRICK,

BIOMEDICAL SCIENCES CORPS
To be colonel

BETTY J. AVERY,
JOHN D. COX,
RICHARD J. DENNIS,
FRANK L. GOLDSTEIN,
MICHAEL D. GOOKIN,
GEORGE R. JAMES,
RUTH L. NANCARROW,
STEPHEN J. NEMMERS,
PETER A. PALAGI,
EARL D. ROGERS,
THOMAS G. SMOGUR,
ROGER L. STORK,
MARLIN L. SWEIGART,
MERLE R. TANNER, JR,
JOHN B. TEDOR,

ERIK K. VERMULEN,
REIMUND G. WARNKEN,

GARY A. WASEM,

DAN O. YOSHII,

|
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IN THE AIR FORCE

THE FOLLOWING CADETS, UNITED STATES AIR
FORCE RESERVE OFFICERS TRAINING CORPS, FOR
APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR AIR FORCE IN THE
GRADE OF SECOND LIEUTENANT UNDER THE PROVI-
SIONS OF SECTION 531, TITLE 10, UNITED STATES
CODE, WITH DATES OF RANK TO BE DETERMINED BY
THE SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE.

HEBERT, GREGOR Y

XXX-XX-XXXX
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. MICHAEL T, FRgpessey

OLIVER, KEVIN A, P e ecd

ROBERTS, RUSSELL

XXX-XX-XXXX

September 6, 1989

RONBINSON, KYLE W, Peraaeeey

WEPPNER, CHRISTOPHER M, EESTEwed
WEST, CHARLES, POt et e

THE FOLLOWING OFFICERS, UNITED STATES AIR
FORCE OFFICER TRAINING SCHOOL, FOR APPOINT-
MENT AS SECOND LIEUTENANTS IN THE REGULAR
AIR FORCE, UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 531,
TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, WITH DATES OF
RANK TO BE DE'I'ERMINED BY THE SECRETARY OF
THE AIR FORCE.
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THOMPSON, DARWIN J B E e se e
ALL

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS, ON THE
ACTIVE DUTY LIST, FOR PROMOTION TO THE GRADE
INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY IN AC-
CORDANCE WITH SECTION 624, TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE. THE OFFICERS INDICATED BY ASTER-
ISK ARE ALSO NOMINATED FOR APPOINTMENT IN
THE REGULAR ARMY IN ACCORDANCE WITH SEC-
TION 531, TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE:

MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS
To be colonel

RICHARD L. F‘OX,

DAN E. HAMMACK, Paaeen
HENR

WILLIAM G. KAVANAGH,

MYUNG H. KIM,

GERALD P. KRUEGER,
ROY J. LEATHERBERRY, 111 pgarasesd

ROBERT E. RICHARDS, P 8 e
JAMES L. RITCHIE, IV, [ 8 aeeed

JEFF R. TURNER 8 eeesd
SAMUEL R. WETHERILL, 111, JRpawawsl

ARMY MEDICAL SPECIALIST CORPS
To be colonel

RONALD J. FRANKLIN,
DAVID G. GREATHOUSE,
ELENA W. GUINN,
RICHARD F. LYNCH,
DOROTHY F. MCKENNETT),|
RICHARD C. SCHRECK,|
JANE K. SWEENEY,

VETERINARY CORPS
To be colonel
PAUL L. BARROWS, P e
T

BYRON L. WILSON i
ARMY NURSE CORPS
To be colonel

CAROL S. BEALL,
MARTHA R. BELL,

PAMELA K. BURNS,
CATHERINE K. CHI 7

SUSAN C. MCCALL,
ROBERT C. MCDONNETL,

DONNA L. VANDELL, Prayae

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED ARMY NATIONAL GUARD
OF THE UNITED STATES OFFICERS FOR PROMOTION
IN THE RESERVE OF THE ARMY OF THE UNITED
STATES, UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, US.C,

SECTIONS 593(A) AND 3385:
ARMY PROMOTION LIST
To be colonel

JOHN E. ABAIR,
BERNARD D. BUTLER,
MICHAEL W. DAVIDSON,
RICHARD J. DREIMAN,|

BOBBY S. DUNCAN,
WILLIAM G. FRANCIS,

JAMES E. WALKER, P S0avees
ARMY NURSE CORPS
To be colonel
SHIRLEY L. JONES Javayyd
DENTAL CORPS
To be colonel
GEORGE A. GOULD, peaeayen
MEDICAL CORPS
To be colonel

THOMAS M. CANFIELD,
RENE F. RODRIGUEZ,|

ARMY PROMOTION LIST
To be lieutenant colonel

ROGER D. ADAMSON,
MICHAEL G. AMRHEIN,
BOYD W. ANDERSON,

THOMAS P. ANGLIM,
CHARLES A. BOIVIN,
MAURICE K. BURNAM,

DAVID D. THOMPSON XXX-XX-XXXX
JOHN W. WALLACE, JR,

DANIEL O. WINDHAM,
CLARENCE E. WORKMAN,

CHAPLAIN

To be lieutenant colonel
DEAN E. BAER,

ARMY NURSE CORPS

To be lieutenant colonel

CAROLYN JOHNSON, Paysyd
MEDICAL CORPS
To be lieutenant colonel

JONATHAN P. HALCOVAGE, Praawaye
KERRY E. WYCHE, Ppseansn

MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS
To be lieutenant colonel

DANIEL S. FLOREY,
JOHN J. HASSETT,
BRUCE D. METC. A

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS, ON THE
ACTIVE DUTY LIST, FOR PROMOTION TO THE GRADE
INDICATED IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY IN AC-
CORDANCE WITH SECTION 624, TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE. THE OFFICERS INDICATED BY ASTER-
ISK ARE ALSO NOMINATED FOR APPOINTMENT IN
THE REGULAR ARMY IN ACCORDANCE WITH SEC-

TION 531, TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE:

ARMY MEDICAL SPECIALIST CORPS

To be lieutenant colonel
BRIGITTE T. BERG, pansml

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

JOSEPH R. DETTORIL P S e

JOSEPH F. STAEHELIL [0 aee
VETERINARY CORPS
To be lieutenant colonel

CHARLES B. *. CLIFFORD, P e o e eeed
CLAYTON L. HADICK, P8 aeeed

JAMES R. STEWART, JR,
JOHN V. WADE,
MICHAEL W. *. YEHLE,
ARMY NURSE CORPS

To be lieutenant colonel
STEVEN C. ACKERMAN,

XX
SA.LVATORE A.* CIEESI
SUSAN G. CONNER
MARY P. CRAIG,
RUTHE. *. CRUTCHFIELD,
LAURIE J. DAVIS,
SHIRLEY A. DAVIS,

REBECCA LOOMIS, F§g%
MARY T. LOTHERY,
MARTHA C. *. LUPO,

ROSLYN S. RILEY, [y ey
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ROSEMARIE RITCHIE, [ areeed
JOSE F. RIVERA, S areed

RENEE V. ROBB,

ARLEEN E. ROOTS,
VALERIE E. ROSENBERG,
ELIZABETH W. SAMPSON,
JANET L. SATTERWHITE, S aeeed
FRANCES B. SCHLESINGER,
CLARISSA L. *. SCOTT,
PATRICIA A. *. SEXTON Firavaeecd
STEPHEN 1. SHERER, PR araresd
RICHARD D. SNYDER,
LAURIE K. SZOKA,
JOSEPH °. TAYLOR,
PAULA K. TRIVETTE,
SUSAN A. VAIRIN,
MICHAEL V. WALSH,
CHRISTINA E. WEBER,
DIANA M. *. WEBSTER, PET81
DONNA M. WENDT,
DEBORAH A. *. WICKER,
JULIE K. *. ZADINSKY,

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINT-
MENT IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE UNITED
STATES, IN THEIR ACTIVE DUTY GRADES, UNDER
THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE,

SECTIONS 531, 532, AND 533:
ARMY NURSE CORPS
LIEUTENANT COLONEL

BRENDA L. BRACE,
JEAN M. COBB,

KAREN A. SEIPP,

EDDY A. SMITH,
THERESA A. WASHBURN,

MAJORS

SALVATORE A. CIRESI,
CAROL A. FLYNN,
MELLISSA A. FORSYTHE,
PATRICIA M. GILL,
PATRICIA GONZALVES,
PATRICIA A. HARVEY,
DANIEL J. JERGENS,
JACQUELINE JOHNSON,
JOSEPH H. KELLY,
JANICE K. LEVINE,
GAIL M. MASESTAS,
LINDA W. MCKINNEY,
KATHLEEN MCANALLEN,
JOEL M. MESSING,
JEANNE PICARIELLO,
CAROL J. PIERCE,
ARMIDA SHARPE,

JAN W. SMITH,
ELIZABETH STEWART,
GAIL J. WILLIAMSON,
DIANA WISNESKI,

CAPTAINS

JANET L. BABB,

DEBRA L. BROWN,
LAUREN A. BURNEY,
ALFREDO O. cH?Nvgz.
DOUGLAS E. CH! B o0-xx-xxxx]
PAUL T. ESCOTT,

BETH B. FOLEY,
JANICE A. FULTON,
CHARLES F. HATHAWAY,
ANNIE J. HOFFMAN,
DEBORAH L. JULIAN,
RICHARD F. MAHONEY,
LEEANN MOLINI,
MICHAEL L. MOORE,
WILLIAM PAWLYSHYN,
EUGENE C. PEASE,
CHANTALLE RAHAMAN,
MICHELE R. STONE,

FIRST LIEUTENANTS

KENNETH R. HIXSON,
MINTA A. MILLER,

MICHAEL W. NEFT,
MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS
LIEUTENANT COLONEL
JEREMIAH MCCARTHY,
MAJORS

DAVID J. BRAITMAN,
ANGEL E. CINTRON,
ROGER A. COOK,
AARON J. JACOBS,
ROBERT J. LANDRY,
PAUL V. LEMLEY,
MILTON MANDEVILLE,
DAVID M. PENETAR,

CAPTAINS

JEFFREY H. ALLAN,
GARY L. CAGLE,
RICHARD E. CALDWELL,
LISA P. CHISHOLM,
ALLISON P. CLARK, v
MARCUS W. CRONK, [Rounanen
ERIK DAVIS,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

LAWRENCE E. FINLEY,
TERESA K. GRADEK,
STEVEN M. HARTMANN,
DWANE A. HUBERT,
DAVID F. HURLBERT,
JOHN F. JESSOP,
MICHAEL E. KIEFFER,
GEORGE W. KORCH,
MICHAEL D. LYNCH,
GEORGE J. MAGNON,
RODNEY F. MCBRIDE,
JUDITH K. MILLER,
MARK A. MILLER,
ALBERT W. MORAN,
DARYL S. MOYER, S esecd
JEFFREY L. NAUSS,
CHARLES P. OLIVER,
DOREEN M. PETREE,
DAVID H. PRATT,
WAYNE R. SMETANA,
JAY F. STILL, o araeecd

TONY L. STORY,
DAVID K. TURGEON,
WREN H. WALTERS,
CLARK H. WEAVER,
JAY M. WEBB,
THOMAS B. WILLIAMS,

FIRST LIEUTENANTS

CORWIN N. HARPER,
MICHAEL K. PODOJIL,
DAVID K. RHIN‘E
STEVEN D. ROTH, [ st
JAMES J. SCOTT,
GREGORY A. SWANSON,
CARMINE F. TAGLIERI,
CHERYL L. TAYLOR,
RICHARD D. THWAITES,
DEBORAH B. WESLOH,
ELLIS J. WILLIAMS,

SECOND LIEUTENANTS

JOY R. HOWARD,
WILLIAM B. HOWARD,

MEDICAL SPECIALIST CORPS
MAJOR
NANCY E. HENDERSON,
CAPTAINS

GEORGE A. DILLY,
LEO H. MAHONY,

VETERINARY CORPS
MAJORS

PAUL C. BAIRD,
GORDON D. RAHMES,
CATHERINE D. SMITH,

CAPTAINS

ANDREW E. BRADLEY,
THOMAS W. MAYER,
MARK G. MENSE,
DAVID L. RUBLE,
STANLEY E. SMITH,
DALE L. WILLIAMSON,

JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL’S CORPS

CAPTAINS

ELWOOD A. CHANDLER, JR,
JONATHAN M. HARRISON,
STEPHEN R. HENLEY,
RUSSELL S. JOKINEN,
MICHAEL P. KELLY,

KEVIN LACHANCE, Panayll

STEVEN A. LAMB,

JAMES E. MACKLIN,
MICHELE M. MILLER,
KATHRYN STONE,

FIELD ARTILLERY
MAJOR
MARY E. FARLEY,
FIRST LIEUTENANT
MARC C. DONNELLY,
MEDICAL CORPS
CAPTAIN
DEAN C. TAYLOR,
INFANTRY
FIRST LIEUTENANT
CARL J. ZAISER,
SECOND LIEUTENANT
DOUGLAS J. MORSE,
MILITARY INTELLIGENCE
SECOND LIEUTENANT
SCOTT L. HAWMAN,

September 6, 1989

IN THE ARMY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED RESERVE OFFICERS
TRAINING CORPS CADETS FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE
REGULAR ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES, IN THE
GRADE OF SECOND LIEUTENANT, UNDER THE PROVI-
SIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION
531, 532, AND 533:

JOHN T. ABT,

EDMUND M. ACKERMAN,
JAMES H. ADAMS, III,

JAY R. ADAMS, e raeec

MARK A. ADAMS, P ararel

MICHAEL H. ADAMS,
ROBERT S. AGEE,

JOHN S. AGOR, et

MARIO S. AGUILAR, PSnared
PATRICK J. AHEARNE,
DARRELL R. AHERRON,
CHESTER K. AHN,
JONATHAN E. ALBERTSON,
PATTY ALCORN,

STEPHEN P. ALCORN, a0 ased
KATHERINE R. ALDERMAN, [ aearen
GARY F. ALDERSON, II, P e aeees
JESSE D. ALEXANDER,
NELSON N. ALGARRA,
ANDREW L. ALGERMISSEN,
MICHAEL F. ALIANIELLO,
PAUL R. ALLEN,

STEVEN L. ALLEN, {3 8vasa

GEORGE W. ALL 5 -XX~.

