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KC–10 composite wing, a major air combat
command base with more than 4,600 person-
nel who provide logistics support for the 916th
Air Refueling Wing.

General Grime served with distinction from
February to August 1994 as the commander
of the 4404th Composite Wing at Dhahran Air
Base in Saudi Arabia. He has also presided
over the addition of the national training mis-
sion for the F–15E—giving Seymour Johnson
the world’s largest compliment of this state-of-
the-art weapons system. Also under his com-
mand, the 4th Wing received the highest rat-
ing during the air combat command oper-
ational readiness inspection, thus establishing
a new standard of excellence for the U.S. Air
Force.

As if his operational contributions have not
been enough, General Grime distinguished
himself in reaching out to the civilian commu-
nity of the Goldsboro area. This was shown in
an increase in base tours and by over 94,000
hours of volunteer work by service members
in Wayne County in 1994 alone. Indeed, Gen-
eral Grime has made a big difference in the
lives of many—and there are plenty of per-
sonal testimonies supporting it. From all of us
who have worked with General Grime, we join
in bidding him a fond farewell. Thank you, Jeff
Grime, for your friendship and extraordinary
contributions to Goldsboro-Wayne County,
NC, and to our Nation.
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A TRIBUTE TO THEO JACKSON, AN
EXAMPLE OF EXCELLENCE IN
DEDICATION

HON. WALTER R. TUCKER III
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 27, 1995

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, in this world
there are those people who dedicate them-
selves to the work ethic, and the needs of oth-
ers.

Mr. Speaker, Theo Jackson is such a per-
son.

Theo has dedicated himself to the needs of
American Airlines, starting some 26 years ago.

Theo uprooted his family for his company,
and came west to assume the role of general
manager at the Oakland Airport.

Mr. Speaker, Theo gave of his time above
and beyond the call of duty, sacrificing family
time and personal wants for the benefit of his
company. He also dedicated himself to the
community, becoming involved in various ac-
tivities to make a difference and an impact.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay tribute to a
gentleman who exemplifies the type of dedica-
tion so needed in America today, Mr. Theo
Jackson.
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HONORING SENATOR BARRY
LEVEY ON THE OCCASION OF HIS
RETIREMENT

HON. PAUL E. GILLMOR
OF OHIO
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Tuesday, June 27, 1995

Mr. GILLMOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
pay tribute to an outstanding citizen of Ohio.
State senator and chairman of the senate judi-

ciary committee, Barry Levey is retiring after a
distinguished career in service to the people of
Ohio.

I had the privilege of serving in the Ohio
State Senate while Barry served in the Ohio
House of Representatives during the 1960’s
and again when he joined the State senate in
1987. I can tell you Barry has been a strong
advocate and outstanding friend to southwest-
ern Ohio. Barry’s aggressive leadership has
been crucial in promoting the concerns of the
citizens of this area.

Barry holds the distinction of being the only
member in Ohio history to be the chairman of
both the senate and house judiciary commit-
tees. He is a graduate of Middletown High
School, the University of Michigan, and the
Ohio State University College of Law. This
former officer in the U.S. Army Judge Advo-
cate General Corps was first elected to the
Ohio House of Representatives in 1962 and
served in that body until 1970. After a suc-
cessful career in banking and business, Barry
returned to public service in 1987 as a State
senator. Throughout his distinguished tenure,
Barry has demonstrated his deep faith in, and
dedication to, upholding the principles of
American democracy. He has been a strong
advocate for education and has been recog-
nized for his efforts on behalf of controlling
government spending.

Mr. Speaker, we have often heard that
America works because of the unselfish con-
tributions of her citizens. I know that Ohio is
a much better place to live because of the
dedication and countless hours of effort given
by Senator Barry Levey over the years. While
Barry is leaving his official capacity as State
senator, I know he will continue to be actively
involved in those causes dear to him.

