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The House met at 10 a.m.

PRAYER
The Chaplain, Rev. James David
Ford, D.D., offered the following
prayer:

Remind us always, O gracious God,
that Your blessings and redemptive
power are showered on all the people
from every background and every na-
tion. While we attempt to serve with
enthusiasm and zeal in our place and
time, may we never act with undue
pride about our responsibility, but
rather go about our work with humil-
ity and diligence. Encourage us to
focus on the goals of justice with an at-
titude of mercy for in so doing we will
truly be Your people. In Your name, we
pray. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

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

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. TRAFICANT] come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. TRAFICANT led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

| pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recog-
nize Members for twenty 1-minute
speeches on each side.

SAFETY AND HEALTH IMPROVE-
MENT AND REGULATORY RE-
FORM ACT OF 1995

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

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker,
today, along with 55 of my colleagues,
I am introducing the Safety and Health
Improvement and Regulatory Reform
Act of 1995. The legislation will com-
prehensively change the Federal Occu-
pational Safety and Health Act
[OSHA]. Few Federal programs are in
need of change as much as this one.

I believe that OSHA has become fun-
damentally misdirected, and instead of
promoting and encouraging workplace
safety and health, OSHA has become
known for issuing silly regulations and
is preoccupied with collecting fines
from unsuspecting employers. It is
time to add some common sense to
OSHA'’s regulations and focus on pro-
moting safety in the workplace.

Legislation that | am introducing
today targets 50 percent of OSHA'’s
funding toward consultation, training,
education, and compliance assistance
programs. Other important changes in-
clude adopting the regulatory reform
measures already approved by the
House, and giving employers the oppor-
tunity to fix alleged safety and health
violations prior to the issuance of a ci-
tation. Finally, to save taxpayer dol-
lars, this bill proposes the merger of
the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration with the Mine Safety
and Health Administration—without
compromising workplace safety.

I welcome your cosponsorship of this
much needed legislation.

NEW YORK BAR ASSOCIATION OP-
POSES CHANGING BURDEN OF
PROOF IN TAX CASE

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

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, the
New York State Bar Association has
come out against H.R. 390. They are
against changing the burden of proof in
a tax case. The New York State Bar As-
sociation says taxpayers should remain
guilty and prove themselves innocent.

That is really no surprise. Bar asso-
ciations oppose it. IRS commissioners
oppose it. IRS agents oppose it. Many
lawyers oppose it. The only real sup-
port my bill has is 95 percent of the
American people, the most widely sup-
ported bill in the country.

Mr. Speaker, | think it is time that
we tell the bar associations and the
IRS to shove their opinions up their
cash cows. It is time to change the bur-
den of proof in a tax case. They can in
fact document those admissions they
make on our tax form in the adminis-
trative process, but when it gets into
court, the foundation of our Constitu-
tion is you are innocent until proven
guilty and, damn it, a taxpayer should
be treated like everybody else.

THE PRESIDENT JOINS THE
BUDGET DEBATE

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

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, let me
just say that the President’s speech
last night was fabulous. Bill Clinton
was his usual polished self. He was con-
vincing, sincere, and articulate. |
would argue that Bill Clinton has a
rare gift for making speeches.
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But let us not forget one crucial
thing. With Bill Clinton, there is al-
ways a huge difference between reality
and his speeches.

Let me illustrate. During his cam-
paign for the Presidency, Bill Clinton
argued passionately for deficit reduc-
tion and the need to balance the budg-
et. In fact, in June 1992, Bill Clinton
told Larry King that he would present
a plan to balance the budget in 5 years.
This never happened.

For the last 3 years, the President
has introduced budgets that called for
more deficit spending, not less.

His last budget, the one he just re-
jected last night, calls for $200 billion
deficits well into the next century.

Mr. Speaker, we are glad he wants to
get into the debate, but I urge every-
one to keep in mind the difference be-
tween Mr. Clinton’s speeches and his
actions.

PRESIDENT COMMENDED FOR
TOUGH STAND AGAINST JAPA-
NESE AUTOMAKERS

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

Mr. VOLKMER. Mr. Speaker, | rise
to congratulate President Bill Clinton
for the very tough and long awaited
stand he has taken against Japanese
automakers. | applaud his decision to
place a 100-percent tariff on Japanese
luxury automobiles until they allow
American cars and parts to be im-
ported without unfair barriers. For
years and years | have watched Presi-
dent after President threaten and warn
Japan about their unfair trade prac-
tices, but finally President Clinton has
ended the threats and has taken the de-
cisive action that has been needed for
many years. Cars and car parts account
for most of the huge United States
trade deficit we have with Japan, yet
despite negotiations in good faith
Japan has refused to remove the bar-
riers that prevent United States auto-
makers to compete. President Clinton
has a record that clearly shows he is
open to free trade, but now at the same
time he shows he is willing to take
forceful action against foreign unfair-
ness. | applaud the President for this
decisive action, and ask my colleagues
to support him in this bold and appro-
priate action.