JASON A. ALTIERI, —XX-;

KIRA ALVARADO,
ANTHONY E. AMERSON, i arara
ANDREW W. ANDERSON, -XX-;
CHET R. ANDERSON, —XX-
MATTHEW D. ANDERSON, S eaeed
PATRICK S. ANDERSON, =XX~.

SAM ANDERSON, JR, e s
THOMAS J. ANDERSON, [
KAREN L. ANDREEKO, —XX-.
ROBERT B. ANDREW, e s
LAURA C. ANIBAL, [0S a
KEITH W. ANTHONY, [ arared
ANGELA M. AQUINO, XX~
RICHARD 1. ARIAS, P aassst
JOSEPH D. ARMSTRONG, P e e e
SCOTT C. ARMSTRONG, -
PATRICK J. ARNEAULT, By
ERIC D. ARNOLD, -

JOE E. ARNOLD, JR, S ared
WARREN S. ARONSON, S
TIMOTHY J. ARSENEAU,
DANIEL J. ASHE,

JAMES M. ASHFORD, e aeess
JAMES L. ATKINS, e s
KIMBERLY A. AUDETTE, 8 ae s
TODD A. AULD, BB areet

ROBERT T. AULT,
MICHAEL A. AUSTIN, -XX-.
ROLAND D. AUT, e s
STEPHEN D. AXLEY, [ arasecd
THOMAS R. AYRES, 3
JESSE BABAUTA, Bt
RONALD A. BAHR,
THOMAS B. BAILEY,
BRUCE A. BAIN, e e

WAYNE L. BAIRD, JR, By areed
CHRISTOPHER D. BAKER, P80 an
KIMBERLY S. BAKER,
BRADLY S. BALDWIN, —XX-.
ANTONIO E. BANCHS,
JOHN C. BARBER, [ a0 a e

KEITH A. BARCLAY, PaTae
JAMES G. BARFIELD, Paaee i
JAMES C. BARLOW, poswanen
MICHAEL R. BARNARD, Praseen
FREDERICK S. BARRETT, [ B ass et
JASON R. BARRIOS, PErae
JAMES P. BARTE, JR, [ aane
RONALD J. BASHISTA, P e s s
ROBERT L. BATEMAN, III, —XX-
RICHARD L. BATES, XX~
JONATHAN R. BATTLE, —XX-
KERRY R. BAUM, JR,
THOMAS BAXTER, 8 a s
DENNIS J. BAY, paeasend
JOHN 8. BAYLOR,
PAUL J. BEARD,
GREGORY P. BED! IAN,
ALLEN E. BELL, Rpawsyal

EUGENE T. BELLAVANCE,
MARC A. BELLIZZI,
TIMOTHY E. BELLON,
JAMES F. BELLUCCI,
STUART M. BELTSON,
SCOTT R. BEMIS,
PHILLIP D. BENEFIELD, 5
KENNETH W. BENIGNO,

BRIAN R. BENJAMIN,
JAMES H. BENNETT,
JAMES T. BENSON,
RODGER E. BENSON,

THOMAS B. BERENATO,
MARGARET A. BERGER,
SHAWN M. BERGQUIST,
DRAYTON D. BERKLEY,

ANTHONY R. BERRY,
JONATHAN B. BERRY,
RICHARD D. BERRY,
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SCOTT J. BERTINETTI, GRANT A. CARROLL, ROYCE E. CURTIN,
BRUCE S. BERWICK, VICTOR L. CARTAGENA, TODD V. CURTIS,
LAURA K. BERWICK, [R0ar e KENNETH C. CARY, P TONY B. CURTIS,
RAYMOND W. BETTIS, WILLIAM P. CASKEY, JR, MATTHEW P. CYRAN,
ANDREW A. BEVINGTON, Pavasen JOHN H. CASPER, PBRa WILLIS N. DABBS, JR, [T
LYNNEL M. BIFORA, KIMBERLY A. CASSESE, MICHAEL D. Dﬁi‘gxo.
JERRY L. BILLER, II, BENEDICT D. CASTELLANO,
KAREN S. DAHL,
BRUCE R. BILLS, e ereed EKAREN L. CATHEY, S arest ART %)
JOHN E. BIRCHER, 1V, SHELLEY J. CAYWOOD, STEW J. DALESSIO,
CAROLYN S. BIRCHFIELD, CHRISTOPHER B. CHACE, THOMAS M. DALTON,
JOHN A. BIVONA, CHARLES E. CHADBOURNE, PATRICK J. DAMICO,
ANTHONY V. BLACK, Paavansi STEPHEN A. CHAFF, [pawawonl ELKE L. DANIEL, {8wawen
MARK E. BLACK, TIMOTHY A. CHAFOS, DAVID F. DANIELS,
WALTER E. BLACKWOOD, CARL J. CHAMBERS, MARTIN J. DANNATT,
MARGARET A. BLAIR, JENNIFER A. CHAMBERS, STEPHEN A. DANNER,
ANDREW E. BLAKE, JR, [iananen PHILLIP A. CHAMBERS, PRparanen —=
TERESE M. DANOWSKI,
LAWRENCE A. BLASCH, JR, NELSON E. CHANG,
LISA BLESKE, JEFFREY E. CHAPMAN, GEORGE F. DANTONIO,
TODD M. BLESSING, CARLTON S. CHAPPELL, CHRISTOPHER D. DARE,
BRIAN G. BLEW, JAMES F. CHAPPLE, JONATHAN E. DARMSTADT,
GREGG A. BLISS, JOHN S. CHAPUT, TRACY P. DARROW,
JOSHUA D. BLOCKBURGER, CONSTANTINE CHARALAMPOUS, THEODORE W. DASSO,
HAROLD R. BLOCKER, JEAN R. CHAUSSE, MICHAEL G. DAUGHERTY,
MICHAEL T. BLOUNT, HARRY T. CHAVEZ, TROY A. DAUGHERTY,
FRANK W. BOAZ, LUIS R. CHAVEZ, ROBERT G. DAVIDSON, JR,
RALPH D. BOGGESS, ALBERTO CHAVIERGONZALEZ, HOWARD A. DAVIS,
BRIAN S. BOLAM, BRETT A. CHENOWETH, THOMAS A. DAVIS,
MAURICE F. BOLDUC, JR, ROBERT C. CHERIPKA, TIMOTHY 8. DAVIS,
WALLACE S. BONDS, DAVID A. CHICK, CHRISTOPHER J. DAWSON,
DANIEL BONELLI, MAUREEN A. CHILA, DARRELL K. DAY,
EDWARD M. BONFOEY, III, LAWRENCE W. CHINNERY, JR, JOHN D. DECK,
TODD H. BONHAM, KEVIN J. CHRISTENSEN, JAMES M. DEITER,
BENNIE F. BONNER, JR, SCOTT J. CHRISTIE, RAIGHNE C. DELANEY, P80au
SHAWN T. BOOS, CHRISTOPHER H. CHUN, ANNEMARIE E. DELGADO,
ERIK B. BORGESON, HEA Y. CHUNG, MALDONADO O. DELGADO,
LYNNETTE R. BOSSE, JASON A. CHUNG, PAULA S. DELONG,
RAYMOND D. BOSSERT, JR, JEFFREY D. CHURCH, DIANNE M. DELROSSO, Prupan
GEORGE D. BOSTIC, TOM L. CLADY, RICHARD A. DELUDE,
VIRGINIA B. BOSTON, CHADWICK W. CLARK, ANTHONY G. DEMARTINO,
DWAINE K. BOTELER, CURTIS E. CLARK, JR, KAMALA DEMPSEY,
JAMES B. BOTTERS, JAMES E. CLARK, MICHAEL J. DEMPSEY, [0 8e
MICHAEL A. BOTTIGLIERI], JAMES L. CLARK, CHAD D. DENNIS,
DAVID M. BOURIAQUE, WALTER H. CLARKE, GRANT H. DENNY,
BRENT M. BOYD, VALERIE CLAY, JR, DAVID S. DENOWSKI, [anaen
BETHANY L. BRACKMAN, GEORGE P. CLEAVELAND, CAROLINE C. DENSKY,
THOMAS M. BRADFORD, JOHN G. CLEMENT, JAMES J. DEPALMA, JR, DB
MARK J. BRADLEY, VERTONYA L. CLEMENTS, [panaoen KEVIN M. DEREMER, Panaen
BRIAN BRANDT, CHARLES H. CLEVELAND, KATHLEEN B. DERMODY, [0y 8e
MICHAEL E. BRANDT, DAVID L. CLEVENGER, J30anaoe GREGORY J. DERNER,
MICHAEL W. BRANER, SCOTT W. CLOSE, BARBARA J. DESANTIS,
DANA M. BREEN, TADGE L. COCHRAN, EDWARD V. DESHIELDS, 3808
ROBERT D. BREM, KENNETH G. COCKERHAM, 11, BARRY C. DICKERSON, Pupame
TERESA A. BRENCE, BRIAN K. COFFEY, TERALYN L. DICKEY,
EDWARD T. BRESLOW, JOHN C. COKER, MARK A. DICKSON,
CHRISTOPHER J. BREWER, BRIAN COLE, MICHAEL L. DICKSON,
DONALD E. BRIDGERS, LELA K. COLEMAN, FRANK J. DIEDRICK, PRaar
JEFFREY W. BRLECIC, MARK A. COLLINGER, ROBERT A. DIONISIO,
WILLIAM J. BRODHEAD, STEVEN A. COLLINS, THOMAS R. DITOMASSO,
STEPHEN C. BRODY, JENNIFER P. COLLY, CHRISTOPHER C. DIXON,
JOHANNES J. BRONDUM, THERESA E. COLONNELL, [ppaeswyy IGNATIUS M. DOLATA, JR,
AARON M. BROWN, TINA M. COLSTON, THOMAS E. DOLLENS, [yaeaoyn
CHRISTOPHER L. BROWN, RAYMOND K. COMPTON, PATRICK J. DONAHOE,
JAMES E. BROWN, III, JAMES M. COMSTOCK, MICHAEL E. DONNELLY,
JAMES T. BROWN, KENNINGTON B. CONDIE, ANNE M. DONOVAN, s
KENNETH T. BROWN, SARAH J. CONERTY, CLYDE A. DOPHEIDE, [E0apays
RUSSELL V. BROWN, DANIEL T. CONKLIN, 11, sy MIRA D. DORMAN,
SHANNON B. BROWN, DARIN S. CONKRIGHT, {{anaw ALAN K. DOROW,
SHAWN J. BROWN, LAURA L. CONNELL, DAILEY D. DOSS, JR,
WILLIAM 1. BROWN, JANICE C. CONNELLY, ANTHONY G. DOTSON,
OTTMAR G. BROWNFIELD, JR, MICHAEL F. CONNELLY, DAVID H. DOTSON,
K. BRUBAKER, CHRISTOPHER D. CONNER, TIMOTHY J. DOUBLEDEE,
TODD M. BRUNDAGE, DEONDRA S. CONNER, MATTHEW M. DOUGLAS,
JOYCE H. BRYAN, SEAN P. CONNOLLY, WILLIAM A. DOW, JR, Jpanayen
BRIAN D. BRYANT, PATRICK E. CONNORS, 11, BRADLEY K. DREYER, PBpanen
MARK S. BUEHLMAN, GERALD A. CONWAY, JOHN J. DRISCOLL, [aan
STEVEN J. BUETHE, JOHN A. CONWAY, FREDERIC A. DRUMMOND, JR,
GEOFFREY P. BUHLIG, RICHARD M. CONYERS, RONALD B. DUBOIS,
JONATHAN D. BUONAMICI, DEBORAH L. COOK, BILL M. DUDA,
DANIEL E. BURCH, LEON R. COOK, GARY W. DUFRESNE,
CLIFFORD T. BURGESS, 11, NEIL P. COOK, MICHAEL B. DUGAN,
MICHAEL BURKE, Msxmm MICHAEL J. COOKS, PATRICK D. DUGAN,
DAVID BURNS, BOBBI M. COOFER, KERRY P. DULL,
TODD W. BURNS, STEVEN E. COOPER, JOHN D. DUMOND, FiEnanen
BERNICE Y. BURRELL, TIMOTHY E. COOPER, MARIE M. DUNDAS, Panau
MARIA T. BUSER, CECIL COPELAND, 111, s DWAYNE Q. DUNLAP,
MICHAEL J. BUSH, GEORGE W. CORBIN, JR, BRIAN P. DUNN,
RICHARD 8. BUSKO, JOELLE R. CORN, DEBORAH C. DUNN,
NATHAN T. BUTLER, ERIN E. CORNING, PHILIP A. DUPONT,
RODNEY S. BUTLER, Panawy MIGUEL CORREADELGADO, KEVIN L. DURBIN,
STEVEN T. BUTTERFIELD, MICHAEL 1. CORSON, MARLO M. DURHAM,
JOHN E. CALAHAN, JAMES P. COSTELLO, MICHAEL W. DURHAM,
SCOTT P. CALDWELL, ROBERT M. COURY, MICHAEL J. DUTCHUK, [Rpananen
THOMAS F. CALLAHAN, GREGORY 8. COVERT, THOMAS K. DYE,
IVAN C. CAMP, IV, prsraei BUTLER 8. COX, JR, RICHARD C. DYER, [ aa
M. DARREL G. COX, JAMES B. DYKES, IV, [ ana
KENNETH G. CAMPBELL, MARTIN V. CRAFT, 111, MICHAEL W. DYKES,
ROBERT D. CAMPBELL, JR, ROBERT L. CRAMBLETT, CHRISTOPHER J. DZIUBEK,
ARLENE M. CAPORICCIO, TIMOTHY L. CRANDALL, CYNTHIA G. EASON,
EVERETT R. CARDWELL, JR, SHARON Y. CRANE, ETHEL B. EATON,
DAVID C. CARLISLE, CLARENCE J. CRARY, ERNEST L. ECHOLS, jo%%
MARK G. CARMICHAEL, DAVID F. CRAY, MARK A. ECKMAN, %%
THOMAS C. CARNELL, PHILIPPE J. CRETTOL, BARRY E. EDBERG, PEnan
HORACE R. CARNEY, III, ROBERT A. CRISOSTOMO, JANIE M. EDDINS,
APRIL J. CARON, DENNIS V. CRUMLEY, JONATHAN M. EDWARDS,
ALLYSON G. CARR, VANCE A. EDWARDS,
JAY T. CARR, HAROLD A. EICHORST,

