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system, which of course includes the
PAC’s and the soft money and the inde-
pendent expenditures.

Just for the record, the Republicans
did put forth a campaign finance re-
form bill during the last Congress, but
that bill received a paltry 162 votes in
a House comprised of 230 Republicans. |
think that was an indication of just
how little the Republican leadership
wanted to change the campaign finance
system.

The record | think is clear that the
Democrats have put up serious legisla-
tion to deal with this issue and the Re-
publicans have not. The Democrats in
this House have known for years that
the current system is flawed and is too
easily abused, and basically what we
will do, with procedural motions or
however it has to be done in this Con-
gress, is that we will continue to fight
for reform in spite of whatever delays
and inaction that the Republicans put
forward. Over and over again in the
next few weeks and the next few
months until the Republican leadership
agrees to bring campaign finance re-
form to the floor, you will see the
Democrats continue out there calling
for reform, calling for action.

I know there are several bills out
there. 1 know that my colleague, the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MORAN],
and my Republican colleague, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. WAMP],
both mentioned their efforts on a bi-
partisan basis. Clearly there is an ef-
fort here amongst the rank and file, |
think on the Republican side, to try to
come together on some kind of biparti-
san bill that we can all agree on, but so
far the Republican leadership has not
allowed this bill or any kind of cam-
paign finance reform to come to the
floor, and | think that they have the
blame at this point for not pushing on
the issue.

PROPOSED LEGISLATION TO END
GOVERNMENT SHUTDOWNS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DELAY). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 21, 1997, the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
GEKAS] is recognized during morning
hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Speaker, | hope that
I will lay less blame on the opposition
than we heard from the previous speak-
er on the particular issue that he was
addressing, because | want to talk
about something that affects all of us
and on which we can all participate to
bring a good government result.

When | came to the Congress in 1983,
I learned very quickly that this Con-
gress, the Congress of the United
States, then and now, is very faulty in
meeting its budgetary deadlines. Sep-
tember 30 comes and the next fiscal
year begins the next day, on October 1.
Yet, on almost every occasion since |
came to Congress, we have failed to
meet that deadline. What does that re-
sult?

One thing that happens almost uni-
versally is that we enter into a period
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of temporary appropriations to keep
the Government going pending the
final budgetary result, and so those
continuing resolutions, the temporary
funding, takes us to our next step, an-
other deadline, and then we fail to
meet that one and we go into more
temporary funding and the full budget
is put off sometimes for a period of a
year.

That is bad fiscal management under
laws which we, the Congress, have
passed to govern ourselves in the busi-
ness of good government. What hap-
pened then is that we actually shut
down the Government eight times
since | have been a Member of Con-
gress. | do not know how many times
before that. The Government actually
shut down about eight times.

Being desperate to try to bring about
an end to this shutdown business, |
went before the Democrat-controlled
Rules Committee of that era, in 1989 or
1990, and offered a piece of legislation
which would end Government shut-
downs forever. How does it work? If on
September 30, the end of the fiscal
year, we have learned that we have not
passed a budget timely and before the
deadline that would come midnight
that day, my bill would call for an in-
stant replay the next day of last year’s
budget, thus averting the Government
shutdown, continuing the effect of Gov-
ernment throughout a period, never de-
priving the Congress from getting down
to business and passing a new budget,
but in the meantime we would have an
ongoing budget, albeit at last year’s
figures, until such time as the budget
negotiations can produce a final budg-
et.

Well, the Democrat-controlled Com-
mittee on Rules slapped me down time
after time after time, from 1989, 1990,
1991, 1992, 1993, and 1994. Finally in 1995
I felt that we were going to have a
great opportunity here because now
the Republicans on the Committee on
Rules would be controlling the agenda.
So | went before the Republican-con-
trolled Rules Committee for the pur-
pose of introducing my legislation and
getting approval for full floor debate.
And what happened? | was knocked
down by my fellow Republicans in this
endeavor.

The reason that has been advanced is
that adoption of my legislation would
rob the appropriators of the leverage
that they see at their disposal of bring-
ing about a certain kind of result and
pressure to suit the appropriations
process, which is so murky to me that
it does not survive close scrutiny. So |
am imploring my colleagues to take a
fresh look at the legislation which I
have offered.

