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there is any interest of four significant 
foreign narcotics traffickers, one of 
whom is now deceased, who were prin­
cipals in the so-called Cali drug cartel 
centered in Colombia. These persons 
are listed in the annex to the Order. 
The Order also blocks the property and 
interests in property of foreign persons 
determined by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in consultation with the At­
torney General and the Secretary of 
State, (a) to play a significant role in 
international narcotics trafficking cen­
tered in Colombia or (b) to materially 
assist in or provide financial or techno­
logical support for, or goods or services 
in support of, the narcotics trafficking 
activities of persons designated in or 
pursuant to the Order. In addition the 
Order blocks all property and interests 
in property subject to U.S. jurisdiction 
of persons determined by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in consultation with 
the Attorney General and the Sec­
retary of State, to be owned or con­
trolled by, or to act for or on behalf of, 
persons designated in or pursuant to 
the Order (collectively " Specially Des­
ignated Narcotics Traffickers" or 
" SDNTs" ). 

The Order further prohibits any 
transaction or dealing by a United 
States person or within the United 
States in property or interests in prop­
erty of SDNTs, and any transaction 
that evades or avoids, has the purpose 
of evading or avoiding, or attempts to 
violate, the prohibitions contained in 
the Order. 

Designations of foreign persons 
blocked pursuant to the Order are ef­
fective upon the date of determination 
by the Director of the Department of 
the Treasury's Office of Foreign Assets 
Control (OF ,AC) acting under authority 
delegated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Public notice of blocking is 
effective upon the date of filing with 
the Federal Register, or upon prior ac­
tual notice. 

2. On October 24, 1995, the Depart­
ment of the Treasury issued a notice 
containing 76 additional names of per­
sons determined to meet the criteria 
set forth in Executive Order 12978 (60 
Fed. Reg. 54582, October 24, 1995). Addi­
tional notices expanding and updating 
the list of SDNTs were published on 
November 29, 1995 (60 Fed. Reg. 61288), 
March 8, 1996 (61 Fed. Reg. 9523), and 
January 21, 1997 (62 Fed. Reg. 2903). 

Effective February 28, 1997, OFAC 
issued the Narcotics Trafficking Sanc­
tions Regulations (" NTSR" or the 
" Regulations" ), 31 C.F.R. Part 536, to 
further implement my declaration of a 
national emergency and imposition of 
sanctions against significant foreign 
narcotics traffickers centered in Co­
lombia (62 Fed. Reg. 9959, March 5, 
1997). 

On April 17, 1997 (62 Fed. Reg. 19500, 
April 22, 1997), July 30, 1997 (62 Fed. 
Reg. 41850, August 4, 1997), and Sep­
tember 9, 1997 (62 Fed. Reg. 48177, Sep-

tember 15, 1997), OF AC amended appen­
dices A and B to 31 C.F.R. chapter V, 
revising information concerning indi­
viduals and entities who have been de­
termined to play a significant role in 
international narcotics trafficking cen­
tered in Colombia or have been deter­
mined to be owned or controlled by, or 
to act for or on behalf of, or to be act­
ing as fronts for the Cali cartel in Co­
lombia. These actions are part of the 
ongoing interagency implementation 
of Executive Order 12978 of October 21, 
1995. These changes to the previous 
SDNT list brought it to a total of 426 
businesses and individuals with whom 
financial and business dealings are pro­
hibited and whose assets are blocked 
under the Order. 

3. OFAC has disseminated and rou­
tinely updated details of this program 
to the financial, securities, and inter­
national trade communities by both 
electronic and conventional media. In 
addition to bulletins to banking insti­
tutions via the Federal Reserve System 
and the Clearing House Interbank Pay­
ments System (CHIPS), individual no­
tices were provided to all relevant 
State and Federal regulatory agencies, 
automated clearing houses, and State 
and independent banking associations 
across the country. OF AC contacted all 
major securities industry associations 
and regulators. It posted electronic no­
tices on the Internet and over 10 com­
puter bulletin boards and 2 fax-on-de­
mand services, and provided the same 
material to the U.S. Embassy in Bo­
gota for distribution to U.S. companies 
operating in Colombia. 

4. As of March 25, 1998, OF AC had 
issued nine specific licenses pursuant 
to Executive Order 12978. These li­
censes were issued in accordance with 
established Treasury policy author­
izing the completion of presanctions 
transactions and the provision of legal 
services to and payment of fees for rep­
resentation of SDNTs in proceedings 
within the United States arising from 
the imposition of sanctions. 

5. The narcotics trafficking sanctions 
have had a significant impact on the 
Cali drug cartel. Of the 133 business en­
tities designated as SDNTs as of Feb­
ruary 20, 1998, 41, or nearly a third, 
having a combined net worth estimated 
at more than $45 million and a com­
bined income of more than $200 million, 
had been determined to have gone into 
liquidation. As a result of OFAC des­
ignations, 3 Colombian banks have 
closed about 300 SDNT accounts of 
nearly 100 designated individuals. One 
of the largest SDNT commercial enti­
ties, a discount drugstore with an an­
nual income exceeding $136 million, has 
been reduced to operating on a cash 
basis. These specific results augment 
the less quantifiable but significant 
impact of denying the designated indi­
viduals and entities of the cartel access 
to U.S . financial and commercial facili­
ties. 

Various enforcement actions carried 
over from prior reporting periods are 
continuing and new reports of viola­
tions are being aggressively pursued. 
Two criminal investigations are ongo­
ing. Since my last report, OF AC has 
collected its first Civil monetary pen­
alty for violations of IEEP A and the 
Regulations under the program. OF AC 
collected $2,625 from a commercial 
agent for ocean-going oil tankers for 
violative funds transfers. 

6. The expenses incurred by the Fed­
eral Government in the 6-month period 
from October 21, 1997, through April 20, 
1998, that are directly attributable to 
the exercise of powers and authorities 
conferred by the declaration of the na­
tional emergency with respect to Sig­
nificant Narcotics Traffickers are esti­
mated at approximately $620,000. Per­
sonnel costs were largely centered in 
the Department of the Treasury (par­
ticularly in the Office of Foreign As­
sets Control, the U.S. Customs Service, 
and the Office of the General Counsel), 
the Department of Justice, and the De­
partment of State. These data do not 
reflect certain costs of operations by 
the intelligence and law enforcement 
communities. 

7. Executive Order 12978 provides my 
Administration with a tool for combat­
ting the actions of significant foreign 
narcotics traffickers centered in Co­
lombia and the unparalleled violence, 
corruption, and harm that they cause 
in the United States and abroad. The 
Order is designed to deny these traf­
fickers the benefit of any assets subject 
to the jurisdiction of the United States 
and to prevent United States persons 
from engaging in any commercial deal­
ings with them, their front companies, 
and their agents. Executive Order 12978 
demonstrates the United States com­
mitment to end the damage that such 
traffickers wreak upon society in the 
United States and abroad. 

The magnitude and the dimension of 
the problem in Colombia-perhaps the 
most pivotal country of all in terms of 
the world's cocaine trade-are ex­
tremely grave. I shall continue to exer­
cise the powers at my disposal to apply 
economic sanctions against significant 
foreign narcotics traffickers and their 
violent and corrupting activities as 
long as these measures are appropriate, 
and will continue to report periodically 
to the Congress on significant develop­
ments pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 1703(c). 

WILLIAM J. CLINTON. 
THE WIDTE HOUSE, Apri l 24 , 1998. 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

INDUSTRIAL GROUP PLANS TO 
BATTLE CLIMATE TREATY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker's announced policy of Jan­
uary 7, 1997, the gentleman from Cali­
fornia (Mr. MILLER) is recognized for 60 
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them we do not need to change any­
thing with managed heal th care, it is 

·just fine. 
So we see the tobacco companies, 

they set up their spin organizations; 
the health care corporations, they set 
up their spin organizations; and now 
the oil companies are going to set up 
their spin organizations to tell us that 
all of this we have heard about climate 
change, greenhouse gases, global warm­
ing is nothing for us to be concerned 
about. Well, the fact is it is something 
for us to be very concerned about. 

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to say that 
not all oil companies apparently have 
joined this organization. In the article 
it suggested Shell Oil USA has not 
joined this org·anization. They do not 
see the merit to it. In fact, Shell Oil 
USA is one of those oil companies that 
believes that a good part of its future 
is going to be about clean energy, 
about renewable energy, wind energy, 
solar energy. It has joined companies 
like British Petroleum that have made 
major investments in solar energy. Bil­
lions of dollars of markets in solar en­
ergy are now recognizable, and we see 
those companies taking a different 
tack. 

But yet there are a few companies 
that have decided that the best they 
can do is to try to confuse the Amer­
ican public on global warming, try to 
lobby their Representatives in the Con­
gress not to accept, not to accept what 
the scientists are telling us now is the 
future of this planet if global warming 
continues. 

Mr. Speaker, I was in Kyoto this year 
with the Chairman of the Science Com­
mittee, and I witnessed the U.S. dele­
gation's diligence in forging a treaty 
that both protects the U.S. interests 
and at the same time sets important 
goals for slowing global warming. 

The world is looking to the U.S. for 
leadership on this issue, and while 
clearly the solution must include par­
ticipation from developing nations, 
there is much the United States can do 
to reduce global greenhouse gases, 
emissions that cause immediate health 
effects on our children and the elderly, 
contaminate our air, water and land, 
and cost taxpayers dearly to clean up. 

The truth is the steps necessary to 
curb global warming present an enor­
mous economic opportunity for the 
people of the United States. The sci­
entific evidence about global warming 
compels strong action, not a head-in­
the-sand approach that characterizes 
the organized opposition to the Kyoto 
Protocol and U.S. energy efficiency 
measures. 

To hear some critics describe the Ad­
ministration's actions to try to push 
forward with renewable energy and en­
ergy efficiency and clean sources of en­
ergy, one would think that protecting 
the environment is a crime against hu­
manity, and that President Clinton 
should be tried at the Hague. They are 

accusing the President of trying to use 
Federal tax dollars to spur public and 
private investment in energy-in en­
ergy efficiency and renewable energy. 

We are seeing more and more coun­
tries, more and more companies look­
ing at renewable energy sources as a 
path to the future. America ought to 
participate in that. We have the tech­
nology, we have the know-how, we 
have the products. We ought to recog­
nize the economic opportunity that 
that provides. 

In fact, the global market for energy 
efficiency products and services is $80 
billion per year and is expected to 
reach $125 billion a year by the year 
2015. Several studies estimated that job 
growth from energy efficiency and 
technology innovation will exceed 
800,000 new jobs over the next 15 years. 