I ask my colleagues to join in paying a spe-
cial tribute to my friend, Senator Barry Levey’s
record of personal accomplishments and wish-
ing him, his wife Marilee, and their three chil-
dren all the best in the years ahead.
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THE 1995 CONGRESSIONAL HIGH
SCHOOL ARTS COMPETITION

HON. STENY H. HOYER
OF MARYLAND
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Tuesday, June 27, 1995

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
mark the opening of the 14th annual congres-
sional high school arts exhibition, entitled ‘‘An
Artistic Discovery.’’ This competition, which is
held in congressional districts throughout the
country, with the winning entry being displayed
in the U.S. Capitol, is designed to recognize
the creative talents of young Americans.

This event is an inspiration to many young
artists, Mr. Speaker. I recently received a let-
ter from the parents of Dan Sutherland, the
winner of the arts competition in the Fifth Con-
gressional District of Maryland in 1984. In this
letter, which I would like to share with my col-
leagues, Ann and Doug Sutherland of Green-
belt write:

Our son Dan was your district’s selection
in 1984. This recognition from outside his
realm of family, friends, and school helped
give him the assurance to decide to pursue
art as a career. He won art scholarships as an
undergraduate at James Madison University
and as a graduate student at Syracuse Uni-
versity. Dan moved to Texas with his wife,

and began as an adjunct instructor at the
University of Texas, Austin. This month
(May, 1995) Dan was selected from among 400
applicants for a teaching and painting/draw-
ing position on the University of Texas fac-
ulty.

Encouragement from this type of competi-
tion is important, particularly in a field like
art where so many people tell youngsters,
‘‘You can’t make a living in art.’’ Be assured
that this program and your contribution to
it was an important stepping stone in our
son’s evolving career as an artist.

Mr. Speaker, the artistic heritage of our
country is dependent upon our young artists
and I would like to congratulate this year’s arts
competition winners from the Fifth Congres-
sional District: First place—Rina Wiedenhoeft,
a student at Eleanor Roosevelt High School in
Greenbelt, for her winning watercolor entry en-
titled, ‘‘Self-portrait.’’

Second place (tie)—Erik Minter, a student at
Thomas Stone High School in Waldorf, for his
oil painting entitled, ‘‘Mason Dixon Door,’’ and
Alicia Pirner of Northern High School in Cal-
vert County for her colored pencil drawing en-
titled, ‘‘Mediterranean Villa.’’

Third place (tie)—Greg Paterno, a student
at Leonardtown High School for his acrylic
painting of football players in action entitled,
‘‘4th and 1;’’ and Khalise Holmes of Laurel
High School in Prince Georges County for a li-
noleum block print entitled, ‘‘Still Life With
Flowers.’’

I hope my colleagues will join me in saluting
these talented individuals. These young artists
enrich our cultural traditions, and through this
competition we continue to encourage their
creative energies.
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WE THE PEOPLE * * * THE CITIZEN
AND THE CONSTITUTION

HON. EDWARD J. MARKEY
OF MASSACHUSETTS
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Tuesday, June 27, 1995

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today on
the occasion of the national conference in
Washington of We the People * * * the Citi-
zen and the Constitution to congratulate the
teachers and educational administrators who
have participated in and led this highly effec-
tive program.

We the People * * * the Citizen and the
Constitution is a program of the Center for
Civil Education, and is funded by the U.S. De-
partment of Education by act of Congress.
The program teaches the principles of the
U.S. Constitution. It does so by engaging stu-
dents at the upper elementary, middle, and
high school levels in group research, study
and debate on the central issues and ques-
tions which shaped our Constitution.

Marie Gosnell is a ninth grade civics teacher
at Medford High School. Her honors class pre-
sented their hearing project to parents and
teachers this past May after finishing six units
of the We the People * * * national curricu-
lum. Mrs. Gosnell finds it to be, ‘‘among the
most exciting programs, involving students
deeply, preparing them for citizenship, and
giving them a rich understanding of why our
government functions as it does.’’

We the People is an example of how coordi-
nation and consultation among Federal and
State education officials and teachers can
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produce a national program which addresses
the fundamental issues of civics education.
The excitement generated by this program
should be emphasized, especially in the face
of recent attacks by some groups on the De-
partment of Education and on any national
educational coordination or standards in the
name of local control.

