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Urban AMVETS’s Post 46. He also served as
the Bay County chairman of the Michigan vet-
erans trust fund.

Mr. Speaker, every volunteer and veteran
deserves our thanks for all that they have
done for our country. We owe a special thanks
to those, like Michael Carl Kern, who served
our country in time of war and were able to
find a way to serve in peace. He has paved
the way for a bright future for our children and
should be commended for all of his efforts.
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. CAROLYN C. KILPATRICK
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 26, 1997

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, because I
was unavoidably detained in the 15th Con-
gressional District of Michigan, I was not
present at rollcall vote numbers 225, 226, and
227. Had I been present for these votes, I
would have voted ‘‘aye’’ for all of these rollcall
votes.
f

HELP REFORM OPIC

HON. DONALD A. MANZULLO
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 26, 1997

Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Speaker, it is with a
distinct privilege and honor that I introduced
legislation yesterday designed to reform the
Overseas Private Investment Corp. or OPIC.
As we begin the appropriations process this
year, one of the most hotly debated issues in
future funding for trade promotion agencies,
including OPIC. OPIC provides political risk in-
surance, in addition to project finance, for U.S.
investments overseas in developing nations
and emerging economies. OPIC’s insurance
covers one of three broad areas of political
risk: currency inconvertibility, expropriation,
and political violence. OPIC’s project finance
provides direct loans of between $2 million
and $10 million for small businesses and loan
guarantees for businesses of any size, which
typically range between $10 to $75 million.
This legislation I introduced along with 34 bi-
partisan original cosponsors retains what is
best about OPIC and proposes to make a va-
riety of reforms to make it even a stronger
agency.

OPIC makes money for the U.S. Treasury.
For 25 years, OPIC has operated at a surplus,
accumulating more than $2.7 billion in re-
serves and has written off only $11 million in
losses over that same time period, which is a
record no bank or insurance company can
match. These reserves are used by the U.S.
Treasury to reduce the budget deficit. In 1996,
OPIC took in $209 million more than it spent
through the collection of user fees from cor-
porations. This amount is considered a net
contribution to the 150 or the International Af-
fairs Account. Even if OPIC was forced to put
this money in a mattress and made no interest
on these reserves, OPIC would still make
money for the taxpayer to more than cover its
annual operating expense through user fees
imposed on corporations. Thus, by definition,
OPIC is not corporate welfare.

OPIC also generates U.S. exports and cre-
ates U.S. jobs. Where foreign investments
start, U.S. exports soon follow. OPIC-backed
investments have generated $52.8 billion in
U.S. exports and have created more than
225,000 U.S. jobs. In 1996, OPIC-backed
projects generated $9.6 billion in U.S. exports
and supported approximately 30,000 U.S.
jobs. OPIC is specifically mandated in law that
no project it supports costs U.S. jobs, and this
legislation keeps current law.

OPIC fills a commercial void in the private
sector. The international trade playing field is
not level. All of our major trade competitors
have OPIC-like national agencies providing
similar products. OPIC never provides all of
the financing required in a venture, which is a
risk shared with the private sector. However,
in dealing with developing economics, only a
government agency can provide political risk
insurance, especially over the long term.

For those who advocate that we should sell
OPIC to the private sector because it makes
money for the Government, privatization will
cost the taxpayer money. According to a 1996
study by the respected J.P. Morgan Securities
firm, the taxpayer would have to put up be-
tween $700 and $900 million to privatize OPIC
because the commercial banks and insurance
companies will not purchase OPIC’s $2.7 bil-
lion in reserves dollar for dollar because of the
loss of Government backing.

One key benefit of OPIC that cannot be du-
plicated by the private sector is that OPIC also
advances U.S. foreign policy goals. OPIC mo-
bilizes private sector activity in support of
overarching U.S. foreign policy aims including
free market economic reform and democra-
tization in developing nations and in formerly
Communist countries while, at the same time,
maintaining stringent environmental, health
and safety standards, and supporting inter-
nationally recognized worker rights.