I do not know where these critics 
live, but they do not live in the district 
that I represent. 

Earlier this year, in fact, 71 percent 
of my constituents recently answered a 
questionnaire that they thought the 
U.S. should take strong steps against 
global warming, even if it cost tax­
payers more in the beginning to do so. 
The same is true across the country. In 
January, Ohio State University con­
ducted a national survey on the Amer­
ican opinion on global warming, find­
ing that 77 percent of Americans be­
lieve that global warming has been 
happening, and 67 percent believe that 
steps should be taken to combat global 
warming, and that reducing air pollu­
tion is an effective way to do so. 
Eighty-eight percent thought the U.S. 
Government should limit air pollution 
for businesses, and 77 percent thought 
they were willing to pay more for elec­
tricity, gas and oil to reduce the 
amount of air pollution. 

It is that poll that is driving the oil 
companies crazy. It is that poll that is 
causing the oil companies to consider 
spending $5 million to change Ameri­
cans' opinion about the urgency of 
global warming. It is that consortium 
that is coming together that recognizes 
that the American people understand 
what is going on, and now they want to 
change their mind. 

It is too bad, because most of the last 
couple of decades, this country has 
been built on greater and greater effi­
ciencies. We see it in the computer in­
dustry, in telecommunications, in mar­
keting, in transportation. We see it 
throughout the entire global economy. 
But somehow, when we get to energy, 
the coal companies and the oil compa­
nies, they do not want us to be effi­
cient. They want us to burn more oil 
and more coal; it is just that simple, 
folks. If we can do it more efficiently 
and we can save the environment and 
we can save dollars in the cost of that 
electricity, and if we can provide jobs 
and new economic opportunities in the 
export of American products, they do 
not want us to hear about it , they do 

not want us to believe it. They want us 
just to go on burning the coal and 
burning the oil in the same old fashion 
we have been doing for the last 50 
years. 

The problem is if we all do that, and 
if the developing countries-China, 
Mexico, India, Indonesia, Brazil- who 
are increasing their use of oil and coal 
as their economies grow, if they just do 
it the same way we did it over the last 
50 years, we will choke this planet to 
death. We will destroy the environment 
for our children and our grandchildren, 
and we will threaten the economic 
well-being of a good portion of the 
world. 

That is what the American people 
understand. That is what is reflected in 
the polling data. They trust the inde­
pendent scientists. They are not going 
to trust a bunch of scientists on the oil 
company payrolls to tell them that 
they are wrong about the science, that 
it is really shaky. 

But we have to be diligent in this 
matter. We have to be aware of what is 
happening, because as we start to see 
attacks on the scientists who have 
studied global warming, attacks on 
this administration that is trying to 
bring developing countries on board a 
treaty to reduce those greenhouse 
gases- and hopefully at the end of this 
year in Buenos Aires some developing 
countries will sign on-as they are try­
ing to do that, they are going to come 
under attack. They are going to come 
under attack by a consortium put to­
gether by oil companies and coal com­
panies to say that we are all wrong, 
that global warming is not a problem. 

Well , I think by now we have seen 
enough evidence to suggest that global 
warning is a problem. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I would hope that 
people would be alert to what is taking 
place and to what is proposed by these 
oil and coal companies to try and put 
their spin on the hard evidence that 
has been derived by independent sci­
entists from many, many countries, 
from many, many disciplines, over 
many years, being very conservative 
about the changes that they have seen. 
But as scientists drill the ice cores, as 
they look at what has happened in the 
past, Nature magazine just reported 
that the Northern Hemisphere mean 
annual temperatures for 3 of the past 8 
years were warmer than any year since 
AD 1400. We have to understand the 
kind of changes that means for the 
American economy and for the envi­
ronment of the world. 

So I would hope that Members of 
Congress would not give credibility to 
this effort by the oil companies to put 
their spin on what is very good, even if 
incomplete, evidence about the prob­
lems raised by the continuing burning 
of fossil fuels and creation of green­
house gases. 

I commend to my colleagues the arti­
cle and memo, which I have enclosed 
here. 
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INDUSTRIAL GROUP PLANS TO BATTLE 
CLIMATE TREATY 

DRAFT PROPOSAL SEEKS TO DEPICT GLOBAL 
WARMING THEORY AS A CASE OF BAD SCIENCE 

(By John H. Cushman, Jr.) 
WASHINGTON, April 25-Industry opponents 

of a treaty to fight global warming have 
drafted an ambitious proposal to spend mil­
lions of dollars to convince the public that 
the environmental accord is based on shaky 
·science. 

Among their ideas is a campaign to recruit 
a cadre of scientists who share the industry's 
views of climate science and to train them in 
public relations so they can help convince 
journalists, politicians and the public that 
the risk of global warming is too uncertain 
to justify controls on greenhouse gases like 
carbon dioxide that trap the sun's heat near 
Earth. 

An informal group of people working for 
big oil companies, trade associations and 
conservative policy research organizations 
that oppose the treaty have been meeting re­
cently at the Washington office of the Amer­
ican Petroleum Institute to put the plan to­
gether. 

Joe Walker, a public relations representa­
tive of the Petroleum Institute who is lead­
ing the project, said in an interview that the 
plan had been under consideration for about 
two months and was " very, very tentative." 
Mr. Walker said no industry executives had 
yet been approached to pay for it. 

But an eight-page memorandum that he 
wrote shows in detail how some industry lob­
byists are going about opposing the climate 
treaty. 

It is a daunting pubic relations task. 
Whenever the treaty's advocates, including 
the Clinton Administration, discuss global 
warming, they present the science as essen­
tially settled and unchallengeable, and they 
compare dissenting scientists to discredited 
apologists for the tobacco companies. That 
view has become widely accepted among re­
porters and the public. 

Although mainstream scientists do iden­
tify considerable uncertainties in their cli­
mate predictions, which are based on com­
puter models, they are increasingly con­
fident that global warming is a serious prob­
lem and often say that the uncertainties do 
not justify inaction. 

Based on the latest science, most of the 
world's nations agreed in Rio de Janeiro in 
1992 that industrial nations should cut emis­
sions of greenhouse gases, and the treaty was 
modified last year to require further reduc­
tions in emissions to levels well below those 
of 1990, over the next 10 to 15 years. But the 
United States Senate has not yet agreed to 
that treaty provision, which could require 
deep reductions in American consumption of 
fossil fuels. 

Documents describing the proposal to un­
dermine the mainstream view were given to 
The New York Times by the National Envi­
ronmental Trust, whose work in support of 
the global-warming treaty is financed by 
philanthropic organizations, including the 
Pew Charitable Trusts, the biggest of the na­
tion's pro-environmental grant makers. 

Phil Clapp, the president of the environ­
mental trust, said he obtained the papers 
from an industry official. Exposing the plan 
at this stage, Mr. Clapp said, would probably 
ruin the effort to raise money to carry out 
the plan. 

Industry representatives confirmed that 
the documents were authentic, but empha­
sized that the plans had not been formally 

approved by participating organizations. The 
document listed representatives of the Exxon 
Corporation, the Chevron Corporation and 
the Southern Company as being involved. 
Representatives of Chevron and Southern ac­
knowledged attending meetings on the 
project; the Exxon representative could not 
be reached for comment. 

The draft plan calls for recruiting sci­
entists to argue against the Adininistration, 
and suggests that they include " individuals 
who do not have a long history of visibility 
and/or participation in the climate change 
debate." 

But among the plan's advocates are groups 
already linked to the best-known critics of 
global-warming science. 

They include the Science and Environment 
Policy Project, founded by Fred Singer, a 
physicist noted for opposing the mainstream 
view of climate science. Frederick Seitz, an­
other prominent skeptic on global warming, 
is involved with two other groups mentioned 
in the plan: the George C. Marshall Institute, 
where Dr. Seitz is chairman, and the Ad­
vancement of Sound Science Coalition, 
where he is on the science advisory board. 

On Monday, the National Academy of 
Sciences· disassociated itself from the most 
recent effort to drum up support among 
skeptical scientists. That effort came in the 
form of a statement and petition on global 
warming circulated by Dr. Seitz, a physicist 
who was president of the academy in the 
1960's. 

The petition, attacking the scientific con­
clusions underlying the treaty on climate 
change, was accompanied by an article that 
was formatted to resemble one that might 
have been published in the academy's pres­
tigious peer-reviewed journal. It was not. 

The draft plan, recently discussed at the 
oil industry offices, calls for giving such dis­
senters on climate science " the logistical 
and moral support they have been lacking." 

It also calls for spending $5 million over 
two years to "maximize the impact of sci­
entific views consistent with ours on Con­
gress, the media and other key audiences." 

It would measure progress by counting, 
among other things, the percentage of news 
articles that raise questions about climate 
science and the number of radio talk show 
appearances by scientists questioning the 
prevailing views. 

The document says that industry's polling, 
conducted by Charlton Research, has found 
that while Americans see climate change as 
a serious threat, " public opinion is open to 
change on climate science." 

Supporters of the plan want to raise money 
quickly to spend much of it between now and 
the November negotiating session in Buenos 
Aires, where important details of the inter­
national treaty are to be decided. 

A proposed media-relations budget of 
$600,000, not counting any money for adver­
tising, would be directed at science writers, 
editors, columnists and television network 
correspondents, using as many as 20 " re­
spected climate scientists" recruited ex­
pressly " to inject credible science and sci­
entific accountability into the global cli­
mate debate, thereby raising questions about 
and undercutting the 'prevailing scientific 
wisdom.''' 

Among the tasks, the petroleum institute's 
memorandum said, would be to " identify, re­
cruit and train a team of five independent 
scientists to participate in media outreach." 

What the industry group wanted to pro­
vide, the memorandum said, was "a one-stop 
resource on climate science for members of 
Congress, the media, industry and all others 
concerned.'' 

The industry group said it wanted to de­
velop "a sound scientific alternative" to the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change, a large group of scientists advising 
the United Nations that has published the 
most authoritative scientific assessments of 
global warming. That panel has predicted 
that the next century will bring widespread 
climatic disruptions if actions are not taken 
to reverse the accumulation of greenhouse 
gases in the atmosphere. 

The draft plan suggests that despite indus­
try efforts to convince the public that the 
climate treaty would be costly to carry out 
and unfair to the United States, the treaty 
remains popular partly because environ­
mentalists are winning the debate on the 
science. 

" Indeed, the public has been highly recep­
tive to the Clinton Administration's plans," 
the memorandum said. "There has been lit­
tle, if any, public resistance or pressure ap­
plied to Congress to reject the treaty, except 
by those 'inside the Beltway' with vested in­
terests.'' 

