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The bill would be effective for dece-
dents dying after December 31, 1995.

By Mr. ROBB:

S. 911. A bill to authorize the Sec-
retary to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise
trade of the United States for the ves-
sel Sea Mistress; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

CERTIFICATION OF DOCUMENTATION

LEGISLATION

e Mr. ROBB. Mr. President, | am intro-
ducing a bill today to authorize the
Coast Guard to issue the appropriate
endorsement for the vessel Sea Mis-
tress—U.S. official number 696806—to
engage in the coastwise trade. This leg-
islation is necessary to resolve a lapse
in the Sea Mistress’s chain of title.

The Sea Mistress was built in the
United States in Louisville, KY, by
Aluminum Cruisers, Inc. It is a 41-foot,
high-speed houseboat, which is cur-
rently being refurbished in the United
States for the excursion tourboat
trade. In 1984, the Internal Revenue
Service, seized the vessel to secure an
unpaid tax debt incurred by the origi-
nal owner of the vessel. This seizure
has left a gap in the chain of title of
the vessel. The Coast Guard has in-
formed the owner of Occoquan Tours
that if the gap is left unresolved, a
coastwise endorsement cannot be is-
sued for the vessel, even though the
owner is a U.S. citizen and the vessel
was built in the United States and is
being refurbished locally.

The Congress passes a number of
these technical bills every year. The
Sea Mistress was part of a package of
similar legislative waivers which
passed the House of Representatives
October of last year, but failed to be
enacted prior to the end of the session.
I’m introducing the bill today so that
the Senate Commerce Committee may
act upon it with the upcoming coast-
wise bill this session.e

By Mr. KOHL:

S. 912. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 with respect to
the eligibility of veterans for mortgage
revenue bond financing, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

MORTGAGE REVENUE BOND FINANCING
LEGISLATION

® Mr. KOHL. Mr. President, | introduce
a modified version of legislation | in-
troduced in February, S. 417, which will
help Wisconsin and several other
States, including Oregon, Texas, Alas-
ka, and California, extend one of our
most successful veterans programs to
Persian Gulf war participants and oth-
ers. This legislation will amend the eli-
gibility requirements for mortgage rev-
enue bond financing for State veterans
housing programs.

Wisconsin uses this tax-exempt bond
authority to assist veterans in pur-
chasing their first home. Under rules
adopted by Congress in 1984, this pro-
gram excluded from eligibility veter-
ans who served after 1977. This bill
would remove that restriction.
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Wisconsin and the other eligible
States simply want to maintain a prin-
ciple that we in the Senate have also
strived to uphold—that veterans of the
Persian Gulf war should not be treated
less generously than those of past
wars. This bill will make that pos-
sible.®

By Mr. HATCH (for himself, Mr.
INOUYE, Mr. MCcCAIN, and Mr.
BENNETT):

S. 913. A bill to amend section 17 of
the Act of August 27, 1954 (25 U.S.C.
677p), relating to the distribution and
taxation of assets and earnings, to
clarify that distributions of rents and
royalties derived from assets held in
continued trust by the Government,
and paid to the mixed-blood members
of the Ute Indian tribe, their Ute In-
dian heirs, or Ute Indian legatees, are
not subject to Federal or State tax-
ation at the time of distribution, and
for other purposes; to the Committee
on Finance.

THE MIXED BLOOD UTE INDIAN TAX STATUS ACT

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, | am
joined today by my colleagues, Sen-
ators INOUYE, McCAIN, and BENNETT, to
introduce a bill of great importance to
the mixed-blood Utes, a native popu-
lation of my home State of Utah.

This limited legislation will restore
the tax status of the mixed blood Ute
Indians with regard to proceeds re-
ceived from a trust created by the Fed-
eral Government as agreed in a settle-
ment between the Federal Government
and the Ute Tribe in 1954.

uUntil recently, the Federal Govern-
ment has respected the intent of Con-
gress to exempt this income from Fed-
eral and State taxation. However, in a
recent tenth circuit decision the court
construed the intent of Congress as al-
lowing the tax exemption on the settle-
ment proceeds to lapse. This bill is nec-
essary to clarify the legislative intent
of Congress and reinstate the exemp-
tion.