There are still some legitimate concerns
about OPIC, and this legislation attempts to
address the specific issues raised by construc-
tive critics of the agency. First, the legislation
authorizes a separate inspector general for
OPIC and for the Trade and Development
Agency [TDA]. This would provide for very
close oversight of these agencies to insure
that taxpayer money was fully protected. Even
though OPIC has written off only $11 million in
losses over 25 years, an IG would be charged
to continue this excellent track record to make
sure OPIC accounts adequately protect the in-
terests of the taxpayer.

The legislation also includes a safety net
provision that ensures any OPIC project com-
mitment of more than $200 million are sent to
Congress for a 35-day waiting period prior to
final OPIC board action. This provision is simi-
lar to policies already in place at the Export-
Import Bank of the United States [Ex-Im]. This
will give an opportunity for the appropriate
congressional committees to become aware of
impending action of this magnitude and to be
able to comment to the OPIC Board regarding
their views on this proposal. While OPIC has
never entered into any deal throughout its 25
year history that breached the $200 million
mark, there may be such opportunities in the
future.

The bill also requires the administration to
negotiate with other countries providing OPIC-
like services an arrangement that would pro-
vide greater transparency, better notification,
and maximum common terms for all such fi-

nancing and insurance programs. Critics of
OPIC often forget that other foreign govern-
ments have much more aggressive export pro-
motion programs, and this provision, I hope,
will bring the opponents and supporters of
OPIC together in a common cause to multilat-
erally reduce foreign government-sponsored
investment assistance. To let OPIC expire
without addressing the massive export pro-
motion spending by other countries would
amount to unilaterally disarmament by the
United States in the global trade wars.

Another key feature of the legislation is a re-
quirement that OPIC develop transparent and
public participation guidelines as part of its
policies to implement obligations relating to
protection of the environment. OPIC has been
criticized in the past for supplying insufficient
information in a timely manner to the pubic
about some of its projects. It is already part of
OPIC policy that no project it supports can
harm the environment. Anyone can see the
clear difference United States investment can
make in places like Russia where a diamond
mine supported by OPIC is, in terms of envi-
ronmental protection, light years ahead of their
Russian-owned counterparts. But this provi-
sion would ensure that adequate information is
provided to the public and to Congress on the
implementation of OPIC’s environmental pro-
tection obligations.

The bill would also create a 12-member ex-
port promotion commission comprised of indi-
viduals from both the private and public sec-
tors to examine all Federal Government export
promotion programs, including OPIC. The
commission would be charged with making
recommendations to Congress as to which
programs should be retained, terminated, or
merged with similar programs in other agen-
cies. There are 19 different Federal agencies
that are part of the Trade Promotion Coordi-
nating Committee [TPCC]. Once and for all,
we will resolve the question of which export
promotion programs are necessary to main-
taining our competitiveness and which pro-
grams deserve to end.

While this report is being prepared, the
TPCC would be charged in this legislation to
develop a comprehensive strategic export plan
to encourage more small- and medium-sized
businesses to export. This has been an issue
close to my heart, as chairman of the Small
Business Exports Subcommittee, where I have
learned after holding 10 hearings on the sub-
ject of trade of the large number of small busi-
nesses that do not know where to got to take
the first steps of finding customers overseas.
This strategic export plan would reorient Fed-
eral export promotion agencies to be more
proactive in reaching out to small businesses.
The plan would also require more coordination
of export promotion programs at the Federal,
State, and local levels.

The bill also abolishes the separate ceilings
on financing and investment insurance, com-
bining the two in one overall ceiling and in-
crease this combined ceiling by a total of $6
billion through 1999. This allows OPIC to man-
age its resources more effectively and thus
does not require the higher ceiling level that
was proposed in the previous OPIC reauthor-
ization bill that the House debated last year—
H.R. 3759. In addition, a 2-year authorization
also allows for more frequent congressional
input, as opposed to a 5-year authorization
that was contained in H.R. 3759.