To: Global Climate Science Team 
Subject: Draft Global Climate Science Com­

munications Plan 
As promised, attached is the draft Global 

Climate Science Communications Plan that 
we developed during our workshop last Fri­
day. Thanks especially to those of you who 
participated in the workshop, and in par­
ticular to John Adams for his very helpful 
thoughts following up our meeting, and Alan 
Caudill for turning around the notes from 
our workshop so quickly. 

Please review the plan and get back to me 
with your comments as soon as possible. 

As those of you who were at the workshop 
know, we have scheduled a follow-up team 
meeting to review the plan in person on Fri­
day, April 17, from 1 to 3 p.m. at the API 
headquarters. After that, we hope to have a 
" plan champion" help us move it forward to 
potential funding sources, perhaps starting 
with the global climate " Coordinating Coun­
cil." That will be an item for discussion on 
April 17. 

Again, thanks for your hard work on this 
project. Please e-mail, call or fax me with 
your comments. Thanks. 

Regards, 
JOE WALKER. 

APRIL 3, 1998. 
GLOBAL CLIMATE SCIENCE COMMUNICATIONS 

ACTION PLAN 
Situation analysis 

In December 1997, the Clinton Administra­
tion agreed in Kyoto, Japan, to a treaty to 
reduce greenhouse gas emissions to prevent 
what it purports to be changes in the global 
climate caused by the continuing release of 
such emissions. The so-called greenhouse 
gases have many sources. For example, 
water vapor is a greenhouse gas. But the 
Clinton Administration's action, if eventu­
ally approved by the U.S. Senate, will main­
ly affect emissions from fossil fuel (gasoline, 
coal, natural gas, etc.) combustion. 

As the climate change debate has evolved, 
those who oppose action have argued mainly 
that signing such a treaty will place the U.S. 
at a competitive disadvantage with most 
other nations, and will be extremely expen­
sive to implement. Much of the cost will be 
borne by American consumers who will pay 
higher prices for most energy and transpor­
tation. 

The climate change theory being advanced 
by the treaty supporters is based primarily 
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on forecasting models with a very high de­
gree of uncertainty. In fact, it not known for 
sure whether (a) climate change actually is 
occurring or (b) if it is, whether humans 
really have any influence on it. 

Despite these weaknesses in scientific un­
derstanding, those who oppose the treaty 
have done little to build a case against pre­
cipitous action on climate change based on 
the scientific uncertainty. As a result, the 
Clinton Administration and environmental 
groups essentially have had the field to 
themselves. They have conducted an effec­
tive public relations program to convince 
the American public that the climate is 
changing, we humans are at fault, and we 
must do something about it before calamity 
strikes. 

The environmental groups know they have 
been successful. Commenting after the Kyoto 
negotiations about recent media coverage of 
climate change, Tom Wathen, executive vice 
president of the National Environmental 
Trust, wrote: 

" ... As important as the extent of the 
coverage was the tone and tenor of it. In a 
change from just six months ago, most 
media stories no longer presented global 
warming as just a theory over which reason­
able scientists could differ. Most stories de­
scribed predictions of global warming as the 
position of the overwhelming number of 
mainstream scientists. That the environ­
mental community had, to a great extent, 
settled the scientific issue with the U.S. 
media is the other great success that began 
perhaps several months earlier but became 
apparent during Kyoto." 

Because the science underpinning the glob­
al climate change theory has not been chal­
lenged effectively in the media or through 
other vehicles reaching the American public, 
there is widespread ignorance, which works 
in favor of the Kyoto treaty and against the 
best interests of the United States. Indeed, 
the public has been highly receptive to the 
Clinton Administration's plans. There has 
been little, if any, public resistance or pres­
sure applied to Congress to reject the tr'eaty, 
except by those "inside the Beltway" with 
vested interests. 

Moreover, from the political viewpoint, it 
is difficult for the United States to oppose 
the treaty solely on economic grounds, valid 
as the economic issues are. It makes it too 
easy for others to portray the United States 
as putting preservation of its own lifestyle 
above the greater concerns of mankind. This 
argument, in turn, forces our negotiators to 
make concessions that have not been well 
thought through, and in the end may do far 
more harm than good. This is the process 
that unfolded at Kyoto, and is very likely to 
be repeated in Buenos Aires in November 
1998. 

The advocates of global warming have been 
successful on the basis of skillfully misrepre­
senting the science and the extent of agree­
ment on the science, while industry and its 
partners ceded the science and fought on the 
economic issues. Yet if we can show that 
science does not support the Kyoto treaty­
which most true climate scientists believe to 
be the case-this puts the United States in a 
stronger moral position and frees its nego­
tiators from the need to make concessions as 
a defense against perceived selfish economic 
concerns. 

Upon this tableau, the Global Climate 
Science Communciations Team (GCSCT) de­
veloped an action plan to inform the Amer­
ican public that science does not support the 
precipitous actions Kyoto would dictate, 
thereby providing a climate for the right pol-

icy decisions to be made. The team consid­
ered results from a new public opinion sur­
vey in developing the plan. 

Charlton Research's survey of 1,100 " in­
formed Americans" suggests that while 
Americans currently perceive climate 
change to be a great threat, public opinion is 
open to change on climate science. When in­
formed that " some scientists believe there is 
not enough evidence to suggest that [what is 
called global climate change) is a long-term 
change due to human behavior and activi­
ties," 58 percent of those surveyed said they 
were more likely to oppose the Kyoto treaty. 
Moreover, half the respondents harbored 
doubts about climate science. 

GCSCT members who contributed to the 
development of the plan are A. John Adams, 
John Adams Associates; Candace Crandall, 
Science and Environmental Polley Project; 
David Rothbard, Committee For A Construc­
tive Tomorrow; Jeffrey Salmon, The Mar­
shall Institute; Lee Garrigan, Environmental 
Issues Council; Lynn Bouchey and Myron 
Ebell, Frontiers of Freedom; Peter Cleary, 
Americans for Tax Reform; Randy Randol, 
Exxon Corp.; Robert Gehri, The Southern 
Company; Sharon Kneiss, Chevron Corp.; 
Steve Milloy, The Advdancement of Sound 
Science Coalition; and Joseph Walker, Amer­
ican Petroleum Institute. 

The action plan is detailed on the fol­
lowing pages. 

GLOBAL CLIMATE SCIENCE COMMUNICATIONS 

ACTION PLAN 

Project goal 
A majority of the American public includ­

ing industry leadership, recognizes that sig­
nificant uncertainties exist in climate 
science, and therefore raises questions 
among those (e.g. Congress) who chart the 
future U.S. course on global climate change. 

Progress will be measured toward the goal. 
A measurement of the public's perspective 
on climate science will be taken before the 
plan is launched, and the same measurement 
will be taken at one or more as-yet-to-be-de­
termined intervals as the plan is imple­
mented. 
Victory will be achieved when 

Average citizens ''understand'' (recognize) 
uncertainties in climate science; recognition 
of uncertainties becomes part of the "con­
ventional wisdom" ; media " understands" 
(recognizes) uncertainties in climate science; 
media coverage reflects balance on climate 
science and recognition of the validity of 
viewpoints that challenge the current " con­
ventional wisdom" ; industry senior leader­
ship understands uncertain ties in climate 
science, making them stronger ambassadors 
to those who shape climate policy; and those 
promoting the Kyoto treaty on the basis of 
extant science appear to be out of touch with 
reality. 
Current reality 

Unless " climate change" becomes a non­
issue, meaning that the Kyoto proposal is de­
feated and there are no further initiatives to 
thwart the threat of climate change, there 
may be no moment when we can declare vic­
tory for our efforts. It will be necessary to 
establish measurements for the science ef­
fort to track progress toward achieving the 
goal and strategic success. 
Strategies and tactics 

I. National Media Relations Program: De­
velop and implement a national media rela­
tions program to inform the media about un­
certainties in climate science; to generate 
national, regional and local media coverage 
on the scientific uncertainties, and thereby 

educate and inform the public, stimulating 
them to raise questions with policy makers. 

Tactics: These tactics will be undertaken 
between now and the next climate meeting 
in Buenos Aires, Argentina, in November 
1998, and will be continued thereafter, as ap­
propriate. Activities will be launched as soon 
as the plan is approved, funding obtained, 
and the necessary resources (e.g., public rela­
tions counsel) arranged and deployed. In all 
cases, tactical implementation w111 be fully 
integrated with other elements of this action 
plan, most especially Strategy II (National 
Climate Science Data Center). 

Identify, recruit and train a team of five 
independent scientists to participate in 
media outreach. These w111 be individuals 
who do not have a long history of visibility 
and/or participation in the climate change 
debate. Rather, this team will consist of new 
faces who will add their voices to those rec­
ognized scientists who already are vocal. 

Develop a global climate science informa­
tion kit for media including peer-reviewed 
papers that undercut the "conventional wis­
dom" on climate science. This kit also will 
include understandable communications, in­
cluding simple fact sheets that present sci­
entific uncertainties in language that the 
media and public can understand. 

Conduct briefings by media-trained sci­
entists for science writers in the top 20 
media markets, using the information kits. 
Distribute the information kits to daily 
newspapers nationwide with offer of sci­
entists to brief reporters at each paper. De­
velop, disseminate radio news releases sci­
entists nationwide, and offer scientists to ap­
pear on radio talk shows across the country. 

Produce, distribute a steady stream of cli­
mate science information via facsimile and 
e-mail to science writers around the country. 

Produce, distribute via syndicate and di­
rectly to newspapers nationwide a steady 
stream of op-ed columns and letters to the 
editor authored by scientists. 

Convince one of the major news national 
TV journalists (e.g., John Stossel) to produce 
a report exammmg the scientific 
underpinnings of the Kyoto treaty. 

Organize, promote and conduct through 
grassroots organizations a series of campus/ 
community workshops/debates on climate 
science in 10 most important states during 
the period mid-August through October, 1998. 

Consider advertising the scientific uncer­
tainties in select markets to support na­
tional, regional and local (e.g., workshops/ 
debates), as appropriate. 
National Media Program Budget-$600,000 

plus paid advertising 
II. Global Climate Science Information 

Source: Develop and implement a program to 
inject credible science and scientific ac­
countability into the global climate debate, 
thereby raising questions about and under­
cutting the " prevailing scientific wisdom." 
The strategy will have the added benefit of 
providing a platform for credible, construc­
tive criticism of the opposition's position on 
the science. 