In my view, it was the intent of Con-
gress in the 1954 settlement to exempt
from Federal and State taxation the
income derived from the assets held in
continued trust by the Federal Govern-
ment for, and paid to, the mixed blood
Ute Indians. This has been the law for
nearly four decades and should remain
the law.

Historically, with regard to all set-
tlements between the Federal Govern-
ment and numerous Indian nations, the
proceeds from settlements have been
exempt from Federal and State tax-
ation. The mixed blood Ute Indians
have been singled out and treated dif-
ferently since the tenth circuit’s deci-
sion. This bill clarifies the 1954 settle-
ment and simply restores the tax sta-
tus of the mixed blood Utes.

I believe all of my Senate colleagues
will recognize this legislation as both
fair and necessary. I am pleased to
have the support of the chairman and
ranking member of the Senate Indian
Affairs Committee as well as my Utah
colleague, Senator BENNETT. | urge all
Senators to help us clarify this exemp-
tion.
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ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS
S. 456

At the request of Mr. BRADLEY, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. KERRY] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 456, a bill to improve and
strengthen the child support collection
system, and for other purposes.

S. 644

At the request of Mr. CAMPBELL, the
name of the Senator from Illlinois [Mr.
SIMON] was added as a cosponsor of S.
644, a bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to reauthorize the estab-
lishment of research corporations in
the Veterans Health Administration,
and for other purposes.

S. 770

At the request of Mr. DOLE, the name
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
COVERDELL] was added as a cosponsor
of S. 770, a bill to provide for the relo-
cation of the United States Embassy in
Israel to Jerusalem, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 798

At the request of Mr. CONRAD, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. KENNEDY] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 798, a bill to amend title
XVI of the Social Security Act to im-
prove the provision of supplemental se-
curity income benefits, and for the pur-
poses.

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 34

At the request of Mr. SMITH, the
name of the Senator from Maine [Ms.
SNOwWE] was added as a cosponsor of
Senate Joint Resolution 34, a joint res-
olution prohibiting funds for diplo-
matic relations and most-favored-na-
tion trading status with the Socialist
Republic of Vietnam unless the Presi-
dent certifies to Congress that Viet-
namese officials are being fully cooper-
ative and forthcoming with efforts to
account for the 2,205 Americans still
missing and otherwise unaccounted for
from the Vietnam war, as determined
on the basis of all information avail-
able to the United States Government,
and for other purposes.

SENATE RESOLUTION 132—COM-

MENDING CAPTAIN O’GRADY,

AND U.S. AND NATO FORCES

Mr. DOLE (for himself, Mr. DASCHLE,
Mr. HELMS, Mr. WARNER, Mr.
COVERDELL, Mr. THURMOND, Mr.
MCCAIN, Mr. PRESSLER, Mr. ROBB, Mr.
PELL, Mr. GRAHAM, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr.
KEMPTHORNE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. BRYAN,
Mr. REID, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. BRADLEY,
Mr. COHEN, Mrs. KASSEBAUM, Mr. FORD,
Mr. BINGAMAN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BumpP-
ERS, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. GLENN, Mr.
HARKIN, Mr. JOHNSTON, Mr. KOHL, Mr.
LIEBERMAN, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mr.
SARBANES, and Mr. NICKLES) submitted
the following resolution; which was
considered and agreed to:

S. REs. 132
Whereas on June 2, 1995, Bosnian Serb

forces using sophisticated surface to air mis-
siles shot down a United States Air Force
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F-16 aircraft piloted by Captain Scott F.
O’Grady while on combat patrol as part of
NATO-commanded Operation Deny Flight;

Whereas in late 1994, reports indicate the
United Nations vetoed NATO proposed oper-
ations to attack Bosnian Serb surface to air
missile sites;

Whereas effective measures to defend
against Bosnian Serb air defenses did not
occur during Captain O’Grady’s mission on
June 2, 1995;