MATTHEW G. ELLEDGE,
DEBORA L. EMBERTON,
COLIN M. ENGLE,
CLAUDIA J. CARRIZALES, ' XX PAUL EPSTEIN,

JOHN B. CARRNS, JR, ; s DENNIS C. ERTEL, JR,
ANTONIA J. CARROLL, STEPHAN J. CURRENCE, SUSAN K. ESCALLIER,

NANCY L. CWAW
MATTHEW R. C. A

KELLY M. CARRIGG,
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TODD R. ESSIG, FZeseveed

ALBEN B. ESTEP, RtO#G.$.4.44
TERRENCE E. EVANS,
ANTHONY W. EVERTS, RS awend
DARRELL L. FAIRLEIGH,
MARY F. FALEY,

DAVID A. FARGNOLL
JANET L. FARLEY,

NATHANIEL W. FARMER, [0Sl
CLIFFORD B. FAULKNER FeSeeseed
TIMOTHY L. FAULKNER.
ROBBIE L. FAZEN, FSCETEered

KEVIN D. FEENEY,
TIMOTHY A. FELDMAN.
DEREESE FELKER, Fie808%70d
GREGORY T. FENTON,
MICHAEL R. FENZEL, FRRETEten
NORMAN K. FERNAAYS,
DANIEL C. FERRERE, Ee8082004
CHARLES P. FERRY ER@raten
BRIAN R. FESER, EESSrSreed
BARBARA R. FICK, Fe8va0eed
JANET D. FIERST FREeaesed

JON C. FINDLAY, JR, e eeeed
SALVATORE A. FIORELLA
WILLIAM S. FISCHER,

JEFFREY G. FISHACK ERBvawred
ROBERT L. FISHER,
BRUCE D. FISTER, Fe8vatrd
JEFFREY E. FITZGIBBONS FtSeeeeed
THOMAS P. FLANDERS, FFe8rereed
MARGARET A. FLAVIN,
CLIFFORD V. FLEENER, RS ereed
HAROLD R. FLICKINGER Fe8seeed
LUIS G. FLORESRODRIGUEZ, EZe8eaeeed
MARK W. FLOWER, FFRSreses
JOSEPH E. FLUET, 111

MICHAEL A. FLYNN,

MICHAEL J. FORSYTH . FEeaeaveed
SCOTT N. FOUTS, Feeared

KEVIN J. FOWLER, FigSrareed
ALFRED E. FRANCIS, EREegsed
DAVID J. FRANCIS, RS Seed
GREGORY FRANCO ,Fraraved
PATRICK D. FRANK, FT0Se8veed
BENJAMIN J. FRANKLIN, BRe@vaveed
ANDREW D. FRANZ,
ELIZABETH A. FRANZ,
THOMAS A. FRASCONE,
JENNIFER E. FRECH|

CHARLES L. FREEMAN, JR FRararred
JENNIFER B. FREESE FR8esed
ROY L. FRICKS, FRaresed
STEPHEN R. FRIETCH Fiieresced
JACK J. FRUITMAN FeSrereed
CHRISTINE A. GABARD] FReSveeeed
SHAWN P. GALLAGHER, FeSeareed
ALEXANDER J. GALLEGOS, Fean sl
MICHAEL R. GALOPE, FETSvereed
JOE H. GAMMON , FEeareveed

DORIS L. GARCIA, FRREeEseed

JOHN C. GARGIULO, IR Srered
RICHARD GARLAND, JR, FReaeawed
PETER G. GARVER Fovered
ROBERT C. GATES, FRgraveed
JAMES A. GAVRILIS,
JOHN E. GEFFRE FReavasesd
CAROLINE M. GEHRING, Fe8eSeed
JEFFREY T. GENDRON EeSeavesd
NICHOLAS A. GENNARO,
DONALD F. GENTLES,
MAXCELL R. GEORGE, JR Feevassd
JOHN R. GERARD, FRRarawesd
PIERRE D. GERVAIS FliSresead
TERESA M. GETTER FRtevened
SCOTT A. GIACOBBEI FeSrased
JOSEPH E. GILLIGAN FReareseed
KARL H. GINGRICH, Fereeed
PETER C. GIOTTA, FFearareed
PATRICK S. GIVENS FrSearesd
TARA L. GLADDEN,
BRYANT D. GLANDO,
ERIC S. GLENN, FTeasseeed
JOACHIM A. GLOSCHAT, JR e Srared
GREGORY W. GLOVER. FRavased
TIMOTHY A. GLYNN, R anawed
TODD T. GOEHLER FSvassed
STEPHEN L. GOFFAR, FReararerd
DANIEL E. GOLAND,
JEFFREY R. GOLDBERG FSTaved
DANIEL J. GOLL,
GEORGE W. GONAS, 111, FReerared
LUIS A. GONZALEZOCASIO, Frarereed
WILLIAM J. GOODRICH, Fareeesd
LEWIS P. GOODWIN, 1V, FReanassed
RICHARD J. GORDON FRevarned
GORDON M. GORE, Feevaned
MARK A. GORIN, FRSRSwed
MICHAEL A. GOSHORN, FReeraeesd
CHRISTOPHER R. GOSSELIN, FRS8Ted
JON E. GOTT B arsreed

MARK C. GOTTMAN, Feavasend
ROBERT J. GOULD Frearavecd
JOSEPH D. GRAHAM FRavareed
SAUNDRA R. GRAHAM, PP ararecd
AUSTIN M. GRAINGER, FFRgeaeeed
ANNETTE R. GRANDPRE Fe08087e%d
CHRISTOPHER T. GRANFIELD, Fee8vTaeem
DAVID G. GRANGER, FEeanaeend
TAYLOR C. GRANT, [0S aeeed
TODD A. GRANT, FRBeaeed

CURTIS A. GRASS, FeSearred

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

CYNTHIA S. GRAY,
DANNY R. GRAY,
EDWARD J. GRAY,
RICHARD S. GRAY,
MARK N. GRDOVIC, EEeeraend
ANDREW 1. GREEN,
BRYAN S. GREEN,
GERALDINE GREEN, FEeeraeend
RICHARD G. GREENE, JR.
DARRELL R. GREGG,
JOHN C. GREGORY,BEeSnErerd
ALAN L. GREISZ, FREESRen
DAVID J. GRENON, FRarared
BRIAN E. GRIFFIN, ERSrereed
JOHN R. GRIFFIN, JR,
JAMES A. GRIGG,
IRIS D. GRIGGER Etararesd
MARC K. GRIGGS, FFeSreeed
CHRISTOPHER T. GRIGSBY,
HEIDI L. GRIMM, Fe8rseesl
ANTHONY S. GRISANTL EZeSveeeed
DAVID L. GROSSO, Rl
DERRILL R. GUIDRY,
TERRY A. GUILD
DAVID P. GUNN,
MICHAEL S. GUNNELS,
WILLIAM J. GUYAN, EEewaes
JORGE GUZMAN, FErSrSTeed
PETER M. HAAS,
JOHN L. HACKETT, JR FReSvareed
JANINE P. HAGAN, Fearaeeed
MATTHEW J. HAIGHT, EEeereered
DEBORAH A. HAKE, [0S9S00
TTHEW D. HALEY,
RICHARD L. HALEY, 11, FFSresed
MATTHEW C. HALFERTY.
DONNIE R. HALL, FESSRasd
GREGORY C. HALL, FRegvaveed
MARK M. HALL,
PATRICK D. HALL, FeSeewed
THOMAS HALL,
AMY J. HALLING,
LAWRENCE W. HALLSTROM,
JOEL E. HAMBY,
JOEL D. HAMILTON,
GEORGE S. HAMONTREE, 111 Eegvaeeed
CHRISTMAN A. HAMPTON
STEVEN F. HANAGAN,
TIMOTHY E. HANNON, BB aeed
KEVIN M. HANRAHAN,
ERIC C. HANSEN, FRSrSwed
JEFFREY R. HANSEN, FRrersed
BRADLEY HARDER, 1L FReereweed
STEPHEN L. HARDY, FeaReeedd
DANIEL A. HARMUTH,
STEPHEN J. HARRAGHY, Feereeed
PAUL R. HARRINGTON,
CHRISTOPHER R. HARRISON B eseveed
GEORGE R. HARVEY, IV, Frevaseed
JAMES R. HARVEY, 111 el
JOHN P. HARVEY [0 808w
DANNY M. HASSIG, JR, e
MICHAEL T. HAUSER,
JERRY W. HAWKINS, JR Feaeessed
RICHARD B. HAWKINS, Ffverervecd
RANDALL I. HAWS,
MARK E. HAYDEN,
ROBERT J. HAYDEN, 1V, FeSeawsd
TERENCE L. HAYTHE, IR0 Svaeeed
JAMES J. HEATHER FEeSvareed
KEVIN G. HEBL,
BRIAN K. HEDRICK , FTearaveed
SHEILA A. HEGWOOD,
SCOTT W. HEINTZELMAN,
SCOTT A. HEISE,
ROBERT J. HELLER, FERSeawead
JAMES W. HELLIER, FRR@veveed
DAVID H. HEMKEN, FRSrereed
CHARLES A. HEMPHILL, Feeaeaeesd
JEANNE M. HENDERSON,
EUGENE C. HENRY, Flareeend
SUSIE J. HENRY FeSvereed
ROBERT B. HENSLEY, Fteaeavecd
WILLIAM D. HENSON,
JAMES R. HERD, FEevereed
JOSE D. HERNANDEZFRANCO, FReavasesd
MAURICE M. HEROD, FteSraseed
DAVID R. HERRIN, FeSrarsed
GLENN E. HERRIN, S careed
DAVID R. HERSHMAN,
MICHAEL J. HERTZENDORF, FReararesd

i (XXX
KIMBERLY L. HESTER, FReavasssd
TODD M. HEUSER,

TODD A. HEUSSNER, FErSraveed
THOMAS J. HICKEY, JR R Srareed
CECIL F. HICKS, 111, Fte8aeed

KEVIN C. HICKS, FTeSraseed

MARK L. HIGDON, (2280 a%sed

JAMES R. HIGGINBOTHAM, FR0awaweed
JAMES M. HIGGINS, FTaravecd
WILLIAM J. HIGGINS, FeSvesesd
SHANA J. HILLYER,

JAMES A. HINDS, FTeanavesd

DARRYL A. HINES,

JOSEPH K. HITT FeSvaseed

FRANK M. HITZLER,
SCOTT E. HOBBS,

ROBERT J. HODGMAN, Faraseed
JOHN E. HOEFERT, [0S aseed
STEPHEN J. HOFFMAN FieSrareed

WILLARD A. HOLBROOK, IV,
BRUCE B. HOLLAND, JR,

JAMES P. HOLLEY, 11, FECECBeeed
MARK A. HOLLOWAY,
ARTHUR L. HOLMES, 111, EERSeaeed
CHARLEY D. HOLSTEIN, JR.
CLAYTON H. HOLT,

MICHAEL A. HOMER,
JOSEPH A. HOPKINS, II1
JOSEPH F. HOPKINS,

JOSEPH S. HORAB,

WANDA C. HOUSTON,
PAUL D. HOWARD, FS83 8008
MICHAEL D. HUBBARD
PENELOPE A. HUBER, Efe8aveed
WESLEY N. HUDSON,
BRADLEY J. HUESTIS,
RICK L. HUESTON,

CHRISTOPHER P. HUGHES FRSravd
LISA HUGHES,

SAMUEL B. HUGHES,
MICHAEL A. HUGHEY.
GARY M. HUNT, EE0av8weed

HANS F. HUNT,
MICHAEL D. HUNTER, ERSee%sed
CHRISTOPHER L. HUTSON EEearavsed
TRUNG P. HUYNH,
DONALD L. HYATT, II,
WILLIAM K. HYDE,
MAYA ICHISHIMA,