Tactics: As with the National Media Rela­
tions Program, these activities will be un­
dertaken between now and the next climate 
meeting in Buenos Aires, Argentina, in No­
vember 1998, and will continue thereafter. 
Initiatives will be launched as soon as the 
plan is approved, funding obtained, and the 
necessary resources arranged and deployed. 

Establish a Global Climate Science Data 
Center. The GCSDC will be established in 
Washington as a non-profit educational foun­
dation with an advisory board of respected 
climate scientists. It will be staffed initially 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS with professionals on loan from various com­

panies and associations with a major inter­
est in the climate issue. These executives 
will bring with them knowledge and experi­
ence in the following areas: Overall history 
of climate research and the IPCC process; 
congressional relations and knowledge of 
where individual Senators stand on the cli­
mate issue; knowledge of key climate sci­
entists and where they stand; ability to iden­
tify and recruit as many as 20 respected cli­
mate scientists to serve on the science advi­
sory board; knowledge and· expertise in 
media relations and with established rela­
tionships with science and energy writers, 
columnists and editorial writers; expertise in 
grassroots organization; and campaign orga­
nization and administration. 

The GCSDC will be led by a dynamic senior 
executive with a major personal commit­
ment to the goals of the campaign and easy 
access to business leaders at the CEO level. 
The Center will be run on a day-to-day basis 
by an executive director with responsibility 
for ensuring targets are met. The Center will 
be funded at a level that will permit it to 
succeed, including funding for research con­
tracts that may be deemed appropriate to fill 
gaps in climate science (e.g., a complete sci­
entific critique of the IPCC research and its 
conclusions). 

The GCSDC will become a one-stop re­
source on climate science for members of . 
Congress, the media, industry and all others 
concerned. It will be in constant contact 
with the best climate scientists and ensure 
that their findings and views receive appro­
priate attention. It will provide them with 
the logistical and moral support they have 
been lacking. In short, it will be a sound sci­
entific alternative to the IPCC. Its functions 
will include: 

Providing as an easily accessible database 
(including a website) of all mainstream cli­
mate science information. 

Identifying and establishing cooperative 
relationships with all major scientists whose 
research in this field supports our position. 

Establishing cooperative relationships 
with other mainstream scientific organiza­
tions (e.g., meteorologists, geophysicists) to 
bring their perspectives to bear on the de­
bate, as appropriate. 

Developing opportunities to maximize the 
impact of scientific views consistent with 
ours with Congress, the media and other key 
audiences. 

Monitoring and serving as an early warn­
ing system for scientific developments with 
the potential to impact on the climate 
science debate, pro and con. 

Responding to claims from the scientific 
alarmists and media. 

Providing grants for advocacy on climate 
science, as deemed appropriate. 
Global Climate Science Data Center Budg­

et-$5,000,000 (spread over two years min­
imum) 

III. National Direct Outreach and Edu­
cation: Develop and implement a direct out­
reach program to inform and educate mem­
bers of Congress, state officials, industry 
leadership, and school teachers/students 
about uncertainties in climate science. This 
strategy will enable Congress, state officials 
and industry leaders to be able to raise such 
serious questions about the Kyoto treaty's 
scientific underpinnings that American pol­
icy-makers not only will refuse to endorse it, 
they will seek to prevent progress toward 
implementation at the Buenos Aires meeting 
in November or through other ways. Inform­
ing teachers/students about uncertainties in 
climate science will begin to erect a barrier 

against further efforts to impose Kyoto-like 
measures in the future. 

Tactics: Informing and educating members 
of Congress, state officials and industry lead­
ers will be undertaken as soon as the plan is 
approved, funding is obtained, and the nec­
essary resources are arrayed and will con­
tinue through Buenos Aires and for the fore­
seeable future. The teachers/students out­
reach program will be developed and 
launched in early 1999. In all cases, tactical 
implementation will be fully integrated with 
other elements of this action plan. 

Develop and conduct through the Global 
Climate Science Data Center science brief­
ings for Congress, governors, state legisla­
tors, and industry leaders by August 1998. 

* * * * * 
Organize under the GCSDC a "Science Edu­

cation Task Group" that will serve as the 
point of outreach to the National Science 
Teachers Association (NSTA) and other in­
fluential science education organizations. 
Work with NSTA to develop school materials 
that present a credible, balanced picture of 
climate science for use in classrooms nation­
wide. 

Distribute educational materials directly 
to schools and through grassroots organiza­
tions of climate science partners (companies, 
organizations that participate in this effort). 
National Direct Outreach Program Budget-

$300,000 
IV. Funding/Fund Allocation: Develop and 

implement program to obtain funding, and 
to allocate funds to ensure that the program 
is carried out effectively. 

Tactics: This strategy will be implemented 
as soon as we have the go-ahead to proceed. 

Potential funding· sources were identified 
as American Petroleum Institute (API) and 
its members; Business Round Table (BRT) 
and its members, Edison Electric Institute 
(EEI) and its members; Independent Petro­
leum Association of America (!PAA) and its 
members; and the National Mining Associa­
tion (NMA) and its members. 

Potential fund allocators were identified 
as the American Legislative Exchange Coun­
cil (ALEC), Committee For A Constructive 
Tomorrow (CFACT), Competitive Enterprise 
Institute, Frontiers of Freedom and The 
Marshall Institute. 
Total Funds Required to Implement Pro­

gram through November 1998-$2,000,000 
(A significant portion of funding for the 
GCSDC will be deferred until 1999 and be­
yond) 

Measurements 
Various metrics will be used to track 

progress. These measurements will have to 
be determined in fleshing out the action plan 
and may include: 

Baseline public/government official opin­
ion surveys and periodic follow-up surveys 
on the percentage of Americans and govern­
ment officials who recognize significant un­
certainties in climate science. 

Tracking the percent of media articles 
that raise questions about climate science. 

Number of Members of Congress exposed to 
our materials on climate science. 

Number of communications on climate 
science received by Members of Congress 
from their constituents. 

* * * * * 
Number of school teachers/students 

reached with our information on climate 
science. 

Number of science writers briefed and who 
report upon climate science uncertainties. 

Total audience exposed to newspaper, 
radio, television coverage of science uncer­
tain ties. 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
revise and extend remarks was granted 
to: 

(The following Members (at the re­
quest of Mr. MILLER of California) and 
to include extraneous matter:) 

Mr. STOKES. 
Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
Mr. SCHUMER. 

SENATE CONCURRENT 
RESOLUTION REFERRED 

A concurrent resolution of the Sen­
ate of the following title was taken 
from the Speaker's table and, under 
the rule, referred as follows: 

S. Con. Res. 90. Concurrent resolution to 
acknowledge the Historic Northern Ireland 
Peace Agreement; to the Committee on 
International Relations. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord­
ingly (at 2 o'clock and 25 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues­
day, April 28, 1998, at 12:30 p.m., for 
morning hour debates. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu­
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred as fol­
lows: 

8663. A letter from the Congressional Re­
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, transmitting the Serv­
ice's final rule-Mediterranean Fruit Fly; 
Removal of Quarantined Area [Docket No. 
97-056-9] received April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Ag­
riculture. 

8664. A letter from the Congressional Re­
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, transmitting the Serv­
ice's final rule- Mediterranean Fruit Fly; 
Removal of Quarantined Area [Docket No. 
97-102-2] received April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Ag­
riculture. 

8665. A letter from the Congressional Re­
view Coordinator, Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, transmitting the Serv­
ice's final rule-Brucellosis in Cattle; State 
and Area Classifications; Georgia [Docket 
No. 98-018-1] received April 17, 1998, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

8666. A letter from the Administrator, For­
eign Agricultural Service, Department of 
Agriculture, transmitting the Department's 
final rule-Dairy Tariff-Rate Import Quota 
Licensing (7 CFR Part 6) received April 16, 
1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

8667. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Propiconazole; 
Extension of Tolerance for Emergency Ex­
emptions [OPP-300637; FRL-5783-5] (RIN: 
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2070-AB78) received April 15, 1998, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

8668. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Fenoxaprop­
ethyl; Pesticide Tolerance [OPP-300635; 
FRL-5782-1] (RIN: 2070-AB78) received April 
15, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

8669. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Canola Oil; Ex­
emption from the Requirement of a Toler­
ance [OPP-3000623; FRL-5773-9] received 
April 14, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Agri­
culture. 

8670. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Spinosad; Pes­
ticide Tolerances [OPP-300644; FRL-5785-7] 
(RIN: 2070-AB78) received April 14, 1998, pur­
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Com­
mittee on Agriculture. 

8671. A letter from the Acting Deputy Chief 
for Operations, Forest Service, transmitting 
the Service's final rule-Notice, Comment, 
and Appeal Procedures for National Forest 
System Projects and Activities (36 CFR Part 
215] received April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Ag­
riculture. 

8672. A letter from the Secretary of De­
fense, transmitting the Annual Report of the 
Reserve Forces Policy Board for Fiscal Year 
1997, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 113 (c) and (e); to 
the Committee on National Security. 

8673. A letter from the Secretary of Trans­
portation, transmitting the annual report of 
the Maritime Administration (MARAD) for 
Fiscal Year 1997, pursuant to 46 U.S.C. app. 
1118; to the Committee on National Security. 

8674. A letter from the Under Secretary for 
Acquisition and Technology, Department of 
Defense, transmitting the Department's cer­
tification that the survivability and 
lethality testing of the CH 47 Improved 
Cargo Helicopter (ICH) would be unreason­
ably expensive and impractical, pursuant to 
10 U.S.C. 2313(c); to the Committee on Na­
tional Security. 

8675. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Reserve Affairs, Department of 
Defense, transmitting a delay in the report 
on Reserve retirement initiatives, pursuant 
to Public Law 104-201; to the Committee on 
National Security. 

8676. A letter from the Acting Deputy 
Under Secretary (Logistics), Department of 
Defense, transmitting a request for 
deferment until August 1st off the report 
containing a plan to reduce overhead costs of 
the supply management activities of the De­
fense Logistics Agency (DLA) and the mili­
tary departments (known as Iventory Con­
trol Points (ICPs) so that the overhead costs 
for each fiscal year after fiscal year 2000 do 
not exceed eight percent of net sales at 
standard price by Inventory Control Points 
during that year, pursuant to. Public Law 
105-85, section 394; to the Committee on Na­
tional Security. 

8677. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Health Affairs, Department of 
Defense, transmitting a report on the review 
of the maintenance medication dispensing 
policy with a view towards modifying the 
current policy to dispense maintenance 
medications for a 90-day period; to the Com­
mittee on National Security. 

