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Similarly Ham, hardly from a dis-

trict where civil rights in the tradi-
tional sense was a burning constitu-
ency issue for him, was a consistent de-
fender of legislation that said America
has an obligation to end discrimina-
tion, to do what we can as a Federal
Government to reach into those pock-
ets that unfortunately persist of rac-
ism and of sexual discrimination. He
was a consistent and staunch defender.

I must tell you as we have debated
affirmative action in these past couple
of years that I missed Ham Fish be-
cause I believe that the voice and the
commitment and the passion he
showed on behalf of fairness would
have served us very, very well.

I also want to talk about Ham Fish
as a legislator, a longtime legislator.
He was here for what, 26 years. I guess
the term-limits people think that is a
terrible thing. People who think we
should have term limits regret the fact
that a man like him was here for 26
years, not for lack of anything else to
do, not as a careerist, but as a man who
had a passion which could best be satis-
fied by helping other people and who
got better at it and better at it and
who was a superb legislator who under-
stood.

And sometimes people defend mod-
eration and give it a bad name because
moderation gets defended sometimes as
a kind of mindlessness, as if the middle
was the place to be, as if by definition,
as if the arithmetic means was always
the right place. Ham Fish was mod-
erate in his approach, and, yes, he was
a great legislator, and he could com-
promise and bring people together, but
it is because he started from some-
where. He did not walk out and say,
‘‘OK, what’s the middle of this issue
and how can I be a big hero by talking
about what a middle-of-the-roader I
am?’’ He had passionate and firm con-
victions on immigration, on racial jus-
tice, on other areas. He understood how
to legislate, and that is a talent unfor-
tunately scorned these days in many
quarters rather than celebrated.

So I consider this country to have
been enormously enriched by Ham
Fish’s service on the judiciary commit-
tee as a senior Republican, a man who,
as we know, was not always in accord
with his party on all issues but who un-
derstood the importance of party in
this country and showed, I think, how
you could both be loyal to your party
and independent on issues of principle
when that was important.

And finally, let us talk about family
values. I think he exemplified that at
its best too in a 2-generation way. He
had fundamental disagreements with
his own father. He was in Congress a
few years and had his own father, a
man of very, very strong convictions.
Yes, his father opposed the New Deal,
he also opposed American participation
in World War II, and he took out ads
criticizing his son when his son voted
for impeachment, and Ham Fish, the
Congressman, never let that interfere
with the loving relationship with his

father, his ability obviously to differ
strongly with his father on these issues
and maintain the loving relationship
that was there.

And I was privileged to see that du-
plicated in Ham’s own response to his
own children. I knew his son, Ham. I
was particularly friendly and had been
with his son, Nick, and I send my con-
dolences to them, and both of Ham’s
sons became Democrats and had dif-
ferences with him, and they main-
tained with Ham the same kind of lov-
ing relationship in which strong per-
sonal affection coexisted with deep po-
litical differences that Ham had
showed with his father, and that abil-
ity to do that is something all of us
would benefit from.

So he is a man who enriched our lives
in a lot of ways, and, like everybody
else here, I miss him a lot.

Mr. GILMAN. I thank the gentleman
from Massachusetts, Congressman
BARNEY FRANK, for his moving re-
marks.
f

CONTINUATION OF TRIBUTE TO
HAMILTON FISH

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAMPBELL). The time of the gentleman
from New York under the majority
leader’s designated time has expired,
and so under the Speaker’s announced
policy of May 12, 1995, the gentleman
from New York [Mr. RANGEL] will be
recognized for the first portion of that
time designated by the minority lead-
er.

Mr. RANGEL. I thank the Chair, and
I yield to the gentleman from Califor-
nia [Mr. HORN].

Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, I think each
one of us in our own way and perhaps
sometimes differently have seen one of
the basic qualities of Ham Fish, a be-
loved Member of this House, and that
is that he was a gentleman. He was a
warm and wise man. He was compas-
sionate. He not only cared about man-
kind, he also cared about his neighbors
and his friends. He was decent, effec-
tive, and quiet spoken. And as many
know in this Chamber, some of our
most effective legislators are quiet spo-
ken and work behind the scenes to
bring people together and to build a
consensus.

Ham Fish had an engaging smile, and
what you saw was what he was. He was
not a phony. He was a person that was
interested in people.