LEO M. IMPAVIDO, JR,
JOHN F. INGRAM,

JOHN M. INGRAM,
LARISSA O. 1SATTW, FReSeeseed
ANNETTE P. ISBELL,
ROBERT G. IVY,

MARK A. JACKSON, Fvareeed
OLAN F. JACKSON, JR, EPereeed
RANDLE K. JACKSON, EREesseid
ROMM D. JACKSON, EEReeeseed
JENNIFER JACOBS, Ft8eeeeed
VERNON L. JAMISON, Fe8eareed
HENRY V. JARDINE, R Eegsed
MICHAEL A. JAROCHE,
JONN W. JASWWICH, FTarened
HOWARD R. JAYNES, JR. FeSvareed
RICKY R. JEFFERSON FRoSveeeed
MARK F. JENKINS, FRSrSeed
JENNIFER L. JENSEN, Feeered
JEFFREY F. JEPSON EZeaneered
GREGORY R. JICHA FPSteeeed
JEANINE M. JIRCITANO, FETSrereed
ANDREW M. JOHNSON, Feanaseed
ANNE C. JOHNSON,
CHRISTOPHER S. JOHNSON Fevensred
DAVID W. JOHNSON,
ERVIN J. JOHNSON, FERSvereed
GEORGE H. JOHNSON, 1. Ferered
JAMESON R. JOHNSON, FiSreread
SYLVESTER C. JOHNSON,
DAVID M. JOHNSTON,
TIMOTHY T. JOHNSTON, EReeeeveed
BERNETTA JONES, FRSeaverd
CINDY R. JONES,

JOHN R. JONES, ERerared

KENT T. JONES, FRRaraeesd

LORIE A. JONES,
MICHAEL A. JONES,
ROBERT A. JONES, FRRaeevsed
ROBERT B. JONES, FREeweed
WILLIS L. JONES, 11, FReSeaveed
SOMPORT JONGWATANA,
JOHN E. JORDAN, FFRerareed

JOHN P. JURDEN, FEeaeaveed

MARK T. KAESER,
SUSAN M. KANE,
THOMAS F. KARNS, JR,Ferareed
KIMBERLY J. KARNSTEDT, R0 aeaveed
KRISTIN 1. KASKA, Feaeaveed
KRISTINE E. KASTRUP Farared
DENNIS K. KATER, ESveseed
PHILIP B. KAY,

VALERY C. KEAVENY, JR,
MICHAEL E. KEEGAN, Fearaveed
DAVID R. KEENAN,
DANIEL A. KELLER,
THOMAS D. KELLER,
GARY E. KELLY,

HAZEL A. KELLY,

JOHN E. KELLY, 08087l

DAVID W. KENDRICK, FeSraveed
LINDA A. KENEL,

KEVIN E. KENNEDY, FeSrasssd
MARVIN A. KENT, JR, B0 Srareed
THOMAS J. KERR,
STEPHEN T. KERUTIS, FReaeaseed
ALEX R. KESSINGER, FSeasavecd
JENNIFER A. KEYE, Fieasaveed
MYCHAEL T. KHIM,
ANGELA R. KILCREASE,
CHARLES M. KIM,
JEFFREY S. KIMBERLEY, Fe8R8weed
DONALD W. KING,
JAMES P. KING, Feerareed

KELLIE J. KING, FReerarecd
NICHOLAS S. KING, FeSvasesd
ROBERT E. KING, [R08saweed
GAYLENE H. KINSER, SR8 eeeed
KEVIN L. KIRK, B Sraveed

ROY E. KIRKWOOD, [TeSvassed
JOHN L. KIRSTEIN, [Te8eaveed
PAMELA A. KITE,
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ROBERT M. MACMULLEN, Py

EDWARD M. MAZZA, JeoSvaean
WILLIAM R. MCALISTER, FeeSvacan
MICHAEL J. MCCAFFREY, $P0 S0 oo
MARK D. MCCANN,
KEVIN R. MCCARTHY, PeeavSesed
SEAN P. MCCARTHY, [Reowseeee

LAUNETT R. MCCONNELL, Ji0 8 S A
RICHARD A. MCCONNELL, JS0SsSsa
MICHAEL 1. MCCORMICK, $¢7SeSe M
FELESIA R. MCCOVERY, JSeovoreed

CYNTHIA D. MINUSSELBY, Pt aeeee
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ERNEST B. MITCHELL,
HEIDI A. MIXSELL,
JOSEPH A. MLACHAK,
CHRISTOPHER O. MOHAN,

DEWEY K. OCHOA,

PAMELA M. PATRICE, §80 094
BRIAN A. PATTERSON, [#9 8989993
DONALD M. PATTON, [ ee e
GARY A. PAUL, JR, RS Sweed



JOSEPH R. RICE,'f
ROY R. RICE, JR,|

FRANKLIN L. RI PRLR XXX-XX-XXXX

MICHAEL W. RICHARDSON, P B e
LEONARD D. RICKERMAN, P v
KYLE M. RIEDEL, 3y
PAUL B. RS RS ] XXX-XX-XXXX
STEVEN J. RILEY , PReseaen
PATRICK L. RIMRON, o aerey
ROBIN L. RITCHE Y, P et
BOBBY M. ROACH, 89 aees
ROY A. ROBBINGS, Py
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GEORGE M. SLAPPEY,

JEFFREY A. ROBERTS, PSS a et ed

GEOFFREY C. RYAN,
THOMAS G. RYAN,
RICK RYCZKOWSKI]

KEVIN SARL,

THOMAS E. SAV.

JAMES E. SCALF

MICHAEL L. SCHAAFSMA,

LEO E. SCHEIBER,

JAMES M. SCHERR,

SONYA S. SCHLEICH,

JOEL T. SCHMIDT,

DANIEL R. SCHNEIDER, P e e

CHARLES A. SCHWARTZ,
JAMES F. SCHWARTZ,

JASON P. SCHWEBACH,

ERIC E. SCHWEGLER,
JEFFREY J. SCOTT,

WAYNE A. SEAL,

JOHN W. SECREST, P8 ar e

MARIA L. SERIO,

CLIFFORD M. SERWE,|

RICHARD M. SHERIDAN, I1.
KATHLEEN A. SHIMON,

GEORGE M. SHISHIDO, P s a% s

ROBERT A. SKEHAN,

IDA M. éANTIAGOMALDONADO,

MAURICE E. SMITH. XXX-XX-XXXX
MICHELE Y. SMITH, P o0 e e
NATALIE E. SMITH,
NICHOLAS C. SMITH,
REGINALD W. SMITH,
ROBERT B. SMITH, JR,|
ROBERT D. SMITH,)|

ROBERT J. SMITH, JR,|
STEPHANIE A. SMITH,
STEVEN H. SMITH, P S e a4

] xx
EDWARD R. SOSINSKI
SCOTT H. SOSSAMAN,
NORMAN A. SOUCY,
MARGARET M. SPAKOWSKI,
ERNEST A. SPARAGES,
DEBRA M. SPRAGG,

ROBIN L. SQUYRES, paspserr:
JOHN P. STACK, JR, Je S S0

8. ST
CHADWICK W. STORLIE
SHAWN D. STOVALL,
NANCY M. STROER, P e as e

ROBERT J. TIGERT)|
DEREK A.

RUFUS J. TIMBERLAKE,
PATRICK S. TIMMON:
DONNA K. TIPLADY,
NICHOLAS A. TIPO!
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JEFFREY S. TIPTON,
RAMON TIRADO,
RILEY O. TISDALE, [R08naeesl
CURTIS A. TITUS,

TIMOTHY R. TOLBERT,

CHERYL L. TOMASIC, 2%
THEODORE T. TORATTI,
JEFFREY C. TORRES, P anared

JILL E. TROMP,
JERRY L. TROTTER, [ aeavecd
TERRY L. TRUETT,
BRUCE J. TUFTIE,
RICHARD J. TUNNEY,
TONY R. TURPIN,
DAVID J. TWIGGS, P aeaesed
JOHN C. ULRICH,
PAUL B. VACULA,

MICHELLE D. VALINTIS,

ANN M. VANCE, 8 aee
MARK T. VANDEHEI [P0 8 asesd
MARK G. VANTREASE,

RICHARD W. VANWELL,

SUZANNE P. VARES,
REX D. VEHRS, et arecd

-XX-XXXX
XXX-XX-XXXX

RAY P. WOJCIK,
DEAN N. WOLLAN, §%%%3
DAVID S. WOLONS, 'S0 eesed

DAVID R. WOMACK,

MELISSA A. WOMACK.

DIANE L. WOOD,

HARRY T. WOODMANSEE, I11,
WILLIAM T. WORLEY,

DEAN P. WORTHINGTON,

DAVID G. WORTMAN,
KAREN J. WRIGHT, PRy ae
ROBERT L. WRIGHT, Je0 o eeed
ROGER E. WRIGHT,

TONY L. WRIGHT,

WILLIAM M. WYATT, 0 aracil
JOHN P. WYMAN,
CHARLES S. YAGER,
EMMETT M. YATES,
PAUL L. YINGLING,
ANDREW R. YOUNG,
CHARLES L. YOUNG
LELAND O. YOUNG, [
WILLIAM K. YOUNG,
BARTON L. YOUNGKIN,
STEVEN R. ZAHN,
MATTHEW W. ZAJAC,
NANCY R. ZAPATA,
CHRISTOPHER C. ZEITVOGEL,
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LOREN R. MILLER, III,
'HELL,

ROBERT M. RICHARDS, JR,
JOE D. ROBINSON,
CHRISTIAN A. RODATZ,

XX...

ABRAHAM VELAZQUEZPACHECO,
EDMUND C. VEREAULT, [ e sed

CHRISTOPHER R. VERSACE,
E. VIALL,

ERIC F. ZELLARS,

PAUL B. ZEPERNICK, JR,
ANDREW G. ZIMMERMAN,
ERIC V. ZIMMERMAN,

DAVID H. WHITE, JR, %

KENNETH
GREG A. VIBBER, [0 8raseed
BRENDA 8. VIERGUTZ,
HEATHER L. VINCENT,
KEVIN A. VIZZARRI,
DUANE B. VOGTMAN,

MATTHEW J. VOITHOFER, 1V,

TAMMY A. WADE,
MOLIJANE WAHL,
JUDITH M. WAKE,

KIMBERLY A. WALDEN,

DAVID J. WALDMAN,
BLAKER. WALLAC%.
R.

CYNTHIA R. WALLACE,

NANCY L. WALLINGFORD, Prasm

PATRICK D. WALSH,
ANDREW R. WALTER,

JENNIFER L. WALTERS,

LIONEL WALTON,
JOHN C. WARD,
KELLY L. WARD,
THOMAS H. WARD,
TODD O. WARNER,
CHAD C. WARREN,
GARY O. WATKINS, Poararesd

CHRISTOPHER J. WATSON,

DALE E. WATSON,
JOHN R. WATSON,

JONATHAN E. WATSON,

MICHAEL B. WATTO,
JAMES R. WEAVER, JR,
REBECCA A. WEBB,
ROBERT W. WEBSTER,
LANCE E. WEDLOCEK, P arae
ROY R. WEIDANZ,

DEAN M. WEILER, [aanavwey
WEINSTEIN,

LEONARD J.
JOSEPH C. WEIS, II,
LISA M. WEILS, [ayareed

PAUL J. WEISZ,
JULIE WELCH,

SARA A. WELCH,
JOSEPH M. WELDON,
KEITH A. WELSH,

ALLACE, [S98nareey

TROY A. ZIMMERMAN,
ROY C. ZIMMERMANN,
MICHAEL J. ZINNO,
TIMOTHY W. ZURN,

IN THE MARINE CORPS
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS OF THE
MARINE CORPS RESERVE FOR PERMANENT APPOINT-

MENT TO THE GRADE OF COLONEL UNDER TITLE 10,
UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 5912:

LAWRENCE O. ANDERSON,
TIMOTHY G. ANDERSON, 28
JAY R. BAILEY,
TIMOTHY J. BALCH,
EDWARD L. BISHOP, I .
CHARLES R. BLAICH,
RUSSELL N. BRAHM,
FRANCISCO P. BRISEN
LOUIS E. BROSSY, JR, [
GEORGE E. CADMAN, III,
ERIC L. CHASE, |}

MILLARD COX, III,
JACK A. DAVIS,

LEONARD E. DECHANT,
CHARLES L. DUNDAS, I%
CHARLES R. EDWARDS, %
JOSEPH F. EGAN,

WALTER G. FALLMAN,

VINCENT J. FORTE,
DANIEL L. GROOTHU!
ROGER C. HADDIX,

WILLIAM R. WHITTINGTON,
JOHN B. WILKES, I,
JAMES D. WILSON, JR,

IN THE MARINE CORPS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS OF THE REGU-
LAR MARINE CORPS DESIGNATED FOR LIMITED
DUTY FOR APPOINTMENT AND DESIGNATION AS UN-
RESTRICTED OFFICERS IN THE REGULAR MARINE
CORPS UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE,SECTION 531 AND 5589:

To be lieutenant colonel
DONALD L. SCANLON JR, {0 anaersd
To be major

BOYETTE S. HASTY,

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS OF THE
MARINE CORPS RESERVE FOR TRANSFER INTO THE
REGULAR MARINE CORPS UNDER TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE, SECTION 531:

To be major

STEVEN J. CASH,
To be captain

TIMOTHY C. ABE,
WILLEM ACHTERBERG,
DALE M. ATKINSON,
ANDREW C. AUER,

DAVID BEDWORTH,
JOSEPH R. BERNARD, JR, PRara
NICHOLAS G. BERRYMAN,
LEROY L. BLAHNA,

MICHAEL T. CARIELLO,
CAMILO CHINEA, [avaval

STUART W. CLARKE,
CHRISTOPHEM CLAYTON,
ALLAN M. COLLIER,
CHARLES C. DANIELS,
TIMOTHY DANIELS,

STEPHEN M. WENDT, JR, [80a0e
KEVIN W. WERTHMANN,
CHRISTOPHER E. WEST, PSwaw

TIMOTHY E. DASCHBACH,
ROBERT D. DEFORGE,
DANIEL DENEHER, JR,

SCOTT R. HENDRICKSON,

KEVIN S. WEST,
DIANNA M. WHEELER,

RICHARD P. WHITAKER,

BRIAN g WHITE,
DIANE G. WHITE, Paawaweed
JOHN C. WHITE,
LISA Y. WHITE,
RICHARD E. WHITE,
RICHARD E. WHITE,
WILLIAM F. WHITE,

DAVID M. WHITEHEAD,
DEREK H.