8678. A letter from the Secretary of De­
fense, transmitting a report on the premium 
collection procedures for the dental insur­
ance programs, pursuant to Public Law 105-
85, Section 733(c); to the Committee on Na­
tional Security. 

8679. A letter from the Secretary of De­
fense, transmitting a report that specifies 
for each military treatment facility the 
amount collected from third party payers 
during the preceding fiscal year, pursuant to 
10 U.S.C. 1095; to the Committee on National 
Security. 

8680. A letter from the Secretary of De­
fense, transmitting a report detailing the 
costs and savings attributable to base clo­
sures and realignments (BRAC), pursuant to 
Public Law 105-85, section 2824; to the Com­
mittee on National Security. 

8681. A letter from the Secretary of De­
fense, transmitting a report on enlistment 
waiver trends for Fiscal Years 1991-1997, pur­
suant to Public Law 105-85, section 531; to 
the Committee on National Security. 

8682. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the determination 98-18 that it 
is in the national interest for the Export-Im­
port Bank to extend a loan, guarantee, in­
sure or lease any product to Vietnam, pursu­
ant to 12 U.S.C. 635(b)(2)(D)(iv); to the Com­
mittee on Banking and Financial Services. 

8683. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Legislative Affairs, Federal Deposit Insur­
ance Corporation, transmitting the Corpora­
tion's final rule-Unsafe and Unsound Bank­
ing Practices [Docket No. 97-02] (RIN: 1557-
AB56) received April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Banking and Financial Services. 

8684. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Federal Motor 
Vehicle Safety Standards; Occupant Crash 
Protection [Docket No. NHTSA-97-2714] 
(RIN: 2127-AG17) received April 1, 1998, pursu­
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

8685. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Side Impact 
Protection-Side Impact Dummy [Docket 
No. NHTSA-98-3668] (RIN: 2127-AG37) re­
ceived April 1, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A);. to the Committee on Commerce. 

8686. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Approval and 
Promulgation of State Plans for Designated 
Facilities and Pollutants; Nebraska; Control 
of Landfill Gas Emissions From Existing Mu­
nicipal Solid Waste Landfills [NE 052-1052a; 
FRL-6002-4] received April 20, 1998, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

8687. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Approval and 
Promulgation of State Plans for Designated 
Facilities and Pollutants; Iowa; Control of 
Landfill Gas Emissions From Existing Mu­
nicipal Solid Waste Landfills [IA 051-1051a; 
FRL-6002-8] received April 20, 1998, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

8688. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Clean Fuel 
Fleet Program [FRL-5994-5] (RIN: 2060-AH56) 
received April 20, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Commerce. 

8689. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Approval and 
Promulgation of Implementation Plans; 
State of Missouri [MO 042-1042(a); FRL-5979-
4] received April 20, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Commerce. 

8690. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Amendments to 
the Test Procedures for Heavy-Duty Engines, 
and Light-Duty Vehicles and Trucks and 
Amendments to the Emission Standard Pro­
visions for Gaseous Fueled Vehicles and En­
gines [FRL-5999-7] received April 20, 1998, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Com­
mittee on Commerce. 

8691. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Approval and 
Promulgation of State Implementation 
Plans; California-South Coast Air Quality 
Management District [CA-189-0059; FRL-
5996-5] received April 15, 1998, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

8692. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Approval and 
Promulgation of Implementation Plans: 
Washington [WA 66-71741a; FRL-5998-3] re­
ceived April 15, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Commerce. 

8693. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Approval and 
Promulgation of State Implementation 
Plans; California-Ventura County Air Pol­
lution Control District [CA-203-0062; FRL-
5996-4] received April 15, 1998, pursuant to 5 
U .S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

8694. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Acid Rain Pro­
gram: Revisions to Sulfur Dioxide Opt-Ins 
[FRL-5996-6] (RIN: 2060-AH36) received April 
14, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

8695. A letter from the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, transmitting a report 
entitled " The Medicaid Quality of Care Med­
ical Records Study," pursuant to Public Law 
99-509, section 9432(c); to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

8696. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Fiscal Year 1997 report on 
implementation of the support for East Eu­
ropean Democracy Act (SEED) Program, 
pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 5474; to the Committee 
on International Relations. 

8697. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. Act 12-323, "Real Property Tax 
Rates and Assessment Initiative Amendment 
Act of 1998" received April 21, 1998, pursuant 
to D.C. Code section 1-233(c)(l); to the Com­
mittee on Government Reform and Over­
sight. 

8698. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. Act 12-317, "Sex Offender Reg­
ister Immunity From Liability Temporary 
Amendment Act of 1998" received April 21, 
1998, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1-
233(c)(l); to the Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight. 
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8699. A letter from the Chairman, Council 

of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. Act 12-326, " Omnibus Personnel 
Reform Amendment Act of 1998" received 
April 21, 1998, pursuant to D.C. Code section 
1-233(c)(l); to the Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight. 

8700. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. Act 12-319, " Solid Waste Facil­
ity Permit Temporary Amendment Act of 
1998" received April 21, 1998, pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1-233(c)(l); to the Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight. 

8701. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. Act 12-322, " Southeastern Uni­
versity Equitable Real Property Tax Relief 
Act of 1998" received April 21, 1998, pursuant 
to D.C. Code section 1- 233(c)(l); to the Com­
mittee on Government Reform and Over­
sight. 

8702. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. Act 12-324, " Real Property Tax 
Rates and Assessment Initiative Temporary 
Amendment Act of 1998" received April 21, 
1998, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1-
233(c)(l); to the Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight. 

8703. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. Act 12-316, "Omnibus Regu­
latory Reform Amendment Act of 1998 Tem­
porary Repealer Act of 1998" received April 
21, 1998, pursuant to D.C. Code section 1-
233(c)(l); to the Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight. 

8704. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. Act 12-275, " Real Property Tax 
Reassessment Temporary Amendment Act of 
1998" received April 21, 1998, pursuant to D.C. 
Code section 1-233(c)(l); to the Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight. 

8705. A letter from the Chairman, Council 
of the District of. Columbia, transmitting a 
copy of D.C. Act 12-318, "Mutual Holding 
Company Mergers and Acquisition Tem­
porary Amendment Act of 1998" received 
April 21, 1998, pursuant to D.C. Code section 
1-233(c)(l); to the Committee on Government 
Reform and Oversight. 

8706. A letter from the Chairman, Census 
Monitoring Board, transmitting a statement 
informing Congress that the Board cannot 
issue its first report by April 1, 1998 because 
the President has not yet appointed four 
members to the Census Monitoring Board, 
pursuant to Public Law 105--119; to the Com­
mittee on Government Reform and Over­
sight. 

8707. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Legislative Affairs, Federal Deposit Insur­
ance Corporation, transmitting the Corpora­
tion's final rule-Disclosure of Information 
(RIN: 3064-AClO) received April 17, 1998, pur­
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Com­
mittee on Government Reform and Over­
sight. 

8708. A letter from the Executive Director, 
Neighborhood Reinvestment Corporation, 
transmitting a copy of the annual report in 
compliance with the Government in the Sun­
shine Act during the calendar year 1997, pur­
suant to 5 U.S.C. 552b(j); to the Committee 
on Government Reform and Oversight. 

8709. A letter from the Secretary of Hous­
ing and Urban Development, transmitting 
the Government National Mortgage Associa­
tion (Ginnie Mae) management report for the 
fiscal year ended September 30, 1997, pursu­
ant to 31 U.S.C. 9106; to the Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight. 

8710. A letter from the Director, Offi ce of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule- Extension of 
Effective Date of Environmental Impact As­
sessment of Nongovernmental Activities in 
Antarctica [FRL-5994-2) received April 14, 
1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the 
Committee on Resources. 

8711. A letter from the Director, Fish and 
Wildlife Service, transmitting the Service's 
final rule- Endangered and Threatened Wild­
life and Plants; Determination of Threatened 
Status for One Plant, Arctostaphylos pallida 
(Pallid Manzanita), from the Northern Dia­
blo Range of California (RIN: 1018-AD35) re­
ceived April 20, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

8712. A letter from the Acting· Director, Of­
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, National Oce­
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans­
mitting the Administration's final rule­
Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Offshore Component Pacific Cod 
in the Central Regulatory Area [Docket No. 
971208297--8054-02;1.D. 033098AJ received April 
17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to 
the Committee on Resources. 

8713. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforce­
ment, transmitting the Office's final rule­
Maryland Regulatory Program [MD--042-
FOR] received April 16, 1998, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Re­
sources. 

8714. A letter from the Director, Adminis­
trative Office of the United States Courts, 
transmitting two reports on the 1997 Activi­
ties of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts and the 1997 Judicial 
Business of the United States Courts, pursu­
ant to 28 U.S.C. 604(a)(4), (h)(2), and 
2412(d)(5); to the Committee on the Judici­
ary. 

8715. A letter from the Senior Attorney, 
Federal Register Certifying Officer, Finan­
cial Management Service, transmitting the 
Service's final rule-Transfer of Debts to 
Treasury for Collection (RIN: 1510--AA68) re­
ceived March 27, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on the Judici­
ary. 

8716. A letter from the Director, Govern­
ment Relations, Girl Scouts of the United 
States of America, transmitting the Girl 
Scouts of the United States of America 1997 
Annual Report, pursuant to 36 U.S.C. 37; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

8717. A letter from the Director, Judicial 
Conference of the United States, transmit­
ting the Federal Judicial Center's Annual 
Report for 1997, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 623(b); 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

8718. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Explosives De­
tection Systems [Docket No. 28671) (RIN: 
2120--AF95) received April 17, 1998, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8719. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Establishment 
of Class E Airspace; Apple Valley, CA [Air­
space Docket No. 96--A WP-3) received April 
17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra­
structure. 

8720. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Establishment 
of Class E Airspace; Davis/Woodland/Winters, 
CA [Airspace Docket No. 97- A WP- 20) re­
ceived April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 

801(a)(l) (A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8721. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Modification of 
Class E Airspace; Globe, AZ [Airspace Dock­
et No. 98-AWP--8] received April 17, 1998, pur­
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc­
ture. 

8722. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; The New Piper Aircraft, Inc. 
Models PA-31, PA-31-300, PA- 31-325, PA-31-
350, and PA-31P Airplanes [Docket No. 90-­
CE--65--AD; Amendment 39-10467; AD 98--08-18) 
(RIN: 2120--AA64) received April 17, 1998, pur­
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc­
ture. 

8723. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 747 Series Air­
planes Equipped with Pratt & Whitney 
JT9D-3 and - 7 Series Engines [Docket No. 97-
NM-267-AD; Amendment 39-10284; AD 98--02-
02) (RIN : 2120--AA64) received April 17, 1998, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc­
ture. 