And how I came to know him as a
newcomer to this Chamber in 1993 was
because my mother had been a devoted
follower of his father. And like his dif-
ferences with his father on foreign pol-
icy, I had those differences in my own
family. His father was one of the great
isolationists of the 1930’s. My mother
who had been an active seeker of world
peace was a devoted isolationist, and
she and Hamilton Fish’s father used to
exchange letters on occasion, and as
most of us know, his father was going
strong at 100.

Ham Fish was part of an American
political dynasty. Allen Nevins wrote a

prize winning book on his great-grand-
father, who served as Secretary of
State under President Ulysses Simpson
Grant. He was of our great Secretaries
of State. Ham’s family was grounded in
public service. They devoted their lives
to helping America through various
crises. Sometimes they might have
been wrong in the ultimate judgment
of who had the right policy or the
wrong policy at a given time, but they
never wavered in terms of their cour-
age and their dedication.

When Judiciary Ranking Minority
Member Hamilton Fish criticized the
treatment of the minority by the then-
majority during the formulation of the
1994 crime bill, he did not do it with
rancor. He just laid it out in simple
English and in simple declarative sen-
tences. That is why we respected him.
He was honest, to the point, and
straightforward.

He was a gentleman who was also a
Republican. His father had been a Pro-
gressive and a Republican. His grand-
father was a Republican. His great-
grandfather had been a Whig and then
a Republican. Those four spanned the
century and a half of our two-party
system. They saw the evolution of the
two-party system. They contributed
ideas and vigor to that two-party sys-
tem.

And to MaryAnn, the children, and
the grandchildren: All of us will re-
member the wonderful things Ham did
as a friend and as a Member of this
Chamber. He consistently did the right
thing. We honor him for that and we
honor him for being a dedicated, warm
human being.

Mr. RANGEL. Thank you so much for
that statement. I recognize the gen-
tleman from Connecticut.

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from New York for yielding,
and I thank both of my colleagues from
New York, Mr. GILMAN and Mr. RAN-
GEL, for allowing those of us who are
not part of New York, but certainly
part of this Congress, to just express
our love and our admiration and affec-
tion for Ham Fish. But I want to claim
him as someone who had tremendous
impact on Connecticut because his dis-
trict was in Westchester County, to the
west of Connecticut and to the north of
part of our district. In fact, I think
Ham’s home and my home are probably
less than 20 minutes apart.

Ham Fish was a good friend of my
predecessor, Stewart McKinney. They
were two very distinguished Members
of this Chamber, both of whom are no
longer living. But I remember thinking
as a young person that I was rep-
resented by an extraordinary man,
Stewart McKinney, but also I felt in
some ways represented by another ex-
traordinary individual, Ham Fish, be-
cause he was still part of our area, and
he was just someone who stood out al-
most any time he spoke as someone
who was thoughtful, someone who was
quiet in one sense, but strong behind
that quietness, and at times you do not
always get to see the courageousness of
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a Member, but you saw it periodically
in some very key votes where Ham
Fish simply was kind of going against
the tide of maybe his district or maybe
his party. But you always felt that he
was doing what he felt was right, not
with a sense of arrogance, but with a
sense of conviction and a willingness to
accept however his constituents judged
him.

So as a member of Connecticut’s
Fourth Congressional District and
someone who got to see him in his
function not only as a Member when I
came here but as someone who I loved
and admired before I got here, it was a
privilege to be able to have served with
him.

This would probably be hard for
someone who is now 50 years old to say
that he had a sense of a fatherly figure
for me, but I did feel like I could go up
to him and say, this is what I am wres-
tling with, and it was not a difficult
issue for him to help me analyze. He
just helped me sort out what my feel-
ings were and what my constituents’
feelings were, and then what did I
think was right and why did I think it
was right, and he just gave me a nice
process to move forward.

And once in a while when I felt that
I was maybe taking a stand that might
take a little bit of courage, it did not
seem like courage when after you
spoke with Ham you just felt like you
were doing the right thing, even, and I
make this very key point, even when it
was voting against the way he wanted
me to vote.

I think one of the nicest things you
can say about someone is that they
will tell you the truth and they do not
have any hidden agenda, and so there
were times Ham wanted me to do some-
thing and vote a certain way, but he
would know where I was coming from,
and he said, well, given you, and given
the way you think, and given your dis-
trict, this may not be the way you
want to go, and he would do that even
if it risked losing a bill that he wanted
very much.

I just want to again thank my col-
leagues.