THE CHANGING PRESIDENTIAL
WINDS

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

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, we all should
welcome the President to the budget
debate—and hope that this time, the
shift in Presidential winds will be a
lasting one. In announcing that “It’s
time to clean up this mess,”” the Presi-
dent made big news. It is not hard to
see why such a proclamation, coming
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from the President of the United
States, makes headline news.

Four months ago, when the President
submitted his official budget to Con-
gress with no plan for bringing about
fiscal balance, he clearly did not think
the time had arrived to clean up the
mess. Even more interesting is that,
after signing into law the largest tax
increase in history in 1993, the Presi-
dent declared that he had taken the
necessary steps to clean up the mess.

The President’s changing view on
this subject has been somewhat of a
whirlwind. But today, even though the
President’s plan is 3 years later and a
half trillion dollars shorter than the
Republican plan to balance the budget,
we welcome him to the debate.

MEDICARE

(Mr. BARCIA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. BARCIA. Mr. Speaker, | am deep-
ly concerned about the proposed
changes to the Medicare Program. Tak-
ing away funding from Medicare, which
benefits 35 million aged and disabled
Americans, is an unacceptable act of
Congress.

I have heard from hundreds of senior
citizens from my district urging me to
maintain and preserve their Medicare
benefits. Our elderly Americans have
worked too hard for their future. To
dismantle the program they depend on
for their health care needs would be
devastating.

Medicare provides an invaluable and
irreplaceable security for seniors. With
the population of older Americans
growing every year, Medicare must be
strengthened and decisions must be
made to support the program not break
it down. The future of Medicare is crit-
ical not only for seniors but for all
Americans who will someday need it.

Although Congress must strive to-
ward a balanced budget and address the
solvency of Medicare, let us turn to
other programs for cuts, not our sen-
iors.

Older Americans deserve our support. Bal-
ancing the budget is no easy task and it will
require tough decisions that | am willing to
make. But making our senior citizens struggle
to pay for health insurance is not a choice |
am willing to make.

DETAILS OF PRESIDENT’S BUDGET
YET TO COME

(Mr. JONES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, remember
the first budget that the President sent
to Congress this year. It came up for a
vote on the Senate floor and was de-
feated 99 to 0—yes, 99 to 0. Not one
Democrat supported his budget.

Now, the President tells us that he
has seen the light. He has realized that
the American people really do want to
balance the budget. So, at the end of
the process, he has finally jumped on
board—we hope.
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Where are the details? Where is the
fine print?

It is easy to stand up and talk the
talk, but it takes real leadership to
walk the walk. Republicans have
shown that leadership through our bal-
anced budget plan.

Mr. Speaker, we hope the President
will soon show us the details of his
plan.

CAMPAIGN FINANCE

(Mrs. MALONEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, last
weekend in New Hampshire, a shake of
hands promised to shake up a system
in dire need of shaking up.

With a handshake, the President and
the Speaker implicitly endorsed a bill
that Representatives JOHNSON,
MEEHAN, and | introduced earlier this
year to reform campaign finance laws.

For 20 years, Congress has failed mis-
erably in its efforts to reform Federal
elections, to level the playing field be-
tween challengers and incumbents.

Americans want elections instead of
auctions.

Our bill is modeled closely after the
law which created the military base
closing commission.

The commission would be mandated
to examine all key principles of cam-
paign finance reform.

The commission would present Con-
gress with a bill for a straight up-or-
down vote.

Mr. Speaker, it is time to turn the
promise of a handshake into the reality
of law.

AFFIRMATIVE ACTION

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

Mr. FRANKS of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, | have been opposed to racial
and gender based set-asides and pref-
erential treatment throughout my ca-
reer, but | believe that we must main-
tain and/or strengthen three aspects of
our equal opportunity laws:

First, we must ensure that opportu-
nities are made known and are acces-
sible to all Americans, followed by fair
competition.

Second, we must continue to have a
mechanism to determine whether an
entity has violated antidiscrimination
laws.

Third, we must strengthen the en-
forcement aspect of our equal oppor-
tunity laws. Enforcement should be
swift and severe.

However, Mr. Speaker, if set-asides
and preferential treatment are not re-
moved from the authorization and ap-
propriation bills, | will attempt to
offer amendments on the House floor to
eliminate them all. | do so not to fuel
the debate on affirmative action but to
help ensure closure on this potentially
divisive and emotional issue.
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