THOMAS E. WIESNER,
TODD M. WILCOX,

KENNETH M. WILKINSON, Pawsssn

DALE H. WILLIAMS,
ERICH V. WILLIAMS,

JENNIFER L. WILLIAMS, Pyawswem

ROBERT R. WILLIAMS, poaysvesy

TIMOTHY C. WILLIAMS, [rvavane

RAY C. WILLIAMSON, ppawsvw
FORS D. WILLIS, [anaeen
MICHAEL J. WILLIS, Peansyml

HOGAN M. WILSON, JR,

ROBERT E. WILSON,
JOHN R. WILT, Para
TIMOTHY A. WINDOM, Praraned
GORDON R. WINES,
BRIAN E. WINSKI, paesmavred

GRAY C. WIRTH, Psare
PETER N. WITTY,

TATJANA 1. WITZMANN,

DAVID E. WODUSHEK,

GARY J. HILL, [}

WILLIAM L. HOLAHAN, I11,
STEVEN E. IPSON,
GORDON W. JACOBSON,
JOHN A. JANEGA,
KENNETH W. JOHNSON,
ROBERT W. JOHNSON, JR, [l
RICHARD V. JORDAN, |
CHAEL A. KALASHIAN

JIMMY L. KLINE, [o8

GARY L. LUMPKIN,
ROBERT C. LUNDELL, %
RICHARD J. MARIEN,
HAROLD M. MARSH,
DENNIS M. MCCARTHY,
DANIEL J. MCCRARY,
JOHN D. MCCULLOUG:
JAMES C. MCGARIGLE,
JAMES R. MCGRATH,

HENRY C. DEWEY, III,
RONALD A. DINGER,

PETER A. DRAIN,

BRADLEY R. EADS,
TIMOTHY J. EVANS,

ADAM B. FIRESTONE,
LARRY FULWILER,
ROBERT C. GASKO, JR,
ALEJANDRO GIERBER,
MICHAEL J. GOLLWITZER,
GARY S. GRAHAM,
KENNETH L. GROSSMAN, 11,
DAVID C. HAMIL,

TIMOTHY C. HANIFEN,
GREGG C. HARNEY,

SCOTT K. HARRISON,
STEPHEN M. HEFT,
MAYNARD M. HENRY,

JON E. HUGGINS,
GREGORY A. JACKSON,

X
D R
FREDERICK A. KO! g

JAY J. KRAIL,

DAVID R. LANCE,

THOMAS S. .

RAYMOND S. LASHIER,
DARRELL K. LAWLEY,

ROBERT F. LEARY,



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

GEORGE A. KELLING,

PHILLIP W. KENOYER
ROBERT F. KILLACKEY, JR,
DARRIC M. KNIGHT,

SHELDON H. LEAVITT,
PAUL J. LEBLANC,
RAYMOND J. LIDDY,
MATTHEW A. LOPEZ,
BRADLEY L. LOWE,
GREGG L. LYON, [0 aeaeeed
JOHN D. MACARTHUR, III,
ANDREW D. MACOIT, Pt cecd
MICHAEL A. MAGLIO, pee e o

JR,

KENNY J. MATHIS,
ANTONIO J. MATTALIANO, JR,
WILLIAM G. MATTHEWS,

JOHN F. MAY,

JOHN H. MAYLES,
GARY J. MCCARTHY,
KEVIN P. MCCLERNON, }%% -XXXX
JOHN G. MCGONAGLE, P Svoveed
ARTHUR R. MCINTOSH, JR,
JAMES P. MCKINLAY,

SCOTT H. MCVAY,

KEITH A. MEISENHEIMER,
DANIEL D. MENDIOLA,

CHRISTEN A. NIELSEN,
BOBBY E. OBRYANT, JR, [0 @ et
CHLARLES E. ODONNELL, Poroversed
DONALD R. OGLE, JR,

MICHAEL R. ORR,

KAREN D. OSTROWSKI,
KEITH W. PANKHURST,
DOUGLAS A. PARIS,

RAYMOND M. PARLATO,

DEAN A. PENKETHMAN,

SCOTT J. PHOEBUS,
TIMOTHY J. PIERSON,

JOHN M. PIOLI,

ARCH H. POEPPEL, III,

RICHARD A. PRZYBYSZEWSKI,
NEAL F. PUGLIESE,

PAUL L. PUGLIESE,

JOHN T. QUINN, II,

EDWARD J. QUINONEZ,

MICHAEL J. RADAN,

THOMAS J. REID,

GLEN M. REINHOLD, P38 ey
SCOTT J. REYNOLDS, peeoveveed
JOSEPH P. RICHARDS,

ROGER E. ROBINSON, JR,

ROBERT A. Rosmwsxx
STANLEY W. SALAMON, p'awsvwed
TODD W. SCHLUND,

TIMOTHY B. SEAMON,

TIMOTHY P. SEGNERI,

CARL W. SIMONS, MW
JAY C. SMITH,

MARK & Swirre. P
TERRY P. STAUTBERG,
CHRISTOPHEW STODDA%
LESLIE E. STRICKLAND,

JAMES M. SULLIVAN, m

MICHAEL D. THOMAS,

WILLIAM G. TREVARTHEN,

ELVIS F. VASQUEZ, mm
BRADLEY C. VICKERS,

MONTY A. VOLD,

Bl XXX-XX-XXXX
THEODORE R. WENRICH, JR, [R0Se87eN
WES S. WESTON,

AREND G. WESTRA,
MILTON L. WICK,

HIRAM D. WILLIAMS, [5%8 ..
BRADY G. WILLIAMS, %8 XXX

MICHAEL R. WOOD,
PETER D. WOODMANSEE,
GEORGE T. WRIGHT, JR,
JOHN G. ZUPPAN,
To be chief warrant officer
MICHAEL H. GAMBLE,
IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. S. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICER, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT
COMMANDER IN THE LINE OF THE U. 8. NAVY PURSU-
ANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 531:

September 6, 1989

U. S. NAVAL RESERVE, LINE, LIEUTENANT
COMMANDER

To be lieutenant commander, line, USN,
permanent

RANDY ALBERT CASON

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT
IN THE LINE OF THE U. S. NAVY, PURSUANT TO TITLE
10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 531:

U. S. NAVAL RESERVE, LINE, LIEUTENANT
To be lieutenant, line, USN, permanent

ROBERT LEE ALTEMUS
PHILIP GEORGE ALVAREZ
ROBERT VINCENT
AQUINO
RICHARD LOUIS ARCHEY
MICHAEL PATRICK ARGO
WAYNE D. ATWOOD
CRAIG W. BALDWIN
MICHAEL GERALD
BARRINGTON
RANDALL A. BARTLETT
RICHARD CHARLES
BATTAGLIA
STEVEN BAXTER

MARK WILLIAM BENSON

SCOTT DOUGLAS BERG

BART ALAN BODTKE

TIMOTHY EDWARD
BOOTHE

KENNETH H. BOTHWELL,
111

WILLIAM CHARLES
BRAKER

TODD RUSSELL BREESE

WILLIAM SCOTT
BRINKMAN

ANDREW BROWN, III

JAMES ROBERT BROWN

WILLIAM R. BRUNET

DENNIS BRYANT

JOHN LINWOOD BRYANT,
JR

EDWARD J. BUCKLEY

ROBERT EDMUND BURDA,
JR

GEOFFREY RAY BURKE

DAVID HARD BURR

ALAN B. CAMPBELL, JR

CHRISTOPHER T.
CERVANTES

CURTIS SCOTT CHESNUTT

FLORENCE MARIE
CHICHESTER

WILLIAM MARK CHUBB

MICHAEL JOSEPH
CIARDELLO

KEVIN MICHAEL CLANCY

JEFFREY DOW CLARKSON

DANNY JOE COHN

MARK A.J. GARCIA

MAURY JAYNE GRIMM
JEFFREY K.
GRUETZMACHER
JOHN DAVID GUGLIELMI
JEFFREY M. HABIB
SCOTT W. HALE
JOHN ROBERT HALL
GREGORY ALAN
HAMMOND
DAVID BRUCE HANSON
JOEL SIDNEY HAWK, JR
ROGER GORDON

HERBERT, JR
MICHAEL WILLIAM
HEWITT

TIMOTHY J. HOWINGTON

MICHAEL WAYNE INZER

TERRELL DWAYNE ISLEY

ROBERT LEONARD
JOBRACK

DOUGLAS DARRELL
JOHNSON

THOMAS EDWARD
JOHNSTON

BRIAN KEITH JONES

FRANK ERNEST KEENEY,
JR

HOWARD CURTIS KEESE

RICHARD DWAYNE
KELTNER

COLIN JAMES KILRAIN

JOHN ALLEN KOEPKE

MATTHEW JOSEPH
KOHLER

KEITH DION KOWALSKI

ANDREW HARRIS
KRAUSKA

SUZANNE LYNN KRUPPA

BRUCE NEAL KUYATT

STEPHEN MAC LARDNER

STEPHEN ALAN LARSEN

DAVID PAUL LEBEAU

ARNOLD EUGENE COLLINS KEVIN MICHAEL LENEHAN

BARRY MICHAEL
COMERFORD

ROBERT FRANCIS COOKE

LOWELL SCOTT COOPER

GERALD LEN CROWDER

JOEL ROBERT CUGINI

RALPH MICHAEL
CUMMINGS

STANLEY CUNNINGHAM

MICHAEL CHARLES
DAVIDSON

GEORGE WILLIAM DAVIS

DARREL SCOTT DEHAVEN

RENE RECENO
DELROSARIO

TIM L. DENNING

CRISTINA ELAINE
DUNCHESKIE

JAMES RICHMAN DUWVE

JAMES RICHARD ECHOLS,
JR

STEWART GREGORY
ELLIOTT

JOHN ELLSWORTH

CHARLES GENE EMMERT

DEIRDRE MIGNON EMMES

RANDY ALAN EVANS

MARK GRAHAM
FEILMANN

RICHARD JOSEPH
FINNEGAN

LARRY NEAL FLINT
DEBRA ANN FORD

ROLF EARL FREDRICK
MORGAN BLAKEY
FURLONG

JAY SCOT LEWIS

LISA MONICA LUCERO

KENNETH EMIL LUCHKA

JOSEPH HOWARD
LUGINSLAND

JAMES EARL MADARIS, JR

THOMAS ALLAN MAGNO

JEFFREY P. MARQUARDT

JOSEPH WILLIAM MARX

PATRICK F. J.
MCCORMACK

MELODIE ELAINE
MCCRIMONE

CHRIS'I‘OPHER JOHN

JOSEPH FRANCIS
MCNAMARA

JOHN DOUGLAS MEIER, JR

ROBERT CHARLES
MENCHES

JOHN WARREN MENGEL,
JR

MARK FRANCIS MEYER

STEPHEN TRISTAN
MILLER

SUSAN LYNN MORESI

PAUL JEFFREY MULLOY

MICHAEL GERARD
MURPHY

DAVID ANDREW MURRAY

WILLIAM N. NAGY

MICHAEL SEAN NEE

BRADLEY D. NELSON
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GARY MICHAEL NEUMAN RUTH BYRNE SILVIA
JOSEPH GORMAN OBRIEN, RITA GAYE SIMMONS