Mr. RANGEL, if Ham Fish could make
you want to be a better person, that
kind of drew me over here, and he made
all of us want to be a better person, and
I just want to express my love, my con-
dolences, to his wife Mary Ann, to his
sons, Nicholas and Peter and Ham Fish
III, and to his daughter, Alexa Fish
Ward, and to their eight grandchildren.
You have a precious husband, father,
and grandfather to always remember.
You have benefited by his love and af-
fection, but so have we.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Chairman, I like
to take this time to thank my dear
friend, the gentleman from California
[Mr. FARR]. As he and we know, the
time that was allotted to the New York
delegation had expired and the time we
are now on is his special order, and we
deeply appreciate you giving this con-
sideration on behalf of our lost col-
league, and I would ask the remaining

speakers to please take that in consid-
eration as relates to the length of their
statements because Congressman FARR
still has his time remaining.

I would like to yield to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. PAYNE].

Mr. PAYNE of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to pay tribute to a man
who brought honor to the House of
Representatives through his grace,
kindness, and sense of decorum, Ham
Fish. As a Representative from a
neighboring State, I had long admired
Ham Fish even before coming to Con-
gress. After my election I was fortu-
nate enough to develop a personal rela-
tionship with him. In August 1994 we
traveled together as a part of a delega-
tion attending a conference in Berlin
under the Aspen Institute. Ham added
so much to the experience because not
only was he extremely knowledgeable,
but he and his wife, Mary Ann, were
two of the most gracious, accommodat-
ing and generous people I have ever
met. Their helpfulness and sense of
humor pulled us through, especially
when one of our Members got into a
funny predicament. I will not relate
the details here, but Ham and Mary
Ann’s willingness to extend themselves
for others was unparalleled and will
not be forgotten.

Ham Fish and I shared an interest in
international relations, and although
he lived in the cold war era and served
in the Naval Reserve, he firmly be-
lieved that we could and should work
together to achieve peace.

During the 1950’s he served as vice
counsel in Ireland. I will be visiting
there next month, and I will certainly
think of Ham when I see that beautiful
country which has been seeking peace
for so long.
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He was well loved by the Irish people
because he shared their hopes for their
homeland, as well as their characteris-
tics and their friendliness and their
love of life.

As chairman of the Congressional
Black Caucus, I wanted to especially
note that Ham Fish, although unas-
suming as an individual, was a passion-
ate champion of causes in which he be-
lieved. A long-time supporter of civil
rights, he continued to stick to his
principles, even fighting for the pas-
sage of the Civil Rights Act of 1991
when it was unfairly assailed by his
own party as a quota bill. He sponsored
amendments to the Voting Rights Act
so all Americans would have access to
the political process.

In addition, in conclusion, he pushed
for passage of the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act to ensure that no Amer-
ican would be unfairly denied opportu-
nities the rest of us enjoy.

Ham Fish was proud to be from the
old school, when courtesy and civility
were the marks of a true gentleman.
The Fish legacy should be remembered
and honored in this day and age. There
is too much divisiveness, both here in
Congress and throughout the Nation.

Let us resolve to honor Ham Fish in
the best possible way by following the
outstanding example he set. Our condo-
lences go out to his wonderful family:
His wife, Mary Ann, his four children,
his sister, and his eight grandchildren.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New Jersey, and
yield to the gentleman from New York,
ELIOT ENGEL.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
colleague from New York for yielding
to me.

Mr. Speaker, as I was sitting in the
Chamber and listening to all our col-
leagues speak about Ham, I could not
help thinking if Ham were here right
now he would be terribly embarrassed
about it all. He would probably admon-
ish us to not say the kind things we
were saying, and he probably would
say, ‘‘Oh, you know, it’s not really
true.’’

But I think the fact, Mr. Speaker,
that there have been so many Members
who have come here after hours from
both sides of the aisle, both parties, to
speak from their heart about Ham Fish
really says just the kind of person he
was. Everybody loved him. Everybody
cared about him.

When you serve in office and you are
elected again and again, as he was for
so many years, it really means that the
people in his district understood that
he had a very special quality. Those of
us that are privileged to serve in gov-
ernment, we meet people from both
sides of the aisle. It is very quick and
easy for us to figure out who are the
real good ones.

I think we all know that Ham Fish
was one of the real good ones. He had a
very laid-back demeanor, a very kindly
demeanor, and that made him even
more effective. You really knew that
he cared about you. You really knew
that he cared about people.