Whereas thousands of United States Armed
Forces and armed forces of NATO allies were
involved in search operations to recover Cap-
tain O’Grady;

Whereas Captain O’Grady, in the finest
tradition of American military service, sur-
vived for six days and nights through cour-
age, ingenuity and skill in territory occupied
by hostile Bosnian Serb forces;

Whereas on June 8, 1995 Captain O’Grady
was rescued in a daring operation by United
States Marines;

Whereas aircraft involved in the rescue op-
eration were attacked by Serb forces but no
casualties occurred;

Therefore be it resolved by the Senate that
it is the sense of the Senate that—

(1) Captain O’Grady deserves the respect
and admiration of all Americans for his he-
roic conduct under life-threatening cir-
cumstances;

(2) the relief and happiness felt by the fam-
ily of Captain O’Grady is shared by the Unit-
ed States Senate;

(3) all members of the United States and
NATO armed forces involved in the search
and rescue operations, in particular the
members of the United States Marine Corps
involved in the extraction of Captain
O’Grady, are to be commended for their
brave efforts and devotion to duty;

(4) U.S. and NATO air crews should not be
put at risk in future operations over Bosnia
unless all necessary actions to address the
threat posed by hostile Serbian air defenses
are taken.

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED

The Telecommunications Competition
and Deregulation Act of 1995 Com-
munications Decency Act of 1995

SANTORUM AMENDMENT NO. 1267

Mr. SANTORUM proposed an amend-
ment to the bill (S. 652) to provide for
a procompetitive, deregulatory na-
tional policy framework designed to
accelerate rapidly private sector de-
ployment of advanced telecommuni-
cations and information technologies
and services to all Americans by open-
ing all telecommunications markets to
competition, and for other purposes; as
follows:

On page 94, strike out line 24 and all that
follows through page 97, line 22, and insert in
lieu thereof the following:

““(C) providing a service that permits a cus-
tomer that is located in one LATA to re-
trieve stored information from, or file infor-
mation for storage in, information storage
facilities of such company that are located
in another LATA area, so long as the cus-
tomer acts affirmatively to initiate the stor-
age or retrieval of information, except that—

‘(i) such service shall not cover any serv-
ice that establishes a direct connection be-
tween end users or any real-time voice and
data transmission.

““(ii) such service shall not include voice,
data, or facsimile distribution services in
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which the Bell operating company or affili-
ate forwards customer-supplied information
to customer- or carrier-selected recipients,

““(iii) such service shall not include any
service in which the Bell operating company
or affiliate searches for and connects with
the intended recipient of information, or any
service in which the Bell operating company
or affiliate automatically forwards stored
voicemail or other information to the in-
tended recipient, and

““(iv) customers of such service shall not be
billed a separate charge for the interLATA
telecommunications furnished in conjunc-
tion with the provision of such service,

‘(D) providing signaling information used
in connection with the provision of tele-
phone exchange service or exchange access
service to another local exchange carrier; or

“(E) providing network control signaling
information to, and receiving such signaling
information from, interchange carriers at
any location within the area in which such
company provides telephone exchange serv-
ice or exchange access service.

““(2) LIMITATIONS.—The provisions of para-
graph (1) are intended to be narrowly con-
strued. The transmission facilities used by a
Bell operating company or affiliate thereof
to provide interLATA telecommunications
under paragraph (1)(C) and subsection (f)
shall be leased by that company from unaf-
filiated entities on terms and conditions (in-
cluding price) no more favorable than those
available to the competitors of that com-
pany until that Bell operating company re-
ceives authority to provide interLATA serv-
ices under subsection (c). The interLATA
services provided under paragraph (1)(A) are
limited to those interLATA transmissions
incidental to the provision by a Bell operat-
ing company or its affiliate of video, audio,
and other programming services that the
company or its affiliate is engaged in provid-
ing to the public. A Bell operating company
may not provide telecommunications serv-
ices not described in paragraph (1) without
receiving the approvals required by sub-
section (c). The provision of services author-
ized under this subsection by a Bell operat-
ing company or its affiliate shall not ad-
versely affect telephone exchange ratepayers
or competition in any telecommunications
market.