HENRY VERNARD SIMON
FREDERICE WILLIAM MILLARD JR
CHARLES EDWIN SOMERS,
THOMAS CHRISTOFPHER I
OREILLY RUSSELL E. STALTERS
DAVID M. OSMUNDSEN JOHN ABHLEY STEVENS,
ROBERT LAWRENCE JR
P. WILLIAM FREDERICK
DANTE PAGANUCCI, II STEWART
DENNIS JAMES PALZKILL JEFFREY A STILLWAGON
MICHAEL M JEFFREY AUSTIN TAYLOR
PARHAM RICHARD LEE TERRELL,
JAMES PAULSEN JR
JOHN B. PECHINEY, JR SUSAN LYNN
JAMES A. PINAIRE THEODORELOS
ERFORD EDWIN PORTER, OREG ALAN THOMAS
IIX DAVID ERISTIAN
STEPHEN M. PRESCOTT THOMPSON
WILLIAM EEITH QUIGLEY STEPHEN NORRIS
OSBORNE RATSEP THOMPSON
JAMES THOMAS DAVID ROGER THORNTON
CURTIS WAYNE TOOMER
EEVIN D. REYNOLDS PAUL WARD TRUESDELL
MARY EATHERINE RICH GREGORY GLENN
JOHN NORBERT ROGERS VANDYKE
BUDD RAUL ANTONIO VELEZ
RICHARD PAUL ROTTIER FRED O. P. VOLLWEILER,
ALEXANDER EDWARD JR
RYAN MICHAEL JOHEN WAGNER
JOSEFPH ANTHONY SIDNEY JULIUS WEGERT.
i g
GEORGE JOSEFH ANNE LAURA
JOHN POWELL SAVAGE EEVIN JAMES WILGUS
EDWARD ASHLEY
ROBERT B. SCHULTZ MARK RUSSELL
CHARLES HENRY SEWALL  WILLIAMSON
CAMPBELL POPE DANIEL ERIC WISE
SHANNON MICHAEL C. WISNIEWSKI
CLIFFORD SEAWELL STEPHEN PAUL
WITOWSKIL
JAMES LORETZ WORKING
JAMES JOHN SHAW PATRICK CARY WORKING
JAY PAUL SHERMAN JAIME YSLAS
GARY SHOMAN SAID EDWARD ZIVANI
CLIFTON KIRBY SHULTZ JAMES 5. ZMYSLO
MICHAEL GENE SHUMA

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT ANT
(JUNIOR GRADE) IN THE LINE OF THE U. 8. NAVY,
mﬁmm TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SEC-

U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE, LINE, LIEUTENANT

(JUNIOR GRADE)
To be lieutenant (funior grade), line, USN,
permanent
GARY ROBERT ABEL RICHARD JAMES m:mu
DANNY LEE ADAMBON JOHN R.
JAMES NATALIE ANN PIIJDN
ER EDWARD JOSEPH
MICHAEL DEAN ANGOVE POURNIER
SUE PHILIP GARDNER
MARTIN C. GARVEY
GREGORY L ATCHASON  DAVID M. GEICK
KIRK NORRIS A PETER LEE GIBSON
GILLIAM AYERS  YOHN CASSIUS GIDEON
JON T. BARNHILL KERRY SPENCER GILPIN
ANTHONY JANET GAIL GOLDSTEIN
PETER MICHAEL GONYA
RICHARD EDWARD BECK, ROBERT FRANCIS
II GRANAHAN
KAMIN ADRIENNE BELL CHARLES LEE GROVES
DON EUGENE BERRY,JR EATHARINE MARIE
BERRY HALE
KAYE MICHELLE BIGGS ~ MARKUS KEITH HANNAN
JEFFREY M. MICHAEL KELLY
BOCCHI HARGETT
SUSAN BOLTON JOHN HERMAN HARTSELL
JOHN EDWARD BOONE, JR RAYMOND GERARD
WILLIAM HEINEMAN
PETER GERARD BRACCIO ROBERT
EDWARD C. BRAY, JR HERRINGTON
JAMES LEE BROWN, JR LIDEA
JEFFREY R. BRUNER CURTIS
THEODORE JAMES BURGE HOCHWALT
DOUGLAS EDWARD DONALD DWIGHT HODGE
BURNS SHERYL MARIE HOFFMAN
ERIC CARLSON ABBY BEARD HOGAN
DAVID WAYNE CASTLE EEVIN M. HORAN
MARY ABIGAIL LAWRENCE DAVID HUNT
JAMES ALLAN HURTON
JOSEPH R. SCOTT IRVING JACOBSON
CHIARAV, PETER E. JEFFERSON
LINDA VEE CONGER DAVID EDWARD JOSHUA
MAURICE COSSETTE, JR SANDRA ANNE
EARL EONDUCT DAMON, EAWAGUCHI
JR JOSEPH JASON KINDER
CATHERINE ADAMS DAVIS MERRILL FRANCIS EING
MARY CAROL DEWITT TODD PETER ELIFP
EDWARD MICHAEL EENNETH CHARLES
DONOHOE KLOTHE
ELAINE DRIVER MAREK TODD KEOHLHEIM
PAMELA RAE DURRANT ROBERT HARVEY KULP,
ANDRE SINCLAIR DUVAL  JR
CHARLES LISA LAMARRE
ELLSWORTH EDWARD DALE
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LANGFORD EUGENE VAPOR SAGARAL,
CARY GORDON LARSON JR
JOHN TONER LAUER, II1 RHETTA RAY SANDERS
LORI ANN LEE DAVID SCHICEEL
JEFFREY OWEN LEWIS BERNADETTE MARIE
JON PATRICK LILES, JR
MATTHEW EDWARD DONALD J. SHEEHAN
LOUGHLIN RONALD EUGENE SHIREY
TO!
JOSEPH LUERS MICHAEL JAY SLOTSKY
WARREN PAUL LUNDBLAD JEFF A.
STEVEN EUGENE MIKE
STANDEFER
THOMAS A. LUONGO PATRICKE WILLIAM
JAMES L. MADDEN STANTON
DAVID ROBERT MAIER STEPHEN BRUCE
MARTIN ANDREW STEWART
MAKELA FRANK ANTHONY STICH
ANTHONY EDWARD MICHAEL GREY
MARTIN STOCKWELL
RAFAEL EDGARDO MATOE LORI DANETTE SWINNEY
MICHAEL THOMAS SPENCER CAMERON
M TABBUT
DEIRDRE ERIN MCGRATH DEBORAH OLDFATHER
MICHAEL RALPH TESKE
MCGUIRE CHRISTOPHER B.
DENNIS THOMAS THARRINGTON
MCMARR JAMES EIRTLEY TIPPENS
MELVA R. MCMILLAN BRETT WILLIAM
MARE PATRICK MCNARY TRIMBATH
JOHN PAUL MIHALEOVIC, PAUL OWEN TRIPONEY
JR EENNETH LEE CURTIS
JEFFREY SCOTT MUNBON UNGER
WILLIAM CHARLES DAVID NEAL VALENTE
JONATHAN EDWARD
MURRAY VANSCOY
MICHAEL ALAN NELSON TIMOTHY LAWRENCE
ERNEST EUGENE NIX, JR VESCHIO
MICHAEL JOHN DEAN THOMAS
POHLEKAMP WACKERMAN
SHELDON TODD PROSSER WILLIAM THOMAS
DEBRA DENISE PULLEN WAGNER
JAMES LAWRENCE JONATHAN EDWARDS
RAYMOND WALKER
HUGH KENDRICK REECE ALEXANDER
LANE RICHARDSON REED WEA'
JOANNE REESE DAVID HART WEEKS
JOHN DEREK REESE STEFPHEN PAUL WHITE
PURDY JACQ!
N X
JOHN ANTHONY ROBUSTO JAMES nmmamn
ROBERT THOMAS
JERRY MEADOWS SADLER STM YOUNG

MARK
THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
PERMANENT

FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED

ENEIGN IN

THE LINE OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10,
UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 531:

U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE, LINE, ENSIGN
To be ensign, line, usn, permanent

GEORGE ROBERT ADAMS
JOHN J. ANCIAUX
TIMOTHY C. ANDERSON
MARK 8. ANDREWS
ELTON RUSSELL ANGE, ITI
LAYNE M. K. ARAKI
CLINTON L. ASHLEY
THOMAS ALONZO BALISH
KEVIN SCOTT BANACH
DAVID LOWELL BEATTY
CHRISTOFPHER WALTER

LAWRENCE D. CALHOUN

ROBERT ALLEN
CAMPBELL

MICHAEL G. CANTALOUB

EDWIN ARTHUR CARLBON

JEFFREY

CROSBETT
NORMAN SAMODIO CRUZ
CHAEL
DABERKOE

EARL VINCENT
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DAVID EDWARD JOHNSON MITCHELL OLIN
MICHAEL PATRICK JOYCE ROBINSON

DOUGLAS 8. EAUCIC BRIAN SCOTT RUSSELL
STEVEN ARTHUR EDWARD J. RUSSMAN, JR
KERNAHAN ROLANDO JOSE
ALAN KERBEY SAAVEDRA
HOSU EIM DUANE ERVIN SALSBURY
JOEL DON KIRKES MIGUEL GONZALES
AMIN U. KITTRELL
JAMES KLE] ROBERT DOUGLAS
DOUGLAS HENDRIE BAVAGE
PAUL J. BCHMUGGE
DAVID ANDREW KUCHTA DAVID REED SCHUCK
JAMES PETER LEDOGAR  ERIC JOHN
DAVID LYLE LEWIS WILLIAM ALAN SCHWALM
PHILIP ANTHONY LOPEZ JONATHAN GOLDSMITH
JOSEPH WILLIAM
MAGALOTTI CHRISTOPHER JOSEPH
CHARLES ANTHONY
MARQUEZ JAMES WILLIAM
LOUIS EDWARD MAYER, BCROFANI
v HOWARD NEIL SHIPLEY
WILLIAM EENT ‘WILLIAM RICHARD
MCALLISTER SIEREDZE1
RONALD DEAN MCCALL, EUGENE PAUL SIEVERS
JR DAVID MARK
KEVIN LEIGH MCCREIGHT SIL
EKENNETH JOHN MATTHEW
MCLAUGHLIN LAMONT SMITH
RICHARD B. MCMULLEN, ALLEN E.
LAWRENCE MINORU
MARK HOWARD MERRICK SPIWAK
MILLER DAVID ALLEN STAFFORD
RONALD LEE MITCHELL  PAULJ.
RAY EUGENE MORGAN J. SWIFT
ROBERT H.
TIMOTHY JON MURPHEY  TAYARA
KURT KARL NITZ EUGENE G. THOMPSON
CHRISTOPHER M. PATRICE MICHAEL
NORTON TIERNEY
TONY NEIL NORWOOD TIMOTHY PATRICK
BRETT O TOVAR
NO' EDWIN A. TYLER, JR
DAVID E. ODONNELL NADIR JUNIOR UDDIN
LAWRENCE GERARD GARY ALAN ULRICH
ERIC RAY UTZ
SCOTT OVERWAY ANDREW VANNOY
TIMOTHY MI KEITH H. VOIGT
PARKINSON ALAN WARGELIN
Jll.A'ITEIW JAMES PEAK  CHRISTOPHER LANE
MICHAEL BRYAN JOHN PATRICK WATKINS
POR JOHN Ji
DANIEL THAD POTTS,JR TODD ERIC WILLS
MAREK D. PROTIVA MICHAEL JOHN WOOD
JAMES EDWARD READ JEFFREY ALLAN WRIGHT
ROBERT A. RICHARD ALLEN

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. §. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICER, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT CAPTAIN IN
THE MEDICAL CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT
TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 531:

U. S. NAVAL RESERVE, MEDICAL CORPS, CAPTAIN

To be captain, medical corps, USN,
permanent

TERRANCE L. RILEY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OP-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT COMMAND-
ER IN THE MEDICAL CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PUR-
SUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION
B3L:

U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE, MEDICAL CORPS,
COMMANDER

To be commander, medical corps, USN,
permanent

CARL GAGE BUBH NADER EAMEL TAKLA

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT
COMMANDER IN THE MEDICAL CORPS OF THE U. 8,
NAVY, PURSBUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE,
SECTION 531:

TU. 5. NAVAL RESERVE, MEDICAL CORPS,
LIEUTENANT COMMANDER

To be lieutenant commander, medical corps,
USN, permanent
DAVID JOHN BARNETTE, STEFHEN LAVALLE
JR
LAWRENCE STILWELL
BETTS RUPERT
RICHARD JAMES BURTON JOHN BRENNAN STOCKEL
THE PFOLLOWING NAMED U.8. NAVAL RESERVE OFFI-
CERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT

IN THE MEDICAL CORPS OF THE U. 8, NAVY, PURSU-
ANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 531:
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U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE, MEDICAL CORPS,
LIEUTENANT
To be lieutenant, medical corps, USN,
permanent
EDWARD GEORGE
ROHALY
ROBERT BRUCE
BORENSON
DREW ALAN PETERSON  ROBERT PAUL THIEL
JAMES CARVILLE POWERS MARK STEVEN WRIGHT
THE FOLLOWING NAMED REGULAR OFFICER, TO BE
REAPPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT IN THE
SUPPLY CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO
TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTIONS 531 AND
B5582(B):

STEPHEN M. BANE

BRUCE B. BOSWELL

MICHAEL CHARLES
MCCARTHY

LINE, LIEUTENANT
To be lieutenant, supply corps
HUGH CHATLEY SMITH
THE FOLLOWING NAMED LINE OFFICER, U. 8. NAVAL
RESERVE, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTEN-
ANT IN THE SUPPLY CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PUR-

BUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION
531 AND 5682(B):

LINE, LIEUTENANT
To be lieutenant, supply corps
JOSEPH ACEVEDO
THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT

IN THE SUPPLY CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT
TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 531:

U. 5. NAVAL RESERVE, SUPPLY CORPS,

LIEUTENANT
To be lieutenant, supply corps, USN,
permanent
JOHNNY LEE CARR ISAGANI GARCIA JIMENEZ
SHERMAN ARTHUR SCOTT MORGAN

DANIELSO! DREW KENDRICK MULLIN
DARBY J. DUCHOW TERENCE SEAN PURCELL
PEDRO JUAN FIGUEROA KARL
DONALD LEWIS HERTIG MARLON CEASAR
DAVID D. HOLLOWAY MICHAEL PATRICK UVA

THE FOLLOWING NAMED REGULAR OFFICER, TO BE
REAFPOINTED FERMANENT LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR
GRADE) IN THE SUPPLY CORPE OF THE U. 8. NAVY,
PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SEC-
TIONS 531 AND 5682(B):

LINE, LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE)
To be lieutenant (junior grade), supply corps

ANDREW
MORGART

THE POLLOWING NAMED LINE OFFICERS, U. 8.
NAVAL RESERVE, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT
LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE) IN THE SUPPLY CORPS
OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE, SECTIONS 531 AND 5582(B):

LINE, LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE)
To be lieutenant (junior grade), supply corps
WILLIAM PAUL JENNINGS KATHRYN MAE RING
THE FOLLOWING NAMED U, §. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT
(JUNIOR GRADE) IN THE SUPPLY CORPS OF THE U. 8.