I was privileged not only to serve
with Ham Fish as a member of the New
York State delegation, but there were
four of us that shared part of West-
chester County in New York State.
Ham and I both shared parts of West-
chester County, and so we worked to-
gether, the four of us, two Democrats
and two Republicans, to try to get
things for Westchester County. Never
once can I remember a time where Ham
embarrassed me or when Ham was not
trying to help me.

Politics was not important. It was
helping people, caring about people,
that was important to Ham Fish. Every
conversation I ever had with him, ev-
erything we ever discussed, was always
pleasant.

I remember during reapportionment,
and my colleague, the gentleman from
New York, CHARLIE RANGEL, and other
colleagues from New York will remem-
ber that there was a lot of trepidation
in New York because we were losing
three congressional seats in reappor-
tionment, so it was a very, very tense
moment. Ham would always kind of
crack a joke.

There were many different maps that
were drawn. One of the maps had me



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8536 July 25, 1996
going deep into Westchester County.
Ham counted the number of golf
courses that would be in my district,
and he said to me, ‘‘Boy, 19 golf
courses. That is a pretty good dis-
trict.’’ That district was never meant
to be, it was not a district that I had
received, that I eventually wound up
having, but every time I saw him after-
wards he would always joke about the
19 golf courses and how perhaps we
could play some golf.

Ham Fish was a wealthy man. He was
one of the wealthiest men in Congress,
but you would never know it. You
would never know it because he never
flaunted it. He truly cared about peo-
ple. It did not matter how much money
people had, it did not matter what they
looked like, it did not matter the color
of their skin, their race, their religion.
Ham Fish cared about them all.

After he left Congress, a couples of
times in the Shuttle coming back and
forth from new York to Washington I
bumped into him. Again, he always had
a smile, always had a good word, al-
ways was asking me how I was, how my
wife was, how Congress was. This was
the kind of person that Ham Fish real-
ly was.

The New York delegation in particu-
lar has lost a good friend, but he will
certainly live on in our hearts and in
our minds. When I look to see what
kind of a legislator, what kind of a per-
son, indeed, that I try to be, Ham Fish
is a perfect, perfect role model: Hard-
working, quiet, and effective.

So I want to say to his family, the
Fish family, to Mary Ann and to his
children, whom I know, and to every-
one, we will certainly miss Ham Fish,
but we will never forget him. I know
Ham Fish is looking down at us now,
being a bit embarrassed by it all, but
everything that has been said by every
Member today is true. It is the way we
feel about Ham Fish. He will truly be
missed and he was truly loved.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to remind
the remaining speakers that the time
that we are on is that of our colleague,
the gentleman from California, SAM
FARR, who has yielded such time to us
in memory of Hamilton Fish. I think
we should take that into consideration
as it relates to the length of our re-
marks.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from New York, JERRY NADLER.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding to me. I
want to thank my colleagues, the gen-
tlemen from New York, Mr. RANGEL
and Mr. GILMAN, for organizing this,
and to join my colleagues in remem-
bering a distinguished Member of this
House and a dear friend of every Amer-
ican, Hamilton Fish, Junior.

When I was first elected to the House
a few years ago, Ham was gracious in
welcoming me and providing expert
guidance as I learned my way around.
As the ranking minority member at
that time of the Committee on the Ju-

diciary, on which I was privileged to
serve with him, he was always a model
of collegiality and decency. As we la-
ment the sometimes bitter tone our
work has taken in these recent days,
we would do well to recall Ham Fish’s
leadership and his civility, his ration-
ality, and his courage.

Ham Fish was an outstanding and ex-
pert advocate always for human and
civil rights. I remember first being im-
pressed and becoming admiring of Ham
Fish when I was a young law student
and I watched on television as Ham
Fish, as a member of the Watergate
subcommittee of the Committee on the
Judiciary, voted to impeach a Presi-
dent of his own party, based on his
view of the evidence and his view of the
defense of the Constitution against
aversion.

America will remember Ham Fish for
his legacy as a major architect of the
Voting Rights Act of 1982, the Civil
Rights Act of 1991, the Americans with
Disabilities Act, and much other legis-
lation that advanced civil rights.

My home State of New York owes
much to the Fish family, which has
served this Nation and our State from
the early days of the Republic. Ham
carried on that tradition with grace.
Whether taking the initiative to ensure
agreement on vital fair housing legisla-
tion, or voting the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act into law, he was a master
of the legislative art, and used those
abilities to the benefit of the Nation al-
ways.