The program also builds links between pub-
lic officials, businesses, parents, educators,
and students. Former Chief Justice of the Su-
preme Court, the late Warren Burger, called it
‘‘one of the most extensive and effective pro-
grams for the education of young Americans
about our constitutional system of government
and the principles and values it represents.’’ I
and members of my staff have visited schools
to support the program’s goal of directly in-
volving legislators.

Once again, I congratulate the organizers,
teachers and students of the We the People
program.
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RETURN TO STRONGER 5 MPH
BUMPER STANDARD

HON. ANTHONY C. BEILENSON
OF CALIFORNIA
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Tuesday, June 27, 1995

Mr. BEILENSON. Mr. Speaker, today I am
reintroducing legislation I have proposed be-
fore to restore automobile bumper protection
standards to the 5-mile-per-hour requirement
that was in force when the Reagan administra-
tion took office in 1981.

Beginning in 1978, new cars were equipped
with bumpers capable of withstanding any
damage in accidents occurring at 5 miles per
hour or less. That action was taken in accord-
ance with the Motor Vehicle Information and
Cost Savings Act of 1972, which requires the
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
[NHTSA] to set a bumper standard that
‘‘seek(s) to obtain the maximum feasible re-
duction of cost to the public and to the
consumer.’’

As part of the Reagan administration’s effort
to ease what it called the regulatory burden on
the automobile industry, NHTSA reduced the
standard to 2.5 miles per hour in 1982, claim-
ing that weaker bumpers would be lighter, and
would therefore cost less to install and re-
place, and would provide better fuel economy.
This supposedly meant a consumer would
save money over the life of a car, since the
lower purchase and fuel costs should out-
weigh the occasionally higher cost of any acci-
dent. The administration promised at the time
to provide bumper data to consumers, so that
car buyers could make informed choices about
the amount they wished to spend for extra
bumper protection.

This experiment has been a total failure.
None of the anticipated benefits of a weaker
bumper standard has materialized. Crash tests
conducted by the Insurance Institute for High-
way Safety [IIHS] have shown year after year
that bumper performance has little or nothing
to do with bumper weight or car price. Lighter
bumpers seem to perform just as well as
heavier ones in accidents, and bumpers on in-
expensive autos perform just as well as or
better than the bumpers on expensive autos.
In fact, some of the heaviest and most expen-
sive bumpers serve no energy-absorbing pur-

pose at all. Adding insult to injury, NHTSA has
virtually ignored its promise to make adequate
crash safety and damage information available
to consumers.

What has happened is that consumers are
spending hundreds of millions of dollars in
extra repair costs and higher insurance pre-
miums because of the extra damage incurred
in low-speed accidents. In IIHS’s latest series
of 5-mile-per-hour crash tests, all but 1 of the
14 1995 midsize four-door models tested sus-
tained damage that ranged up to $1,056 in the
two crash tests this legislation would restore
as a standard. That is a Federal standard that
cars were required to withstand without any
damage at all. Worse yet, the lowest total
damage repair cost for IIHS’s four crash
tests—all at 5 miles per hour was $1,433; and
3 of the 14 cars ended up with more than
$3,000 damage in those 4 tests at 5 miles per
hour. That a consumer would be faced with
this amount of damage after an accident oc-
curring at 5 miles per hour is both offensive
and totally unnecessary.

There is no doubt that consumers over-
whelmingly favor a stricter bumper standard, a
survey conducted in 1992 by the Insurance
Research Council found that almost 70 per-
cent of respondents said cars should have
bumpers that provide protection in low speed
collisions, and over 80 percent said they
would choose protective bumpers over stylish
bumpers. Surely no one buying a new car
would prefer the extra inconvenience and cost
associated with damage sustained in low-
speed accidents with weaker bumpers to the
virtually negligible additional cost, if any, of
stronger bumpers.