8724. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Amendment of 
Class E Airspace; McCall, ID [Airspace Dock­
et No. 97-ANM-16] received April 17, 1998, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc­
ture. 

8725. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Revocation of 
Class E Airspace; Blue Mesa, CO; and Estab­
lishment of Class E Airspace; Gunnison, CO 
[Airspace Docket No. 97-ANM-15] received 
April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8726. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Modification to 
the Gulf of Mexico High Offshore Airspace 
Area [Airspace Docket No. 96-ASW-30] (RIN: 
2120--AA66) received April 17, 1998, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8727. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Standard In­
strument Approach Procedures; Miscella­
neous Amendments [Docket No. 29186; Arndt. 
No. 1862] (RIN: 2120--AA65) received April 17, 
1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra­
structure. 

8728. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Standard In­
strument Approach Procedures [Docket No. 
29185; Arndt. No. 1861] (RIN: 2120--AA65) re­
ceived April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8729. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Standard In­
strument Approach Procedures; Miscella­
neous Amendments [Docket No. 29187; Arndt. 
No. 1863] (RIN: 2120--AA65) received April 17, 
1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)( l)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra­
structure. 

8730. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
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the Department's final rule- Airworthiness 
Directives; Rolls-Royce, pie RB211 Series 
Turbofan Engines [Docket No. 94- ANE--39; 
Amendment 39-10426; AD 98--07--07) (RIN: 2120-
AA64) received April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l )(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8731. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Airworthiness 
Directives; Lockheed Model 1329-23 and -25 
Series Airplanes [Docket No. 97-NM-93--AD; 
Amendment 39-10442; AD 98--07- 21) (RIN: 2120-
AA64) received April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8732. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; Saab Model SAAB SF 340A and 
SAAB Series Airplanes [Docket No. 97- NM-
291- AD; Amendment 39-10465; AD 98--08-16) 
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received April 17, 1998, pur­
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l) (A); to the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc­
ture. 

8733. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 747- 100, - 200, and 
-300 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 98-NM--83-­
AD ; Amendment 39-10464; AD 98--08-15) (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received April 17, 1998, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l) (A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8734. A l etter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; Turbo-Propeller Powered General 
Dynamics (Convair) Model 240, 340, and 440 
Serles Airplanes [Docket No. 97- NM--09-AD; 
Amendment 39-10466; AD 98--08-17) (RIN: 2120-
AA64) received April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l) (A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8735. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Airworthiness 
Directives; Saab Model SAAB 2000 Series 
Airplanes [Docket No. 97- NM-97-AD; Amend­
ment 39-10459; AD 98--08-10) (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l )(A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8736. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; Twin Commander Aircraft Cor­
poration 500, 600, and 700 Series Airplanes 
[Docket No. 95-CE--92- AD ; Amendment 39-
10468; AD 98--08- 19) (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l )(A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8737. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Depar tment of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 747 and 767 Series 
Airplanes Equipped with General Electric 
(GE) CF6-80C2 Engines [Docket No. 98- NM-
79-AD; Amendment 39-10472; AD 98--08-23) 
(RIN: 2120-AA64) received April 17, 1998, pur­
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A) ; to the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc­
ture. 

8738. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transpor tation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Airworthiness 
Directives; Pilatus Aircraft Ltd. Model PC-7 
Airplanes [Docket No. 97- CE--130-AD; Amend­
ment 39-10471; AD 98--08- 22) (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l) (A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8739. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Airworthiness 
Directives; McDonnell Douglas Model DC-9-
10,- 20,-30,-40, and -50 Series Airplanes, and C-
9 (Military) Airplanes [Docket No. 97- NM-40-
AD ; Amendment 39-10473; AD 98--08- 24) (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received April 17, 1998, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l )(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8740. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Airworthiness 
Directives; AlliedSignal Aerospace Bendix/ 
King Model KSA 470 Autopilot Servo Actu­
ators, part numbers 065-0076-10 through 065-
0076-15 [Docket No. 97-CE-74-AD; Amend­
ment 39-10469; AD 98--08-20) (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l )(A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8741. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; SOCATA- Groupe AERO­
SP ATIALE Models TBlO and TB200 Airplanes 
[Docket No. 95-CE--71-AD; Amendment 39-
10470; AD 98--08-21) (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8742. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; Eurocopter France Model 
SA.315B, SA.316B, SA.316C, SA.319B, and 
SE.3160 Helicopters [Docket No. 98- SW--09-
AD; Amendment 39-10479; AD 98--04-40) (RIN: 
2120-AA64) received April 17, 1998, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8743. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Airworthiness 
Directives; Industrie Aeronautiche e Mec­
caniche Model Piaggio P-180 Airplanes 
[Docket No. 97- CE--142-AD; Amendment 39-
10454; AD 98--08--05) (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8744. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final nlle-Vessel Identi­
fication System; Effective Date Change 
[CGD 89--050) (RIN: 2115-AD35) received April 
17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra­
structure. 

8745. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- SAFETY 
ZONE: Bath I Woolwich Bridge Construction 
[CGDl- 98--029) (RIN: 2115-AA97) received 
April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A) ; to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8746. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Drawbridge Op­
eration Regulations; Anacostia River, Wash­
ington D.C. [CGD05-98--017] (RIN: 2115-AE47) 
received April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l) (A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8747. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Unescorted Ac­
cess Privilege: Address change [Docket No. 
29193; Amendment No. 107- 11; 108-16) received 
April 17, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l )(A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8748. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 

the Department's final rule- Improvements 
to Hazardous Materials Identification Sys­
tems; Editorial revisions and Responses to 
Petitions for Reconsideration and Appeal 
[Docket No. HM- 206) (RIN: 2137- AB75) re­
ceived April 1, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8749. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; RAPCO, Inc. Filter, Part Num­
bers RA- 1J4-4, RA-1J4--0, and RA- 1J4-7 from 
Lot Numbers 05597, 07797, and 12597 [Docket 
No. 97-CE--71-AD; Amendment 39-10103; AD 
97-16-10) (RIN: 2120-AA64) received April 1, 
1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra­
structure. 

8750. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Proposed 
Amendment to Class E Airspace; Le Mars, IA 
[Airspace Docket No. 98-ACE--7] (RIN: 2120-
AA66) received April 1, 1998, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8751. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Amendment to 
Class D and Class E Airspace; Poplar Bluff , 
MO; Correction [Airspace Docket No. 97-
ACE--28) (RIN: 2120-AA66) received April 1, 
1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A) ; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra­
structure. 

8752. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Amendment to 
Class E Airspace; Aurora, NE [Airspace 
Docket No. 98-ACE--13) (RIN: 2120-AA66) re­
ceived April 1, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l )(A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8753. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Amendment to 
Class E Airspace; Norfolk, NE; Correction 
[Airspace Docket No. 97-ACE--33) (RIN: 2120-
AA66) received April 1, 1998, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)( l )(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8754. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Amendment to 
Class E Airspace; Marshall Army Airfield, 
Fort Riley, KS [Airspace Docket No. 97-
ACE--20) (RIN: 2120-AA66) received April 1, 
1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra­
structure. 

8755. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; Sabreliner Model NA-265-40, --60, 
-70, and --80 Series Airplanes [Docket No. 97-
NM- 171- AD ; Amendment 39-10349, AD. 98--04-
37) (RIN: 2120-AA64) received April 1, 1998, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Com­
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc­
ture. 

8756. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule- Airworthiness 
Directives; Airbus Model A320-111 Series Air­
planes [Docket No. 98-NM- 22-AD; Amend­
ment 39-10410) (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 
April 1, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l )(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In­
frastructure. 

8757. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit­
ting the Agency's final rule-Amendment of 
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the Provisions to Eliminate and Phase-out 
Mixing Zones for Bioaccumulative Chemicals 
of Concern and Amendment to Procedure 
8.D. of Appendix F (Pollutant Minimization 
Program) for the Final Water Quality Guid­
ance for the Great Lakes System [FRL--5999-
8) received April 20, 1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

8758. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Maritime Commission, transmitting the 36th 
Annual Report of the Federal Maritime Com­
mission for fiscal year 1997, pursuant to 46 
U.S.C. app. 1118; to the Committee on Trans­
portation and Infrastructure. 

8759. A letter from the Secretary of Trans­
portation, transmitting a report on the pipe­
line safety user fee assessment basis, pursu­
ant to Public Law 104-34; to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8760. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Secretary for Employment and Training, De­
partment of Labor, transmitting the Depart­
ment's final rule-Unemployment Insurance 
Program Letter No. 07-98-received April 15, 
1998, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

8761. A letter from the Secretary of Labor, 
transmitting a report entitled "Evaluation 
of Short-Time Compensation Programs: 
Final Report," pursuant to Public Law 102-
318, section 401; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

8762. A letter from the Secretary of Hous­
ing and Urban Development, transmitting 
the Department's quarterly report on the 
Portfolio Reengineering Demonstration Pro­
gram for the fourth quarter of Fiscal Year 
(FY) 1997, pursuant to Public Law 104-134; 
jointly to the Committees on Banking and 
Financial Services and Appropriations. 

8763. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Communications Commission, transmitting 
a report on the Federal-State Joint Board on 
Universal Service [CC Docket No. 96-45) re­
ceived April 15, 1998, pursuant to Public Law 
105-119, 111 Stat. 2440; jointly to the Commit­
tees on Commerce and Appropriations. 

8764. A letter from the Executive Director, 
District of Columbia Financial Responsi­
bility and Management Assistance Author­
ity, transmitting a report on the second 
quarter of Fiscal Year 1998, pursuant to Pub­
lic Law 105-100; jointly to the Committees on 
Government Reform and Oversight and Ap­
propriations. 

8765. A letter from the National Film Pres­
ervation Foundation, transmitting the first 
Annual Report of the National Film Preser­
vation Foundation for the calendar year end­
ing December 31, 1997, pursuant to 36 U.S.C. 
5706 Public Law 104-285, Title II; jointly to 
the Committees on the Judiciary and House 
Oversight. 