We will miss Hamilton Fish. I want
to extend my sympathies to the Fish
family, to Mary Ann, to Ham III, to
Alexa, and to my friend and constitu-
ent, Nick. This House and this country
is the better for his having served it,
and it is the less for his absence from
it.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
SCHUMER].

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the leader of our delegation, CHARLIE
RANGEL, for helping with this special
order. I just want to add my words of
condolence and consolation to Mary
Ann, whose my good friend, Ham, who
was my college classmate; Nick, who I
have met in West Side politics; and to
the rest of the Fish family.

Let me just say that Ham was the
best. He was the best of the old school,
he was the best of this Congress, he was
the best of America. I served with Ham
for a long time before JERRY NADLER
came. We were the only New Yorkers
on the Committee on the Judiciary, so
we would have to spend a great deal of
time together.

On that committee, Ham was the
swing vote. The way Ham went, the
committee usually went, and not for
any accident. Ham was thoughtful, he
was decent, he was rarely pulled in any
direction by any special interest. So
when Ham voted a certain way or
spoke a certain way, people followed.
Ham was what a legislator should be.
He had the interests of the people of

his district at heart in Westchester and
Putnam and Duchess County, but he
also had the interests of this country
at heart.

He was a true patriot, and that is
why he cared so much, I think, about
civil rights. It really was not a big
issue in his district. He just cared
about it. That is why he cared so much
about having fair and reasonable immi-
gration laws, and would often resist
the tide of those who were trying to
just cut back for cutting back’s sake.
That is why, on antitrust laws, he did
not go after companies with a venge-
ance, but he knew they had to be
curbed at certain times.

Ham was just the best. He had a
twinkle in his eye half the time. He
would have that droll sense of humor.
He would be saying something that at
first you thought was serious, and then
you realized, no, this is Ham. He is
pulling my leg. He was just a wonder-
ful, wonderful person.

He kept his dignity despite his ill-
ness. He kept his strength and his wis-
dom for his many years, and the legacy
he leaves is twofold: A wonderful wife,
and what a twinkle there is always in
her eye, and I think a lot of that was
because of Ham, and what wonderful
children; and his legacy that he really
helped make this country a better
place.

When I worry about the future of this
Congress, the devisiveness, the par-
tisanship, the fear of always looking
over one’s shoulder because there will
be a 15-second sound bite, or some
group that you anger, I think if the
Congress had a few more Ham Fishes, if
the Ham Fish way of legislating were
here, this Congress would have a great
and glorious future.

So he is something, in summation,
that all of us should aspire to and live
up to, and there is sadness in all of us
that Ham is no longer with us, but
there is also a lot of joy because he left
so much that we can all aspire to and
follow.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentlewoman from California [Ms.
PELOSI].

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New York for call-
ing this special order, and for yielding
to me.

Mr. Speaker, heeding his admonition
and that of Mr. GILMAN to be brief, I
will associate myself with the remarks
of our colleagues who went before, but
just take a moment to immediately as-
sociate myself with the remark of the
gentleman from New York [Mr. SCHU-
MER] who said that Ham was the best.
That was part of my remarks, too. He
was the best that our system had to
offer.

If there was an aristocracy in Amer-
ica, he would certainly be part of it, an
American aristocrat, almost a con-
tradiction in terms; not by dint of his
birth, which goes back to the pre-Revo-
lutionary days, his family was here in
the pre-Revolutionary days of our Re-
public, nor also for his wealth, but by
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dint of his great dignity, his respect for
the principles on which our country
was founded, and his love for our coun-
try.

Others have talked about his fight
for civil rights, et cetera. I want to just
acknowledge that he was a leader in
fighting any and all forms of discrimi-
nation: discrimination in voting, dis-
crimination in education, discrimina-
tion in housing, discrimination in the
workplace, and discrimination against
the disabled, which has been mentioned
earlier.

The legacy that he leaves here, as a
person who was a champion of human
rights throughout the world, is the leg-
acy of respect for every person. He
taught us about the issues, he taught
us about the procedure, and he taught
us about the respect that we must have
for each other in this body.

Over 12,000 people have served in the
House of Representatives since its ori-
gin. I think each of us who served with
Ham Fish have had a special privilege.
I hope it is a comfort to Mary Ann and
to the Fish family, the entire Fish fam-
ily, that Ham’s distinguished service
was highly recognized with the many
awards that he received in his life, for
the reasons my colleagues have men-
tioned. I hope they are comforted by
the fact that he was a recognized
champion of human rights in America
and throughout the world, and as I
said, that every Member of this body
who served with him over those many
years will consider it a fortunate honor
to have had that association, and that
it will be part of our legacy that we
were exposed to the greatness of Ham
Fish.