NAVY, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE,
SECTION B3l:

U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE, SUPPLY CORPS,
LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE)

To be lieutenant (junior grade), supply
corps, USN, permanent

BRYCE ERIC BERG BRIAN LEE ENOTT
DEBORAH L. BIENEMAN  AMY LUELLA LAUER
ANTHONY PAUL BRAZAS VICTOR LOPEZ
ANDREW STEVEN DAVID JOHN MAILANDER

CALSMER DONALD RAY MARANELL
DUANE ALLEN CHILDRESS RICHARD MCEONE,
DAVID LAWRENCE CRANE Ii
JAMES PATRICE DAVIS THOMAS ROY MCMURDY
DALE ARCH DIMICE MICHAEL FRANCIS
WESLEY MICHAEL EVANS METZGER
MICHAEL LANE FULTON DAVID COLE MEYERS
DANIEL THOMAS GAGE BSHARON ROSE MORROW
ARTHUR LOUIS DANIEL J. MOTHERWAY
JOHN BCOTT GONZALEZ JOHN MULLINS
KELLY JAMES BSCOTT

ERIC CHRISTIAN
BTEVEN J. HAVERANECE
HENRY JOHN JOSEFPH PAPE

BARRY E. HUGHES TIM!
ROBERT FERRIS J.
CARY DEVON JOHNSON  JAMES N. PHILLIPS, JR
BTU. SHANNON JONES JOHN DAVID PICKERING
MICHAEL DANAHER CHARLES THOMAS RACE

KELLY MARK EDWARD ROSIN

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

DOUGLAS MARK ROUSELL ROBERT FORREST
MAREK NMN SANTACROCE TUCKER

DAVID PAUL SCARSELLA FRANCIS K.

CURTIS DUANE TEETERS VREDENBURGH, JR
KENNETH BRIAN

TITCOMB

THE POLLOWING NAMED U. 5. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICER, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT
IN THE CHAPLAIN CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSU-
ANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 531:
U. S. NAVAL RESERVE, CHAPLAIN CORPS,
LIEUTENANT
To be lieutenant, chaplain corps, USN,
permanent
JUDY ALAIDE LAMB
THE FOLLOWING NAMED REGULAR OFFICERS, TO
BE REAPPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT IN THE
CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSU-

ANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATESE CODE, SECTIONB
531 AND 5682(B):

LINE, LIEUTENANT
To be lieutenant, civil engineer corps
ANDREW JAMES BRUCE EDWARD
GRAZIANO MCDUFFEE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT
IN THE CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY,
PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SBEC-
TION 531:

U. S. NAVAL RESERVE, CIVIL ENGINEER CORFS,
LIEUTENANT

To be lieutenant, civil engineer corps, USN,
permanent

ROBERT DONALD BAKER GREGORY SCOTT LANG
MICHAEL JOHN BERNS STUART NIEL MANNING
TIMOTHY WALTER BURNS JOHN MICHAEL POTTER

RANDY JEAN GULIUZZA  PAUL MATTHEW ROSE
CHRISTOPHER HARVEY FRANK WILLIAM TITUS
KIWUS
THE

FOLLOWING NAMED REGULAR OFFICERS, TO
PERMANENT LIEUTEN.

SECTIONS 531 AND 5582(B):
LINE, LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE)
To be lieutenant (funior grade), civil
engineer corps
WILLIAM W. ANDERSON, KENNETH JOSEPH
MELCHI

JR ORRE
THOMAS MICHAEL JOSEPH PAIVA,
BOUCHER

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LINE OFFICER, U. 8. NAVAL
RESERVE, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTEN-
ANT (JUNIOR GRADE) IN THE CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS
OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED
BSTATES CODE, SECTIONS 531 AND 5582(B)

LINE, LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE)
To be lieutenant (funior grade), civil
engineer corps

JAY VINCENT BASSETT

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT
(JUNIOR GRADE) IN THE CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS OF
THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE, SECTION 531: U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE,

CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS, LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR
GRADE)

To be lieutenant (funior grade), civil
engineer corps, USN, permanent
EDWARD WALTER BROWN SCOTT ROBERT LISTER

THE FOLLOWING NAMED REGULAR OFFICERS, TO
BE REAPPOINTED PERMANENT ENSIGN IN THE CIVIL
ENGINEER CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO
mmaklll. UNITED STATES CODE, SECTIONS 5§31 AND

LINE, ENSIGN
To be ensign, civil engineer corps

JULIE ANNE NORMAN
BRANT DOUGLAS
PICKRELL

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT
IN THE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL'S CORPS OF THE
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U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES

CODE, SECTION 531:
TU. 5. NAVAL RESERVE, JUDGE ADVOCATE
GENERAL'S CORPS, LIEUTENANT

To be lieutenant, judge advocate general’s
corps, USN, permanent

BRYCE STUART BAKER MARC GASTON
WILLIAM LARSON LAVERDIERE
BOULDEN CHRISTOPHER NELSON
JAMES W. CRAWFORD, III  MORIN
DANIEL GRAY DONOVAN PATRICE JOSEPH
LINDA ELLEN ROBERT JAMES ORR, III
FITZGERALD RICEEY P. ROECKER
OTIS KENNEDY FORBES, O
I JOHN P. TAVANA
CAROLE J. G. GLENN THOMAS
MATTHEW KIRK GAGELIN VANDEWATER
TERRY CRAIG GANZEL OWENS WISE

NAVY, PFURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE,
SECTION 531:

U. S. NAVAL RESERVE, DENTAL CORPS,
LIEUTENANT COMMANDER
To be lieutenant commander, dental corps,
USN, permanent
MICHAEL E. LEVINE JAMES SCOTT MATTHEWS
THE POLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT

IN THE DENTAL CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT
TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 531:

U. S. NAVAL RESERVE, DENTAL CORPS,
LIEUTENANT

To be lieutenant, dental corps, USN,
permanent
ANDREW SCOTT ALAMAR DAVID SCOTT MEHLHAFF
A . MILLARD

WALTER JAMES GLEASON, JAMES MARSHALL
JR STROTHER
MARTIN FRANCIS HICKEY DOUGLAS J. TRENOR

LISA GAY HOYT MATT G. VANDERMOLEN
EIMBERLY JAYE MARTA L. WALCHESSEN
SCOTT WALEREO

. WILLIAMS, JR
MICHAEL MAURICE WRAY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT
IN THE MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY,
PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SEC-
TION 5631:
U. 5. NAVAL RESERVE, MEDICAL SERVICE CORFPS,
LIEUTENANT

To be lieutenant, medical service corps,
USN, permanent

WILLIAM J. ADAMS, JR EENNETH CHARLES
KERNS

GARY LEWIS BAKER
THOMAS M. BALESTRIERI CHARLES D, KIMSEY, JR
MITCHELL CHARLES EKENNETH JOSEPH

BROWN MAMOT
LARRY ROBERT MICHAEL O. MANN

CIO! FABIO M. MARTINEZ
KEVIN DOUGLAS COOK NANCY LEIGH MILLER

JAMES THOMAS MORROW

ANDREW LEE CORWIN GARY WILLIAM MOSMAN
MU YING HOM DOW CHERYL LYNN PATZER
ANDI TOBIAS ENGLE AMJAD MOHAMMAD
CARROLL DOUGLAS QURESHI

FOR JOSE ALBERTO RAMOS
GLENN M. GO! DAVID BRYAN SERVICE
DENISE MARIE GRAHAM MARTHA M. SLAUGHTER
RI L. JOHN DAVID SMITH

ER VIRGINIA MAY TORSCH
AL JOSEPH HALTER AMILCAR VILLANUEVA
GREGORY MCCASLIN EEITH STEHMAN
WOLGEMUTH

MARE EDMUND EANE ALFRED B. WOODHEAD, III
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THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT
(JUNIOR GRADE) IN THE MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS
OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED
STATES CODE, SECTION 531

U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE, MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS,

LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE)

To be lieutenant (junior grade), medical
service corps, USN, permanent
JAN RUDELOFF BEAUJON, DAVID JAMES MAROTTA
i1 STEVE

MARTINEZ, JR

LIBA ANN CARBAUGH TERRY STEPHEN MOLNAR
DAVE EUGENE GIBSON THOMAE JOSEFH
PAUL ANDREW HENSON PETRILAK
GARY LEE HOOK DEBRA EAY SMITH
WILSON GREGORY SUSAN ELIZABETH

ENIGHT SPRENELE
EENNETH ALAN LAUBE GARY DALE WERTZ

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICER, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT ENSBIGN IN
THE MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY,
PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SEC-
‘TION 53l:

U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE, MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS,

ENSIGN

To be ensign, medical service corps, USN,
permanent
SUSAN K. BOBO

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT
IN THE NURSE CORPFS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT
TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 531:

U. S. NAVAL RESERVE, NURSE CORPS, LIEUTENANT
To be lieutenant, nurse corps, USN,

permanent
MARY LOUISE ALLEN DANIEL VINCENT KNOERL
DEBRA D. THERESA M. LAVOIE
KATHERINE MARIE
JUANITA IRENE BISHOP LO
ANN JANINE L. MAISONNEUVE
MARGARET ANNE BOWIE MADELINE ANN NASH
ELLA FRANCES KATHLEEN D. RANEY
W CARRIE LEE ROBINSON
KERRY ELBERT DAVID THOMAS RUPERT
ERS SCOTT
D. FRANCIS  PAMELA MAE SOWELL
WAYNE FREDRIC HANSEN ALLISON SOWLES
KEVIN WILLIAM HAWS THERINE E. TURNER
GREGORY BRYAN JACOE ROBERT LEE WITTMANN
ANN MARIE CHAEL F. WOELKERS
EIREPATRICE
THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT

(JUNIOR GRADE) IN THE NURSE CORPS OF THE THE
U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES
CODE, SECTION 531:

U. S. NAVAL RESERVE, NURSE CORPS, LIEUTENANT

(JUNIOR GRADE)
To be lieutenant (junior grade), nurse corps,
USN, permanent

HERBERT C. ARMSTRONG EVAN KEMPER JOHNSTON

PAUL EDWARD BUCK JOSEPH ANTHONY KELLY
MARY WALKER CADY CHRISTINE MARIE
ALICE ANN CAGNINA EKOELBL
DEAN PAUL CARY HAROLD DANNY JESSY
JUANA MARIA COLLINS
VIOLETA PADORA MICHELLE DENISE MILES
ANITA EAY CROUCH LINDA JANE NAILE
L. OWENS
EEITH DOUGLAS
DONNA MARIE EINHORN
STEPHEN R. ERALD Al RENEE SIMMONS
CYNTHIA D. GILLIAM GAIL ROBERTA SWEET
ABELARDO PADILLA JILL
GODOY JEAN CELESTE
MARY ROXANNA HALL FRANK ROBBIN WATKINS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE OF-
FICER, TO BE APPOINTED FERMANENT ENBIGN IN
THE NURSE CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO
TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, S8ECTION 531:

U. 8. NAVAL RESERVE, NURSE CORPS, ENSIGN

To be ensign, nurse corps, USN, permanent
RICHARD ALAN BRADLEY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER,
TO BE REAPPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT COM-
MANDER AS A REGULAR OFFICER IN THE LINE OF
THE U. 8. NAVY, FURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED
BTATES CODES 531 AND 5580(E):

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

LIMITED DUTY OFFICER, LINE, LIEUTENANT
COMMANDER
To be lieutenant commander, line, USN,
permanent
HUBERT F. WOODS, JR
THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS,
TO BE REAPPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT AS
REGULAR OFFICERS IN THE LINE OF THE U. 8. NAVY,

PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SEC-
TIONS 531 AND 5588(A):

LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS, LINE, LIEUTENANT
To be lieutenant, line, USN, permanent
JAMES ROY EATON,JR  GREGORY ALLAN
STEPHEN EDWARD THOMAS
NESTHUS

JOSEFH VALENTINE
STREER

THE FOLLOWING NAMED TEMPORARY LIMITED
DUTY OFFICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT
LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE) IN THE LINE OF THE
U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES
CODE, SECTIONS 531 AND 5588(E):

LIMITED DUTY OFFICER, LINE, LIEUTENANT
{(JUNIOR GRADE)
To be lieutenant (junior grade), line, USN,
permanent

DONALD EUGENE MICHAEL ALAN HEGARTY

CHANEY, JR

THE FOLLOWING NAMED LIMITED DUTY OFFICER,
TO BE REAPPOINTED PERMANENT LIEUTENANT IN

THE SUPPLY CORPS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT
TO UNITED STATES CODE, SECTIONS 531 AND 558%(E):

PERMANENT LIMITED DUTY OFFICER,

LIEUTENANT
To be lieutenant, supply corps, USN,
permanent
ROBERT ERLING
BJELLAND
IN THE NAVY

UNITED STATES CODE, SECTIONS 531 AND 5589(A):
PERMANENT LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS, LINE,
LIEUTENANT

To be lieutenant, limited duty officers, line,
USN, permanent

GERARD PAUL AREL ROBERT ELDON 1. EVANS
JAMES DONALD EVERETTE
ATHERTON GREGORY DONNELL
DETLEV ANDREW BARANN
THOMAS PRINCE DALE CLINTON FLOWERS
MICHAEL GENE BARRETT JOHN GAGNE
NEIL HOWARD BJELLA STEVEN FRANC GANIERE
JOHN DAVID BOOTH THEODORE PAUL GILTZ
GERALD WAYNE RONALD P. GORMAN
BRADLEY GARY LEE GRAY
DENNIS LEE BROEAW BARRY MALC GRINSTEAD
ROCKY LEE BROOKS ROBERT EUGEN GUNNETT
CHARLES BUIE LONNIE JAMES GUNTER
JOHN TIMOTHY BURNETT WILLIAM JOHN HALL
JOHN H. MARK DOUGLAS
BURROWSJOHNSON
LARRY DALE CARGILL JAMES ARTHUR HARKER
PAUL ALLEN DAVID EARL HARRAH
ALDAVE CEDO RANDALL EDWARD
ROBERT LEE CHAMBLISS HARRIS
MICHAEL GERARD MARVIN BRUCE HART
CHEMAN GERALD EDWARD
CLAYTON GS
TIMOTHY MIC CONNOLLY GEORGE M. HEIDENREICH
JAMES 8. GARY TIMOTHY HEIDER
GEORGE T. COPES JOS HENNESSY

CR
QUIDA CRUZ D.