Both Consumers Union, which has peti-
tioned NHTSA unsuccessfully to rescind the
change, and the Center for Auto Safety
strongly support Federal legislation requiring a
return to the 5-miles-per-hour bumper stand-
ard. The insurance industry also strongly be-
lieves rolling back the bumper standard was
an irresponsible move, and supports a strong-
er standard as a way of controlling auto insur-
ance costs.

Mr. Speaker, the Reagan administration
made a serious, costly mistake when it rolled
back the bumper standard. It has cost con-
sumers many hundreds of millions of dollars,
with no offsetting benefit at all. Some manu-
facturers have continued voluntarily to supply
the stronger bumpers. But car buyers, who
cannot look at a bumper system and judge
how it would perform, have no easy way of
knowing whether cars have the stronger or
weaker bumpers.

Restablishing the 5-miles-per-hour bumper
standard would be the most effective and
easiest measure Congress could approve this
year to reduce excessive automobile insur-
ance costs. We can save consumers hun-
dreds of millions of dollars by a re-instating a
proven regulation that worked well in actual
practice. We cannot allow rhetoric about the
burden of Government regulation and the ad-
vantages of free market economics to blind us
to the reality of the unnecessary costs of
minor automobile accidents. It is long past
time to restore rationality to automobile bump-
er protection standards.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to join
me in supporting this proposal to restore the
5-mile-per-hour bumper standard.

A RUMMAGE SALE ON THE
ENVIRONMENT

HON. GEORGE MILLER
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, June 27, 1995

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. Speaker, each
day we seem to have a clearer view of ways
in which the Republican Congress intends to
attempt to balance our Nation’s budget—and
this week’s action by the House Interior Ap-
propriations Subcommittee is an alarming indi-
cation that it will be our Nation’s most valuable
natural resources that will play a major role in
this balancing act.

As a recent San Francisco Chronicle edi-
torial laments the subcommittee’s actions ap-
pears to be ‘‘a national rummage sale, the ef-
fect of which will be to privatize, commer-
cialize, pollute, and consume America’s natu-
ral heritage.’’

I believe that those of us who have worked
for years to protect our natural resources
would agree with the Chronicle’s view that
such actions are ‘‘a sell-out, pure and simple.’’

I commend the following editorial to my col-
leagues’ attention:
[From the San Francisco Chronicle, June 22,

1995]
A RUMMAGE SALE ON THE ENVIRONMENT

Now we know how the Republican Congress
is going to balance the budget: auction off
the nation’s most valuable natural re-
sources, along with its own votes, to the
highest bidder.

Make no mistake, the legislation on off-
shore oil and gas leasing and the East Mo-
jave National Preserve that passed the House
Appropriations Subcommittee Tuesday is
part and parcel of a giant national rummage
sale, the effect of which will be to privatize,
commercialize, pollute and consume Ameri-
ca’s natural heritage.

It is a sell-out, pure and simple.
The congressional assault on natural re-

sources is far from being limited to the
coasts and the desert. The House budget plan
calls for selling—or even giving away—vast
tracts of national forests, and other House
legislation would set up a commission to
study the closure of national parks.

Still other proposals call for turning na-
tional wildlife areas over to the states to do
with as they please. And an amendment to
the vetoed budget rescission act, that would
have doubled the cutting of timber in na-
tional forests while suspending all environ-
mental protections, has risen from its well
deserved grave and is heading back to the
president’s desk.

In April, President Clinton promised to
veto any bill that compromises America’s
clean water, clean air and toxic waste laws.
If he is as good as his word, every single one
of these ecological nightmares must be ve-
toed if and when they reach his desk.

Let’s look at just three of them.
The so-called ‘‘logging without laws’’

amendment to the rescission bill would vir-
tually hand national forest management
over to timber barons with chain saws.

Ostensibly intended to expedite salvage
logging of dead and dying trees, it would di-
rect the U.S. Forest Service and the Bureau
of Land Management to cut more than 6.2
million board-feet over the next 18 months
with no regard to the protections stipulated
in the National Environmental Policy Act,
the National Forest Management Act, the
Clean Water Act or the Endangered Species
Act.
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