On behalf of many of my colleagues
in California, whom time prevents
from participating in this special
order, and certainly on behalf of my
own constituents, who benefited great-
ly from the leadership of Ham Fish, I
extend my deepest condolences to Mary
Ann and to the Fish family. I thank my
colleague from New York for yielding
me this time and his leadership.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania,
GEORGE GEKAS.

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

One day several years back I wan-
dered onto the floor and discovered
there was a meeting going on of the
former Members of Congress. They
gather every year and they have a pro-
gram and an agenda, as everybody
knows. Very soon I learned that they
were saying hello to Hamilton Fish,
the former Member of Congress, who
was in his nineties, who happened to be
sitting with his kid, and his kid was
our Hamilton Fish. They were talking
together.
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It dawned on me that there is a line
of consanguinity that goes back in
American history to the Cabinet of
Ulysses S. Grant. We had the privilege
of serving with that long line of Amer-

ican heroes who have served this coun-
try in good times and in bad, but al-
ways with that purest sense of patriot-
ism and in the posture of a gentleman’s
gentleman that our Ham Fish was.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the life character and public
service of the late Honorable Hamilton
Fish, Jr.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAMPBELL). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.
Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, as I yield

to the gentleman from California [Mr.
FARR], let me once again thank him for
the courtesies that he extended to his
Members in the House and especially
the New York delegation.

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker,
if I may, on the remainder of the time
of the gentleman from New York [Mr.
RANGEL], I wanted to give this time be-
cause when I arrived here, I just want-
ed to say that one of the Members that
I remembered first meeting was Hamil-
ton Fish. The reason that I remember
it so distinctly is that his cousin
Stuymie Fish lives out in California
and as anybody who has ever been on
the Monterrey Peninsula knows, the
Fish Ranch is this beautiful piece of
property that everybody can see. So
you have the Fish family well known
all the way from New York to Califor-
nia and from Monterrey and Carmel all
the way back to the East Coast. It was
a pleasure to be able to give you some
time since you could pay this tribute
to a well-respected friend of us all and
even friend to those like me. He was
only here a short while while I was
here but I was very impressed and we
got to talk a little bit about the family
relationship between the East Coast
and the West Coast.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, may I
thank BEN GILMAN. We have always
considered ourselves as colleagues
rather than partisan. There is hardly
anything that we do here that we do
not try to do in a bipartisan fashion as
well as this order. I also thank our
former colleague, Robert Garcia, for
taking the time out to pay a tribute to
his friend and former colleague.

Mr. STOKES. Mr. Speaker, I want to thank
my colleagues, the distinguished members of
the New York congressional delegation, BEN
GILMAN, SUE KELLY, and CHARLIE RANGEL, for
reserving time on the House floor today. We
gather to pay tribute to Hamilton Fish, Jr., our
former colleague and good friend.

Ham Fish passed away earlier this week.
With his death, we mourn the loss of a distin-
guished individual and a committed public
servant. When Hamilton Fish, Jr., was elected
to the Congress in 1968, he continued a politi-
cal lineage dating back to the American Revo-
lution. He followed in the footsteps of his fa-
ther, grandfather, and great-grandfather, each
of whom served in Congress.

For over a quarter of a century, Ham rep-
resented New York’s 19th Congressional Dis-

trict in the Halls of Congress. I share the senti-
ment of others who state that Ham Fish was
one of the outstanding Members of this body
in the century. America mourns the loss of an
individual who was a real champion of justice
and fairness.

Mr. Speaker, Hamilton Fish, Jr., earned re-
spect from his colleagues and the Nation for
his leadership on civil rights, immigration, and
judicial issues. He is credited with helping to
fashion compromises which resulted in the
passage of the Fair Housing Act of 1988 and
the Americans With Disabilities Act in 1990.
He was also a sponsor of the Civil Rights Act
and a backer of the Voting Rights Act and the
Fair Housing Act.

As a Member from the other side of the
aisle, Ham played a key role in helping the
House to operate in a bipartisanship manner.
Many of us recall the leadership and wisdom
he displayed during the impeachment hearings
of President Nixon. Hamilton Fish was able to
work beyond party lines and take courageous
stands. He was a man of the highest integrity
and principles.