8766. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Fed­
eral Aviation Administration, transmitting 
copies of the FY 1999 budget requests of the 
Federal Aviation Administration to the De­
partment, including requests for "Facilities 
and Equipment" and "Research, Engineer­
ing, and Development," pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 
app. 2205(f); jointly to the Committees on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, Science, 
and Appropriations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. BLILEY: Committee on Commerce. 
H.R. 1872. A bill to amend the Communica-

tions Satellite Act of 1962 to promote com­
petition and privatization in satellite com­
munications, and for other purposes; with an 
amendment (Rept. 105-494). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED 
BILL 

Pursuant to clause 5 of rule X the fol­
lowing action was taken by the Speak­
er. 
[The following action occurred on April 24, 1998) 

H.R. 1965. Referral to the Committees on 
Ways and Means and Commerce extended for 
a period ending not later than May 8, 1998. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 5 of rule X and clause 4 

of rule XXII, 
Mr. RYUN introduced a bill (H.R. 3733) to 

authorize the National Science Foundation 
to make grants for applied engineering and 
technology education equipment and capital 
improvements; to the Committee on Science, 
and in addition to the Committee on Edu­
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi­
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memo­

rials were presented and referred as fol­
lows: 

290. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 
of the Senate of the State of Michigan, rel­
ative to Senate Resolution No. 151 memori­
alizing the Congress of the United States to 
take certain actions regarding the imple­
mentation of the Food Quality Protection 
Act of 1996; to the Committee on Agri­
culture. 

291. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Rhode Island, relative to Senate 
Resolution 2995 memorializing Congress to 
amend title ten, United States Code relating 
to the compensation of retired military; to 
the Committee on National Security. 

292. Also, a memorial of the General As­
sembly of the State of Georgia, relative to 
Senate Resolution 766 memorializing the 
United States Congress to reject any legisla­
tion that would exempt health plans spon­
sored by associations and multiple employer 
welfare arrangements from state insurance 
standards and oversight; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

293. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep­
resentatives of the Commonwealth of The 
Mariana Islands, relative to House Resolu­
tion No. 11-23 requesting the federal officials 
for a waiver on the Covenant matching fund 
to help expedite and foster infrastructure de­
velopment in the CNMI; to the Committee on 
Resources. 

294. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep­
resentatives for the Commonwealth of The 
Mariana Islands, relative to House Resolu­
tion No. 11-25 expressing full, undeniable and 
unquestionable support on the provisions of 
the Covenant by the people and their govern­
ment of the Commonwealth of the Northern 
Mariana Islands and in particular under sec­
tion 902 of said provisions; to the Committee 
on Resources. 

295. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Pennsylvania, relative to Senate 
Resolution No. 97 memorializing Congress to 
authorize a ten-year extension of the Dela­
ware and Lehigh Navigation Canal National 
Heritage Corridor Act and to authorize Fed­
eral support for Corridor projects; to the 
Committee on Resources. 

296. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Tennessee, relative to Senate Reso­
lution No. 106 memorializing the United 
States Congress to maintain the incentive 
grant approach to accomplishing shared pub­
lic safety objectives and to refrain from im­
posing federal mandates to accomplish such 
objectives; to the Committee on Transpor­
tation and Infrastructure. 

297. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep­
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel­
ative to House Resolution No. 211 memori­
alizing the Congress of the United States to 
enact legislation to raise the cap on mort­
gage revenue bonds; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

298. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Maine, relative to Joint Resolution 
871 memorializing Congress To Ensure The 
Viability of the United States Social Secu­
rity System adopted by the 118th Maine Leg­
islature; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

299. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Michigan, relative to Resolution 
No. 8 urging the President and the Congress 
of the United States to resolve differences 
that exist between the Province of Ontario 
and the State of Minnesota relating to the 
taking of fish in Canadian boundary waters 
by Americans staying in American resorts; 
jointly to the Committees on International 
Relations and Resources. 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, sponsors 

were added to public bills and resolu­
tions as follows: 

H.R. 1047: Mr. ENGEL and Mr. LANTOS. 
H.R. 1375: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina and 

Mr. STRICKLAND. 
H.R. 1531: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 2009: Mr. ENGEL and Mr. KING of New 

York. 
H.R. 2189: Mr. CAMPBELL and Mr. PETERSON 

of Minnesota. 
H.R. 2693: Mr. DIXON. 
H.R. 2990: Mr. HILLEARY, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. 

SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. DIXON, Mr. SCHU­
MER, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
TOWNS, Ms. WATERS, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. LEWIS 
of Georgia, Mr. CALVERT, and Mr. SESSIONS. 

H.R. 3253: Mr. OXLEY. 
H.R. 3279: Mrs. CLAYTON and Mr. MEEKS of 

New York. 
H.R. 3376: Mr. WISE. 
H.R. 3400: Ms. KAPTUR and Ms. KILPATRICK. 
H.R. 3494: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 3531: Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. THOMPSON, Mr. YATES, 
Mr . GUTIERREZ, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. DAVIS of Illi­
nois, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mrs. CLAYTON, and Ms. 
MCKINNEY. 

H.R. 3571: Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA and Mr. 
MEEKS of New York. 

H.R. 3624: Mrs. MORELLA, Mr. BORSKI, Mr. 
GUTIERREZ, Mr. WEYGAND, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
MANTON, Mr. FILNER, Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon, 
Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. YATES, Ms. SLAUGHTER, 
Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Is­
land. 

H.J. Res. 102: Mr. MILLER of California, Mr. 
MORAN of Virginia, Mr. PETERSON of Min­
nesota, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr. 
SALMON, and Mr. SKAGGS. 
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H. Con. Res. 203: Mr. BALDACCI. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the clerk's 
desk and referred as follows: 

58. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 
the Office of the City Clerk, Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, relative to Resolution No. 119 
imploring the United States House of Rep­
resentatives and the United States Senate to 
pass H.R. 1151; to the Committee on Banking 
and Financial Services. 

59. Also, a petition of the City Commission 
of the State of Florida, relative to Resolu­
tion 98-7 petitioning the United States Sen­
ate and House of Representatives to appro­
priate $250,000 to the U.S. Army Corps of En­
gineers so that the Corps can complete the 
plans and specifications for a much needed 
shore protection project; to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

AMENDMENTS 

Under clause 6 of rule XXIII, pro­
posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

R.R. 6 
OFFERED BY: MR. LAZIO OF NEW YORK 

AMENDMENT No. 6: Page 192, after line 10, 
insert the following new section (and con­
form the table of contents accordingly): 
SEC. 430. LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR CHILD CARE 

PROVIDERS. 
(a) PURPOSE.- It is the purpose of this sec­

tion-
(1) to bring more highly trained individuals 

into the early child care profession; and 
(2) to keep more highly trained child care 

providers in the early child care field for 
longer periods of time. 

(b) LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR CIITLD CARE 
PROVIDERS.-Part B (20 u.s.c. 1071 et seq.) is 
amended by inserting after section 428J (as 
added by section 432) (20 U.S.C. 1078-10) the 
following: 
"SEC. 428K. LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR CHD.,D 

CARE PROVIDERS. 
"(a) DEFINITIONS.-In this section: 
"(1) CHILD CARE FACILlTY.-The term 'child 

care facility' means a facility, including a 
home, that-

"(A) provides child care services; and 
"(B) meets applicable State or local gov­

ernment licensing, certification, approval, or 
registration requirements, if any. 

"(2) CIITLD CARE SERVICES.-The term 'child 
care services' means activities and services 
provided for the education and care of chil­
dren from birth through age 5 by an indi­
vidual who has a degree in early childhood 
education. 

"(3) DEGREE.-The term 'degree' means an 
associate's or bachelor's degree awarded by 
an institution of higher education. 

"(4) EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION.-The 
term 'early childhood education' means edu­
cation in the areas of early child education, 
child care, or any other educational area re­
lated to child care that the Secretary deter­
mines appropriate. 

"(b) DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM.-
"(!) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary may carry 

out a demonstration program of assuming 
the obligation to repay, pursuant to sub­
section (c), a loan made, insured or guaran­
teed under this part. or part D (excluding 
loans made under sections 428B and 428C) for 
any new borrower after the date of enact-

ment of the Higher Education Amendments 
of 1998, who-

"(A) completes a degree in early childhood 
education; 

"(B) obtains employment in a child care 
facility; and 

"(C) is working full-time and is earning an 
amount which does not exceed the greater of 
an amount equal to 100 percent of the pov­
erty line for a family of 2 as determined in 
accordance with section 673(2) of the Commu­
nity Services Block Grant Act. 

"(2) AWARD BASIS; PRIORITY.-
"(A) AWARD BASIS.-Subject to subpara­

g-raph (B), loan repayment under this section 
shall be on a first-come, first-served basis 
and subject to the availability of appropria­
tions. 

"(B) PRIORITY.-The Secretary shall give 
priority in providing loan repayment under 
this section for a fiscal year to student bor­
rowers who received loan repayment under 
this section for the preceding fiscal year. 

"(3) REGULATIONS.-The Secretary is au­
thorized to prescribe such regulations as 
may be necessary to carry out the provisions 
of this section. 

"(c) LOAN REPAYMENT.-
"(!) IN GENERAL.- The Secretary shall as­

sume the obligation to repay-
"(A) after the second year of employment 

described in subparagraphs (B) and .(C) of 
subsection (b)(l), 20 percent of the total 
amount of all loans made after date of enact­
ment of the Higher Education Amendments 
of 1998, to a student under this part or part 
D ; 

"(B) after the third year of such employ­
ment, 20 percent of the total amount of all 
such loans; and 

"(C) after each of the fourth and fifth years 
of such employment, 30 percent of the total 
amount of all such loans. 

" (2) CONSTRUCTION.-Nothing in this sec­
tion shall be construed to authorize the re­
funding of any repayment of a loan made 
under this part or part D. 

"(3) INTEREST.-If a portion of a loan is re­
paid by the Secretary under this section for 
any year, the proportionate amount of inter­
est on such loan which accrues for such year 
shall be repaid by the Secretary. 

"(4) SPECIAL RULE.-In the case where a 
student borrower who is not participating in 
loan repayment pursuant to this section re­
turns to an institution of higher education 
after graduation from an institution of high­
er education for the purpose of obtaining a 
degree in early childhood education, the Sec­
retary is authorized to assume the obligation 
to repay the total amount of loans made 
under this part or part D incurred for a max­
imum of two academic years in returning to 
an institution of higher education for the 
purpose of obtaining a degree in early child­
hood education. Such loans shall only be re­
paid for borrowers who qualify for loan re­
payment pursuant to the provisions of this 
section, and shall be repaid in accordance 
with the provisions of paragraph (1). 

"(5) INELIGIBILITY OF NATIONAL SERVICE 
AWARD RECIPIENTS.-No student borrower 
may, for the same volunteer service, receive 
a benefit under both this section and subtitle 
D of title I of the National and Community 
Service Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12601 et seq.). 