““(f) COMMERCIAL MOBILE SERVICE.—A Bell
operating company may provide interLATA
commercial mobile service except where
such service is a replacement for land line
telephone exchange service in a State in ac-
cordance with section 322(c) and with the
regulations prescribed by the Commission.

““(g) DEFINITIONS.—AS used in this section—

EXON AMENDMENT NO. 1268

(Ordered to lie on the table.)

Mr. EXON submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 652, supra; as follows:

Beginning on page 137 line 12 through page
143 line 10, strike all therein and insert in
lieu thereof:

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting
in lieu thereof:

‘“(a) Whoever—

““(1) in the District of Columbia or in inter-
state or foreign communications

“(A) by means of telecommunications de-
vice knowingly—

‘(i) makes, creates, or solicits, and

‘(i) initiates the transmission of,
any comment, request, suggestion, proposal,
image, or other communication which is ob-
scene, lewd, lascivious, filthy, or indecent,
with intent to annoy, abuse, threaten, or
harass another person;

““(B) makes a telephone call or utilizes a
telecommunications device, whether or not
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conversation or communication ensues,
without disclosing his identity and with in-
tent to annoy, abuse, threaten, or harass any
person at the called number or who receives
the communication;

“(C) makes or causes the telephone of an-
other repeatedly or continuously to ring,
with intent to harass any person at the
called number; or

‘(D) makes repeated telephone calls or re-
peatedly initiates communication with a
telecommunications device, during which
conversation or communication ensues, sole-
ly to harass any person at the called number
or who receives the communication; or

“(2) knowingly permits any telecommuni-
cations facility under his control to be used
for any activity prohibited by paragraph (1)
with the intent that it be used for such ac-
tivity,
shall be fined not more than $100,000 or im-
prisoned not more than two years, or both.”’;
and

(2) Section 223 (47 U.S.C. 223) is further
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsections:

““(d) Whoever—

‘(1) knowingly within the United States or
in foreign communications with the United
States by means of telecommunications de-
vice—

“(A) makes, creates, or solicits, and

“(B) initiates the transmission of or pur-
posefully makes available,
any comment, request, suggestion, proposal,
image, or other communication which is ob-
scene, regardless of whether the maker of
such communication placed the call or initi-
ated the communications; or

“(2) knowingly permits any telecommuni-
cations facility under such person’s control
to be used for an activity prohibited by sub-
section (d)(1) with the intent that it be used
for such activity;
shall be fined not more than $100,000 or im-
prisoned not more than two years or both.

““(e) Whoever—

‘(1) knowingly within the United States or
in foreign communications with the United
States by means of telecommunications de-
vice—

““(A) makes, creates, or solicits, and

“(B) initiates the transmission of, or pur-
posefully makes available,

any indecent comment, request, suggestion,
proposal, image, or other communication to
any person under 18 years of age regardless
of whether the maker of such communica-
tion placed the call or initiated the commu-
nication; or

“(2) knowingly permits any telecommuni-
cations facility under such person’s control
to be used for an activity prohibited by para-
graph (1) with the intent that it be used for
such activity, shall be fined not more than
$100,000 or imprisoned not more than two
years or both.

“(f) Defenses to the subsections (a), (d),
and (e), restrictions on access, judicial rem-
edies respecting restrictions for persons pro-
viding information services and access to in-
formation services—

““(1) The provision of access by a person, to
a person including transmission,
downloading, storage, navigational tools,
and related capabilities which are incidental
to the transmission of communications, and
not involving the creation or editing of the
content of the communications, for another
person’s communications to or from a serv-
ice, facility, system, or network not under
the access provider’s control shall by itself
not be a violation of subsection (a), (d), or
(e). This subsection shall not be applicable to
an individual who is owned or controlled by,
or a conspirator with, an entity actively in-
volved in the creation, editing or knowing
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