Mr. Speaker, I enjoyed a close personal
friendship with Hamilton Fish. In fact, we both
came to Congress in 1969. I recall that for a
period of time our offices were next to each
other and it was common for us to see one
another every day. He was always cordial and
friendly and we enjoyed a personal friendship.
I had great respect for him as a legislator and
as a colleague. I admired him for his very prin-
cipled stands on issues of national concern
and his leadership on civil rights matters. Ham
Fish was a man who distinguished himself in
this body and I deem it an honor to have
served with him.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to have served in
the Congress with Hamilton Fish, Jr. He was
a credit to this institution, a true gentleman,
and a close personal friend. I join my col-
leagues in expressing our sympathy to his
wife, Mary, his children, and grandchildren.
We hope they find comfort in knowing that
others share their sorrow.

Mr. BEVILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to pay trib-
ute to my long-time friend and former col-
league, Hamilton Fish, Jr., who passed away
this week.

As you know, Ham served the Hudson Val-
ley region of New York from 1968 until his re-
tirement in 1994. He was a wonderful man
who came from a long line of fine public serv-
ants. His father, grandfather, and great-grand-
father—all named Hamilton Fish—also de-
voted themselves to public service.

Hamilton Fish, Jr., was one of the most
dedicated people I ever had the privilege to
serve with. Everyone liked him and respected
him. I was always very impressed with him
and I enjoyed his friendship. I felt that he ren-
dered outstanding service not only to his con-
stituents in New York, but also to the entire
Nation.

Hamilton Fish, Jr., is someone who will al-
ways be remembered as the kind of person
every public servant should aspire to be. He
was gracious and kind. He cared about people
and he displayed a great deal of common
sense and good humor.

He will be greatly missed by all who knew
him, but his achievements and his contribu-
tions to our country will always be remem-
bered.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise with my
colleagues to commemorate the passing of
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one of my good friends, Hamilton Fish, Jr. To-
gether with my family, I want to extend my
deepest sympathies to Ham’s family and urge
them to be strong in this time of loss.

Ham was a respected Member of this insti-
tution and a mentor to me when I was a
young Member of this body. He was respected
by all who knew him for his deep and abiding
respect for the Constitution, his knowledge of
the law and his wisdom as a legislator, his
sense of decorum and the importance of this
institution, and for his ability to work on both
sides of the aisle to find consensus on con-
troversial issues.

Ham was also a fighter for the things he be-
lieved in, a fighting spirit that was dem-
onstrated in his courageous battle against
cancer. Unfortunately, he has now lost this
battle.

As chairman of the Labor, Health and
Human Services, Education Subcommittee, I
want the Members of this body to know that
I take the heart the courage shown by Ham in
his battle against cancer, courage that too
many Americans facing this dread disease
must muster every day. And I want the Mem-
bers to know that I will continue to do all that
I can to bolster research funding for the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, including the Na-
tional Cancer Institute, in the hope that we can
make greater progress against this disease
and, by so doing, honor Ham’s memory and
the memories of those who, like him, have
shown such courage.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in tribute to the late Hon. Hamilton Fish,
Jr., an outstanding American of great compas-
sion, decency, and dignity.

Known to this friends as ‘‘Ham,’’ he dedi-
cated his life to serving the United States. As
a young American, he interrupted his edu-
cation to enlist in the Navy during World War
II. Later Ham joined the U.S. Foreign Service
and served in Dublin as Vice Consul to Ireland
from 1951 to 1953. In 1968 he began his 26
years of dedicated service to the people of
New York’s 19th Congressional District as
their representative to Congress. His constitu-
ents appreciated his leadership and hard
work, electing him by overwhelming margins
as a result.

I observed Ham’s legislative skills while
serving with him on the Judiciary Committee.
He was a master at working together with all
Members to achieve a consensus. While in
Congress, Ham focused his skills on passing
legislative landmarks, such as the Americans
With Disabilities Act and the Fair Housing Act.
In addition, he was a leader in crafting copy-
right and antitrust law.

While he was well known for his legislative
accomplishments, Ham Fish was best known
as a great American. Friends and foes alike
respected and admired Ham. His affable and
kind personality positively impacted all who
knew him.