STEVEN VICT HOLLEMBEAK
DONALD LEE CUPIT JAMES WALTER HOLLIS
JOHN FRANCIS CURLEY  JAMES MILTON HOPPER
RANDY VAUGHN CURREY WILLIAM JOSEP HUGHES
DAVID DUANE CYWINSEI LARRY MAYLAN JONES
JOHN LE DAUGHENBAUGH TOMMY PAUL JONES
FRANCIS CURTIS DAVIS GEORGE RAYMOND
JERRY PAUL DAVIS EARABINOS, JR
JONATHAN CARL DEWIRE MICHAEL JAMES KEEGAN
JOHN DALTON DOBBS ‘WILLIAM LLOYD EEIDEL
THOMAS GEORGE MICHAEL T. KEELLEY

DOUGHTY CHARLES MITCHELL
JAMES ROY EATON, JR EKELLY
NORMAN DOUGLAS JAMES FREDER KENNEDY

EATON WAYNE ALFRE LAFLAMME
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GEORGE MATTH LEASURE MARION GAIL PINE, JR
STEVEN ALLAN LISTER ALFRED

DOUGL PINKHAM
ROBERT EDWARD LOKEN ROY ALTON PIPER
SIMON LEE LONG JERRY GALE POWERS
JAMES OTT LOOS MICHAEL QUINN
CHARLES RONALD MACH GEORGE MICHAEL RALEY
ALEXANDER NAZARENO KENNETH R. REDD
MALINAO THOMAS CLAUDE REED
GARY STEPHEN MANGUS DONALD JOHN ROOF
STEVE P. MANNING ROBIN GEORGE RUNNE
DAVID JACKSON 1. MANS VIRGINIA BL RUTLEDGE
LENE 8U EUGA MANUMA JERRY DON SATTERFIELD
ALAN RI MARSHALL, RAYMOND LE SCHAEFFER
DANIEL COBUS MARTENS LARRY WAYNE SMALL
DANIEL THO MASKELO! LEONARD
STANFIELD
MAVES LAWRENCE J. STRACK
LAWRENCE ROBERT GARY ALLEN
MCEKEOQOUGH ROGER LEE TAYLOR

MALCOLM LYN MCEINNEY PATRICIA ANN TEZAK

MICHAEL JOSE MCSHANE ALEXANDRO TYLER
TIJERINA, JR
ROBERT J. TOTH
EDWARD RAYMOND DOUGLAS GLENN TOZER
MIG ROBERT ALLEN TYLER
DALE LEE EUGENE JOHN VAHEY
WILLIAM DANI MINNICH FRANCIS DAVID
DENNIS L. VANEECKHOUTE
DOUGLAS MICHAEL RONALD LEE WALSH
FRANELIN ALB WALTERS
JAMES C. MITCHELL ROGER DALE WARDELL
JAMES FLOYD ALD LEROY WARE
LAWRENCE CARROL GARY LEE WASSON
MODLIN EDWAR WHITFIELD
GERALD WILLIAM MOORE ARTHUR BARRY
JUAN RAMON MORENO WILDBERGER
MICHAEL GRANT MYERS JOHN EDWARD WILEY, IV
ANTON DENNIS LEE WILSON
N. VICTOR MALCOL WILSON
KENNETH GEORGE WOODROW TERRY
NEUBERT, JR WINDHAM
HERBERT LLOYD JOHN PAUL WOJTYTO
NEWTON NICKY SPENCER WOOD
JOSEF SYLVESTER WILLIAM ARTHUR WOOD
GARY GOODW
JOSEPH MARK OMEARA WRAALSTAD
DAVID PAUL OSTRANDER PHILLIP WAYNE WROBEL
JOHN ROCCO PASTIN ALAN NORMAN ZELIFF
JOSEFPH SETTLE

ANT
UNITED STATES CODE, SECTIONS 531 AND 5589(A):

TEMPORARY LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS, LINE,
LIEUTENANT
To be lieutenant, limited duty officers, line,
USN, permanent
DONALD ROBERT ADAMS GARY ALLEN BRUMFIEL

ROY EDWARD ADAMS JOSEPH VINCENT BRUNO
DARWIN MCEINLEY RHONDA LOUIS BUCENER
ADKINS, JR LESTER PAUL BUSH
JIMMY DALE ADEINS DONALD EUGENE
ROBERT JOHANNES BUTCHERINE
AGRICOLA ALBERT FRANCIS BUTLER
MERLON TERRY ALCORN DANIEL IRVING BUTLER
JAMES GARY LYNN
RONALD RAY ALLEN UGH
WILLIAM LISTON ALVEY, GARY WAY
JR BUTTERW!
WILLIS ANDI ORLANDO GILBERT
MARK ALFRED ARNSTAM
PURVIS ATEINSON, JR
TERRY WAYNE AUBERRY WILLIAM ANTHONY CALE
GREGORY PAUL BAIR EDUARDO PEREZ CALLAO
BILLY WAYNE BAKER EATHRYN DIANE
DOUGLAS GORDON
BAKER PATRICK ALLEN CARD
JAMES EDWA BALLENGER WILLIAM JACK CARMAN
EUGENE MAU STEFHEN EDWARD
ROBERT ALLEN BARKER CARPENTER

BRYAN WILLIA BARTSCH MICHAEL PAUL CARROLL
JACKSON 8COTT BEAZLEY GORDON LYNN CAYLOR,
ROY MARVI BECEERDITE 1I

CAR CENIZAL

WILLIAM LEWIS BELL, JR EMMANUEL
JOSEPH MICHAEL RONALD EDWARD
CENTER

CASH CENTERS, JR

DONALD EUGENE CHANEY

THOMAS WILLIS
CHAPMAN

JOHN ALBERT CHASE

MARK



GRIFFITH
DIANE TILTON GUIDRY
LAURO ANGELES GUZMAN

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

RANDALL JAMES HAGER

RICK ANTHON HAKEMIAN

GEORGE RAYMOND HALL

PATRICK STEWART
VERSON

EDWARD JOHN HOLTMAN
LEWIS N. HOMAN

EIM EEVIN HOOVER
ROBERT STEPHEN

ACKSON
WINFI JACOBI

PATRICE EIRWOOD
LITTLE

JOHN MICH LIVINGSTON
WAYNE MAURICE LOFLIN

GARY LEE MATTHEWS
CLYDE IRVING MATTSON
RONALD CHARLE MAUPIN
JESSE CHARL MAYFIELD
AARON LEWIS MCADAMS
MARION KEITH

WALTER PATRICE
MCCOURT, III

EELLY GEO MCGLAUFLIN

DONALD GEOR MCHATTIE

DOLPHUS RED MCEENZIE

ROBERT KEVIN

MCEINNEY
DONOVAN SCOT
MCMANUS

MCMINN, JR

JEFFERY LYNN PATRICE
JASON LEE PATTERSON
WILLIAM REE PAULETTE

SMITH
GARY ALDEN SMITH
ROBERT ROANE SMITH
ORVAL CLYDE SNIDER, JR
EKENNETH DEWANE

BNYDER
JACKE WALTER SOBER, JR
RALPH C. SOUTHALL
BTUART LEONARD SBPATZ
MARTIN BERLIE SPELL

STEPHEN DEAN STEWART
JON EDWI STRAUSBAUGH
MARC EUGENE STRAWN
JOSEPH VALENTINE
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JACE HOOES VANZANDT
ROBERT BRUCE WAGNER
ALLACE

JOHN PAUL WEYAND
ROBERT LYNN WHITE
JAMES LLOYD WHITSON
DONALD NMN WIGGINS
TERRY RAY WILDS
JOHN WESLEY WILEY
DARRYL WILLIAMS

‘G JOHNNY WILLIAMS

THOMAS EDWARD
TESSINGBROO) N

JOHN JAMES THERIAULT JAMES CHUNMOO WONG

MARCUS LOWEL LUTHER AUGU
WOODRUFF

JOHN EDWARD WRIGHT

FORREST

THE FOLLOWING NAMED PERMANENT LIMITED
DUTY OFFICERS, TO BE REAPPOINTED PERMANENT
LIEUTENANT IN THE SUPPLY CORPS AS LIMITED
DUTY OFFICERS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO
TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTIONS 531 AND
GEBB(AY

FPERMANENT LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS, SUPPLY
CORPS, LIEUTENANT

To be lieutenant, limited duty officers,
supply corps, USN, permanent

DALLAS HERBE CLAVIER OVEL PERKINS
ROBERTO BUHAY COLADA THOMAS DANIEL PONKO
REYNALDO GERON FELIX A. RESOLME, JR

DELMUNDO HENRYEK BRONISLAW
JIMMIE LEE KING ZALESKI
LINDBERGH KOCK, JR

THE FOLLOWING NAMED TEMPORARY LIMITED
DUTY OFFICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT
LIEUTENANT IN THE SUPPLY CORPS AS LIMITED
DUTY OFFICERE OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO
TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, S8ECTIONS 531 AND
S588(A):

TEMPORARY LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS, SUPPLY
CORPS, LIEUTENANT

To be lieutenant, limited duty officers,
supply corps, USN, permanent

EKENNETH JEROME MARC CORDEL HEIMBACH
BROWN MICHAEL HARE JOHNSON
MICHAEL JAMES BURR LARRY STEVEN LEE
BONIFACIO AQ CABLING LORETO L. MAURICIO
PAMELA DEE MICHAEL RICHA MILLER
CHARBONEAU IGNACIO A. MUNAR
WILLIAM CARL DAVIS JOSE ABERGOS NAVEA, JR
RODNEY ELLISE DUGGINE GEORGE EARL PIEFER
DWIGHT LEMAR DWIGHT LEONARD
FERGUSON PURVIS
ROBERT CARL FUCHS VICENTE TUDELA RUFFY
RUTH MAREK IRA SULLIVAN
HANDING BYRON CRAIG WILLIAMS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED PERMANENT LIMITED
DUTY OFFICERS, TO BE REAPPOINTED PERMANENT
LIEUTENANT IN THE CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS AS LIM-
ITED DUTY OFFICERS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT
TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE. S8ECTIONS 631
AND 5580(A):

PERMANENT LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS, CIVIL
ENGINEER CORPS, LIEUTENANT

To be lieutenant, limited duty officers, civil
engineer corps, USN,

To be permanent
MCLEOD BANKES, JR EARL DON RAMSEY
THOMAS RAY CONRAD RANKINE
LINENBERGER BPENCE

THE POLLOWING NAMED TEMPORARY LIMITED
DUTY OFFICERS, TO BE APPOINTED PERMANENT
LIEUTENANT IN THE CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS AS LIM-
ITED DUTY OFFICERS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, FURSUANT
TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, S8ECTIONS 531
AND 5588(A):



September 6, 1989

TEMPORARY LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS, CIVIL LIEUTENANT IN THE LAW AS LIMITED DUTY OFFI-
ENGINEER CORPS, LIEUTENANT CERS OF THE U. 8. NAVY, PURSUANT TO TITLE 10,
" UNITED STATES CODE, SECTIONS 531 AND 5580(A)
To be lieutenant, limited duty officers, civil

engineer corps, USN, TEMPORARY LIMITED DUTY OFFICERS, LAW,

To be permanent e
LEE RLLSWORTH BRADFORD WILLIA PLonM 10 be lieutenant, limited duty officers, law,
MICHAEL EDWARD LADD USN, permanent

THE PFOLLOWING NAMED TEMPORARY LIMITED

DAVID SEEL COCHRANE  STANLEY SYLVE TAYLOR
DUTY OFFICERS, TO BE APPOINTED SCOTT SEXTON

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE
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WITHDRAWAL

Executive nomination withdrawn by
the President from further Senate
consideration, September 6, 1989:

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

LAWRENCE L. LAMADE, OF MARYLAND, TO BE GEN-
ERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY,
(NEW POSITION) WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SENATE
ON JANUARY 3, 1089,
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