Finally, the legislation would enable the ad-
ministration to appoint the most skillful and
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able officials and vice chairman of the OPIC
Board. Current law requires that the Adminis-
trator of the Agency for International Develop-
ment [AID] and the U.S. Trade Representative
[USTR] or the Deputy USTR to serve on the
board in these positions. This reform would
allow the executive branch to appoint individ-
uals who could best serve OPIC without hav-
ing their time and attention devoted to their
other important duties.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to join
me and the 34 other Members from both sides
of the aisle in helping to reform and reauthor-
ize OPIC by cosponsoring H.R. 2064.
f

IN HONOR OF FATHER IBRAHIM
IBRAHIM

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 26, 1997

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to honor
Father Ibrahim of St. Elias Church in Cleve-
land, OH, on the 10th anniversary of his ordi-
nation into the priesthood.

Father Ibrahim was born in a small village in
South Lebanon. There, he attended school
and entered the Seminary of Saint Savior of
the Basilian Salvatorian Order. He took his
first religious vows in 1980, then moved to
Jiita to start his college education.

In 1984, he was sent to Rome to continue
studying philosophy and theology. On Novem-
ber 3, 1985, he took his perpetual vows. After
returning to Lebanon to receive his deaconal
ordination on July 9, 1987, and his ordination
to the priesthood on July 18, 1987, he contin-
ued his studies in Rome, specializing in moral
theology.

Father Ibrahim overcame the obstacles of
war and worked to educate future priests in
Lebanon for 2 years as the director of the
seminary of his order. In 1991, he was as-
signed as pastor of St. Elias Church in Cleve-
land, OH. Since his arrival, he has been ap-
pointed protopresbyter for the midwest region
for the Diocese of Newton and was awarded
the Interfaith Commission Award by Bishop
Anthony Pilla.

My fellow colleagues, please join me in rec-
ognizing Father Ibrahim in his efforts to pro-
mote Christian unity and interreligious dialog.
The parishioners of St. Elias and the city of
Cleveland are lucky to have such a positive
and dynamic force in their midst.
f

TRIBUTE TO THE LONG ISLAND
LADIES OF THE COURT

HON. CAROLYN McCARTHY
OF NEW YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 26, 1997

Mrs. McCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to commend the women of the
Long Island Ladies of the Court. Recently, this
four woman basketball team from Nassau
County participated in the U.S. National Senior
Olympics in Tucson, AZ. I am pleased to an-
nounce that our Long Island team made up of
women between 55 and 60 years of age, cap-
tured the Silver Medal at the games—a very
strong showing in a competition where over

10,500 men and women at least 50 years old
from 48 States participated in 20 sports. We
are very proud of our seniors and their basket-
ball abilities.

I am a strong believer in sports, team par-
ticipation and competition. I played basketball
as a young girl growing up on Long Island and
eventually played for Mineola High School. I
experienced what recent studies have dem-
onstrated that participating in team sports is
essential for developing self-esteem and social
skills in young women. Self-confidence grows
with each successful lay-up, jump shot and
slam dunk. And for seniors, exercise is a prov-
en benefit—it slows down the aging process
and helps people live longer and healthier
lives. The Ladies of Long Island’s excellent
showing in the Senior Games clearly dem-
onstrates that we can all benefit from team
sports.

Mr. Speaker, I join today with my fellow resi-
dents from Long Island in offering a hearty
congratulations to the Long Island Ladies of
the Court and all participants at the U.S. Na-
tional Senior Games. Great job to all of you!
f

AVIATION TAX PROPOSALS BAD
FOR AVIATION

HON. WILLIAM O. LIPINSKI
OF ILLINOIS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 26, 1997

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
bring to my colleagues’ attention the devastat-
ing impact this Taxpayer Relief Act will have
on one single industry—the aviation industry.
It is impossible to balance the budget and give
taxpayers billions in tax cuts at the same time
without raising revenues. Therefore, through
massive tax increases, the Ways and Means
Committee has decided to use the airlines,
and the airline consumer, as the primary
source of revenue. Of the total $48 billion in
tax increases over the next five years, $34 bil-
lion, or 70 percent, will be raised from the
aviation industry.