Today America has indeed lost an outstand-
ing citizen. I offer my condolences to the fam-
ily and friends of the late Hon. Hamilton Fish,
Jr.
f

WHY THE NEED FOR THREAT
ASSESSMENT IN HAITI?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. GOSS] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I too would
like to associate with the extraor-
dinary outpouring of tributes to Ham
Fish by so many of our colleagues.
They bring back many happy memories
of a wonderful man, and I join in the
sympathies sent to Mary Ann and the
family.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday when we
began hearing from some of our ac-
quaintances down in Haiti regarding a
sudden and apparently secret surprise
increase in American troop presence,
we were not sure what was going on.
Despite the high level of interest in
Haiti, of many offices on the Hill here,
no one in the administration appears
to have taken the time to notify any-
body of this new deployment. Frankly,
this kind of uncertainty falls far short
of adequate when we are talking about
committing more American troops
anywhere, especially in Haiti, espe-
cially today.

Because we took the time to ask
around, we now think we have con-
firmation that indeed a force from the
82d Airborne has arrived in Haiti.
Billed as an extension of Operation
Fairwinds, which is an operation there,
200 members strong, civil engineering
mission that has been in Haiti. Appar-
ently company size or so, about that
many troops have been sent on a mis-
sion of reconnaissance and threat as-
sessment.

Mr. Speaker, this brings up a number
of questions, questions that certainly
are going to be of interest to the tax-
payers of this country who have al-
ready seen the Clinton administration
spend something like $3 billion in
Haiti.

One of the first questions that has
got to be answered is, how much is this
latest operation going to cost and is
this just the beginning of something
that is going to go on and be something
larger? Then I have got to ask, why
does a good will operation like Oper-
ation Fairwinds, which is supposed to
be an engineering operation, require re-
connaissance and threat assessment
with company size strength and addi-
tional soldiers of the 82d Airborne who
are there in humvees, and machine
guns and battle dress, I am told.

These are the crack troops that we
send to deal with hot spots. I am curi-
ous why we are sending these troops to
this place that the Clinton administra-
tion keeps telling us is a success story
in their foreign policy annals. What
prompted this deployment? Is it a tacit
admission on the part of the adminis-
tration that things are not going as
well as we are told in Haiti? Does this
new deployment arise from concerns
brought on by a Haitian court’s deci-
sion on the Guy Malary murder trial
earlier this week?

Should we infer that there are credi-
ble threats against Americans and
American interests in Haiti which re-
grettably we have had reported? Or
perhaps this is an extraction force set
up to implement an evacuation plan.
What does reconnaissance or threat as-

sessment mean in this sense by the 82d
Airborne? I think it is very important
that we have answers to this.

I know there are some that have al-
ready suggested that this force is being
sent to determine what kind of fire-
power it is going to take to keep law
and order in Haiti at least through No-
vember. I do not know. That is cer-
tainly cynical, but I do not know
whether that is a question that needs
to be asked. Will there be a follow-on
mission? That is something we all
would like to know.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from New York [Mr.
GILMAN], chairman of the Committee
on International Relations.

Mr. GILMAN. I thank the gentleman
for yielding, and I think the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. GOSS] raises some
very serious questions.

As I understand it, none of the com-
mittees have been briefed on this oper-
ation, at least to my knowledge. I
know our Committee on International
Relations has not been briefed. I know
the Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence, the committee of the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. GOSS], has
not been briefed.

We are very curious just why we are
sending this crack division of military
people, the 82d, into Haiti at this time
allegedly to protect a road-building op-
eration. There are some very serious
questions we would like answered, and
our committee intends to seek out
those answers in the very prompt,
early days of next week.

Mr. GOSS. Reclaiming my time, I
thank the distinguished chairman for
being part of this. It is this kind of
thing that makes it very hard to work
cooperatively with the administration
because we have had so many assur-
ances they are going to keep us ap-
prised of events. This is a significant
event.

You do not send the 82d Airborne
someplace quietly and not expect to
have somebody ask some questions.
Are we putting troops back in harm’s
way? So rather than have the spin doc-
tors down at the White House spin yet
another story, I want to know what is
going on, Mr. Speaker, and I hope the
administration is listening, is going to
take the trouble to brief the Hill.

Mr. GILMAN. I want to thank the
gentleman for raising the issue to the
floor, and I hope we can get some early
answers to these questions.
f

CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of May
12, 1995, the gentleman from California
[Mr. FARR] is recognized for 33 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. FARR of California. Mr. Speaker,
I rise tonight to reflect on what was
accomplished here on the floor of this
House today where we finally got
around to what was labeled last week
as reform week but came down to es-
sentially reform hours, about 21⁄2 hours
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