" (d) REPAYMENT TO ELIGIBLE LENDERS.­
The Secretary shall pay to each eligible 
lender or holder for each fiscal year an 
amount equal to the aggregate amount of 
loans which are subject to repayment pursu­
ant to this section for such year. 

" (e) APPLICATION FOR REPAYMENT.-
"(!) IN GENERAL.-Each eligible individual 

desiring loan repayment under this section 

shall submit a complete and accurate appli­
cation to the Secretary at such time, in such 
manner, and containing such information as 
the Secretary may require. 

"(2) CONDITIONS.-An eligible individual 
may apply for loan repayment under this 
section after completing each year of quali­
fying employment. The borrower shall re­
ceive forbearance while engaged in quali­
fying employment unless the borrower is in 
deferment while so engaged. 

"(f) EVALUATION.-
"(!) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary shall con­

duct, by grant or contract, an independent 
national evaluation of the impact of the 
demonstration program assisted under this 
section on the field of early childhood edu­
cation. 

"(2) COMPETITIVE BASIS.-The grant or con­
tract described in subsection (a) shall be 
awarded on a competitive basis. 

"(3) CONTENTS.-The evaluation described 
in this subsection shall-

"(A) determine the number of individuals 
who were encouraged by the demonstration 
program assisted under this section to pur­
sue early childhood education; 

"(B) determine the number of individuals 
who remain employed in a child care facility 
as a result of participation in the program; 

"(C) identify the barriers to the effective­
ness of the program; 

"(D) assess the cost-effectiveness of the 
program in improving the quality of­

"(i) early childhood education; and 
"(ii) child care services; 
" (E) identify the reasons why participants 

in the program have chosen to take part in 
the program; 

"(F) identify the number of individuals 
participating in the program who received an 
associate's degree and the number of such in­
dividuals who received a bachelor's degree; 
and 

"(G) identify the number of years each in­
dividual participates in the program. 

"(4) INTERIM AND FINAL EVALUATION RE­
PORTS.-The Secretary shall prepare and sub­
mit to the President and the Congress such 
interim reports regarding the evaluation de­
scribed in this subsection as the Secretary 
deems appropriate, and shall prepare and so 
submit a final report regarding the evalua­
tion by January 1, 2002. 

"(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.­
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for fiscal 
year 1999, and such sums as may be necessary 
for each of the 4 succeeding fiscal years.". 

H.R. 6 
OFFERED BY: MR. LAZIO OF NEW YORK 

AMENDMENT No. 7: Page 192, after line 10, 
insert the following new section (and con­
form the table of contents accordingly): 
SEC. 430. LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR CHILD CARE 

PROVIDERS. 
(a) PURPOSE.-It is the purpose of this sec­

tion-
(1) to bring more highly trained individuals 

into the early child care profession; and 
(2) to keep more highly trained child care 

providers in the early child care field for 
longer periods of time. 

(b) LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR CHILD CARE 
PROVIDERS.- Part B (20 u.s.c. 1071 et seq.) is 
amended by inserting after section 428J (as 
added by section 432) (20 U.S.C. 1078-10) the 
following: 
"SEC. 428K. LOAN FORGIVENESS FOR CHILD 

CARE PROVIDERS. 
"(a) DEFINITIONS.-In this section: 
"(1) CHILD CARE FACILITY.-The term 'child 

care facility' means a facility, including a 
home, that-
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. " (A) provides child care services; and 

" (B) meets applicable State or local gov­
ernment licensing, certification, approval, or 
registration requirements, if any. 

"(2) CHILD CARE SERVICES.- The term 'child 
care services' means activities and services 
provided for the education and care of chil­
dren from birth through age 5 by an indi­
vidual who has a degree in early childhood 
education. 

" (3) DEGREE.-The term 'degree' means an 
associate's or bachelor's degree awarded by 
an institution of higher education. 

" (4) EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION.- The 
term 'early childhood education' means edu­
cation in the areas of early child education, 
child care, or any other educational area re­
lated to child care that the Secretary deter­
mines appropriate. 

" (b) DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM.-
" (l) IN GENERAL.- The Secretary may carry 

out a demonstration program of assuming 
the obligation to repay, pursuant to sub­
section (c), a loan made, insured or guaran­
teed under this part or part D (excluding 
loans made under sections 428B and 428C) for 
any new borrower after the date of enact­
ment of the Higher Education Amendments 
of 1998, who-

" (A) completes a degree in early childhood 
education; and 

" (B) obtains employment in a child care 
facility. 

" (2) AWARD BASIS; PRIORITY.-
"(A) AWARD BASIS.- Subject to subpara­

graph (B), loan repayment under this section 
shall be on a first-come, first-served basis 
and subject to the availability of appropria­
tions. 

"(B) PRIORITY.-The Secretary shall give 
priority in providing loan repayment under 
this section for a fiscal year to student bor­
rowers who received loan repayment under 
this section for the preceding fiscal year. 

"(3) REGULATIONS.-The Secretary is au­
thorized to prescribe such regulations as 
may be necessary to carry out the provisions 
of this section. 

" (c) LOAN REPAYMENT.-
" (l) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary shall as­

sume the obligation to repay-
" (A) after the second year of employment 

described in subparagraphs (B) and (C) of 
subsection (b)(l), 20 percent of the total 
amount of all loans made after date of enact­
ment of the Higher Education Amendments 
of 1998, to a student under this part or part 
D; . 

"(B) after the third year of such employ­
ment, 20 percent of the total amount of all 
such loans; and 

" (C) after each of the fourth and fifth years 
of such employment, 30 percent of the total 
amount of all such loans. 

"(2) CONSTRUCTION.-Nothing in this sec­
tion shall be construed to authorize the re­
funding of any repayment of a loan made 
under this part or part D. 

" (3) INTEREST.- If a portion of a loan is re­
paid by the Secretary under this section for 

any year, the proportionate amount of inter­
est on such loan which accrues for such year 
shall be repaid by the Secretary. 

"(4) SPECIAL RULE.-In the case where a 
student borrower who is not participating in 
loan repayment pursuant to this section re­
turns to an institution of higher education 
after graduation from an institution of high­
er education for the purpose of obtaining a 
degree in early childhood education, the Sec­
retary is authorized to assume the obligation 
to repay the total amount of loans made 
under this part or part D incurred for a max­
imum of two academic years in returning to 
an institution of higher education for the 
purpose of obtaining a degree in early child­
hood education. Such loans shall only be re­
paid for borrowers who qualify for loan re­
payment pursuant to the provisions of this 
section, and shall be repaid in accordance 
with the provisions of paragraph (1). 

"(5) INELIGIBILITY OF NATIONAL SERVICE 
AWARD RECIPIENTS.-No student borrower 
may, for the same volunteer service, receive 
a benefit under both this section and subtitle 
D of title I of the National and Community 
Service Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12601 et seq.). 

" (d) REPAYMENT TO ELIGIBLE LENDERS.­
The Secretary shall pay to each eligible 
lender or holder for each fiscal year an 
amount equal to the aggregate amount of 
loans which are subject to repayment pursu­
ant to this section for such year. 

" (e) APPLICATION FOR REPAYMENT.-
" (!) IN GENERAL.-Each eligible individual 

desiring loan repayment under this section 
shall submit a complete and accurate appli­
cation to the Secretary at such time, in such 
manner, and containing such information as 
the Secretary may require. 

"(2) CONDITIONS.-An eligible individual 
may apply for loan repayment under this 
section after completing each year of quali­
fying employment. The borrower shall re­
ceive forbearance while engaged in quali­
fying employment unless the borrower is in 
deferment while so engaged. 

"(f) EVALUA'l'ION.-
" (l) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary shall con­

duct, by grant or contract, an independent 
national evaluation of the impact of the 
demonstration program assisted under this 
section on the field of early childhood edu­
cation. 

"(2) COMPETITIVE BASIS.-The grant or con­
tract described in subsection (a) shall be 
awarded on a competitive basis. 

" (3) CONTENTS.-The evaluation described 
in this subsection shall- , 

" (A) determine the number of individuals 
who were encouraged by the demonstration 
program assisted under this section to pur­
sue early childhood education; 

" (B) determine the number of individuals 
who remain employed in a child care facility 
as a result of participation in the program; 

" (C) identify the barriers to the effective­
ness of the program; 

" (D) assess the cost-effectiveness of the 
program in improving the quality of-

"( i) early childhood education; and 
"( ii ) child care services; 
" (E) identify the reasons why participants 

in the program have chosen to take part in 
the program; 

"(F) identify the number of individuals 
participating in the program who received an 
associate's degree and the number of such in­
dividuals who received a bachelor's degree; 
and 

"(G) identify the number of years each in­
dividual participates in the program. 

" (4) INTERIM AND FINAL EVALUATION RE­
PORTS.- The Secretary shall prepare and sub­
mit to the President and the Congress such 
interim reports regarding the evaluation de­
scribed in this subsection as the Secretary 
deems appropriate, and shall prepare and so 
submit a final report regarding the evalua­
tion by January 1, 2002. 

"(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.­
There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for fiscal 
year 1999, and such sums as may be necessary 
for each of the 4 succeeding fiscal years.". 

H.R. 6 

OFFERED BY: MR. RIGGS 
AMENDMENT No. 8: Page 246, line 23, after 

the period insert close quotation marks and 
" ; and' ', and strike line 24 and all that fol­
lows through line 5 on page 247. 

H.R. 6 

OFFERED BY: MR. RIGGS 
AMENDMENT No. 9: At the end of the Bill, 

add the following new title: 
TITLE XI-DISCRIMINATION AND 

PREFERENTIAL TREATMENT 
SEC. 1101. PROHIBITION AGAINST DISCRIMINA­

TION AND PREFERENTIAL TREAT· 
MENT. 

(a) PROHIBITION.-No institution of higher 
education that participates in any program 
authorized under the Higher Education Act 
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.) shall, in con­
nection with admission to such institution, 
discriminate against, or grant preferential 
treatment to, any person or group based on 
whole or in part on the race, sex, color, eth­
nicity, or national origin of such person or 
group. 

(b) EXCEPTION.-This section does not 
apply to any institution of undergraduate 
higher education which is a private institu­
tion that traditionally and continually from 
its establisbmep.t bas had a policy of admit­
ting only students of one sex. 

(c) OUTREACH ACTIVITIES PERMITTED.-Sub­
section (a) does not prohibit or limit any ef­
fort by an institution of higher education to 
encourage and recruit qualified women and 
minorities to seek admission to such institu­
tion if such recruitment or encouragement 
does not involve granting preferential treat­
ment, in selecting any person for admission, 
that is based in whole or in part on race, sex, 
color, ethnicity, or national origin. 