The airline passenger will now have to pay
both a ticket tax and a new per flight segment
head tax of $2.00, which will progressively in-
crease each year, yet the passenger will not
benefit from the increased revenues. This is
because the revenue raised from increased
aviation taxes will be used to accomplish other
unrelated tax cuts in this package. There is
absolutely no relationship between the addi-
tional taxes and the programs that these taxes
are supposed to support. The additional taxes
will not fund new safety and security meas-
ures; they will not fund air traffic control mod-
ernization efforts; and, they will not fund criti-
cal airport improvement projects. In fact, under
the budget agreement, federal funding of air
traffic control operations and airport develop-
ment will likely decline over the next five years
as these new taxes are increased.

It is important to note that the increased rev-
enues will be paid entirely by the airline pas-
senger. It is the consumer who pays the ticket
tax, the head tax, the departure and the arrival
tax. However, the cargo waybill tax, which is
paid by the profitable cargo airline industry, is
simply extended in this tax package. Cargo
companies, which fly hundreds of planes do-
mestically and internationally each day at a
profit, will not pay a cent more.

Last year, when the aviation excise taxes
lapsed, the airline industry and the Congress
began to examine how to improve the way the
Federal Aviation Administration is financed
and how to provide a more reliable funding
stream. As the ranking member of the House
Subcommittee on Aviation, I decided to take
the lead in developing a fair and equitable
‘‘user fee’’ funding mechanism that would
more closely align the funding of the FAA to
the costs imposed on the system by the air-
lines. In addition, Congress created the Na-
tional Civil Aviation Review Commission to
study and recommend a new financing sys-
tem. This Commission, which has a federal
budget of $1.2 million, is composed of rep-
resentatives of all segments of the aviation in-
dustry and is chaired by former Chairman of
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, Norm Mineta. However, a month be-
fore the Commission’s expected recommenda-
tions, the Ways and Means Committee
stepped in and raised aviation revenues with-
out even waiting to hear what the $1.2 million
taxpayer financed Commission has to say
about aviation revenues and spending. Al-
though I will continue to draft my user fee leg-
islation, and the Commission will continue its
important work, this aviation tax proposal will
make it extremely difficult to make the nec-
essary changes in the aviation financing sys-
tem. By raising aviation taxes to offset other
tax cuts, this proposal widens the existing gap
between aviation revenues and spending in
the budget process.

In 1995 and 1996, the airline industry post-
ed record profits. However, this success fol-
lows years of economic hardship when the air-
lines had to operate in the red, cutting service
and eliminating jobs. If we take an additional
$5 billion from the airlines over the next five
years, as we propose to do today, we will
completely eliminate their profit margin. We
will kill the airlines that are already struggling
today and will dash all others’ hope for future
growth. Aviation is an integral part of our
economy. Economic stimulus from aviation-re-
lated activities is now estimated to be $700
billion dollars annually and is expected to grow
to $900 billion by the end of the century. How-
ever, this tax package today will take the air
out of the aviation industry. This massive tax
increase will once again bring the dark skies
of economic hardship over the aviation indus-
try, effectively grounding it.
f

A TRIBUTE TO RABBI MICHEL
TWERSKI

HON. THOMAS M. BARRETT
OF WISCONSIN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 26, 1997

Mr. BARRETT of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I
pay tribute today to one of Milwaukee’s truly
outstanding citizens, Rabbi Michel Twerski. On
July 6, 1997, Congregation Beth Jehudah will
gather with friends from Milwaukee and
around the world at Milwaukee’s historic Pabst
Theater to pay tribute to Rabbi Twerski. I
would like to take a moment to reflect on
Rabbi Twerski’s contributions to Milwaukee,
the Chassidic community, and the world of
music.

Rabbi Twerski has been an inspirational
force in the local and international Chassidic
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