By the way, the Senate, the other
body, has adopted in principle the idea
behind my bill and they invited me
over to a press conference, did those
Senators who prefer this kind of legis-
lation, and we had a joint result of an
acceptance in principle of the prevent
shutdown legislation. They are going
to try to include it in the supplemental
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appropriations which are forthcoming
in the next month or so.

On our side, on the House side, Con-
gressman ISTook and Congressman
MCINTOSH recently issued a letter in
which they support the principle which
I have outlined in my legislation. We
do not have to stick with the percent-
ages of money figures that we are talk-
ing about, but the principle of prevent-
ing Government shutdown by a transi-
tion piece of legislation that would
carry us into a new fiscal year without
any shutdown of Government, still
leaving the Congress the opportunity
to present and pass a new budget.

The other encouragement that | have
received is from individual Members of
the House and of the Senate who have
sought ways and means to try to get
this before the Congress of the United
States, both in the House and the Sen-
ate.

Mr. Speaker, there are many off-belt-
way groups who deal with the Govern-
ment that also support my legislation.

CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. FORD] is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, | rise today
in echoing really what some of my
other colleagues have gotten up today
to talk about on both sides of the aisle,
calling for sweeping campaign finance
reform.

We live in the greatest representative
democracy in the world, Mr. Speaker.
But the massive amount of money that
has found its way into our political
system threatens to eclipse one of de-
mocracy’s fundamental principles that
everyone’s vote counts the same.

In the 1996 elections over $2 billion
was spent in our political election sys-
tem. More than $2 million of that was
soft money. Some individuals contrib-
uted $2 million or more to one political
party or another.

Today, Mr. Speaker, elections are fi-
nanced by a small minority of Ameri-
cans. Less than one-half of 1 percent of
the electorate gives contributions in
excess of $200. Over the past 30 years
less than 20 percent of the electorate
has contributed to elections.

Americans feel alienated from our
political process, and they are demand-
ing that we take action. Everyone in-
volved in this system must be a part of
the solution, both Democrats and Re-
publicans. We must limit PAC con-
tributions, restrict the use of soft
money and temper the influence of
independent expenditures by outside
advocacy groups. In addition, we must
give the Federal Election Commission
real teeth to investigate, report, and
discipline candidates who break the
rules.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the public air-
waves belong to the people. An expo-
nential increase in the cost of tele-
vision advertising is preventing can-
didates from communicating with vot-
ers. The rise of the digital age presents



H1046

us with the rare opportunity to
strengthen our democracy. Broad-
casters, who will receive free digital li-
censes from the Government, have a re-
sponsibility to fulfill their public inter-
est standards by allowing reduced ad-
vertising television time for candidates
who comply with the rules.

Mr. Speaker, we must seize this mo-
ment and forge a bipartisan consensus
to heed the American people’s call to
reform our campaign system.

SALUTE TO RALPH LAIRD, JR.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. ROGAN] is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. ROGAN. Mr. Speaker, there are
occasions when the contribution of one
of our citizens merits special note on
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives, and for 20 years | have had the
privilege of knowing such an individ-

ual. His name is Ralph Laird from
Pleasanton, CA. He hails from my
home State.

Although | am a former resident of
Pleasanton, | do not have the privilege
of representing that community in this
House. However, I am joined by my
friend and colleague, the gentlewoman
from California [Mrs. TAUSCHER], who
does represent that particular district.

Mr. Speaker, | yield to my friend and
colleague to join me in this presen-
tation and salute to Ralph Laird.

Mrs. TAUSCHER. Mr. Speaker, |
thank my Republican colleague from
southern California for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, as the Representative of
the 10th Congressional District in Cali-
fornia, it is one of my great pleasures
and honors to be able to recognize and
praise distinguished constituents from
my area. | rise today to honor the ac-
complishments of a gentleman from
my district who throughout his life has
worked to improve the lives of others.
Although | have never had the pleasure
to meet this man in person, | was
lucky enough to learn of his service to
my community and the State of Cali-
fornia through the kind words and
praise of Congressman ROGAN and
through the admiration of his col-
leagues in the education community.

| speak of Mr. Ralph Laird, Jr., a
man who has served his country in nu-
merous ways throughout his lifetime.
Mr. Laird began serving his country
during World War 11, in which he
fought as a soldier in the U.S. Army.
After returning from the war, Mr.
Laird made a fortunate decision to re-
turn to California, where he chose to
dedicate his life to education.

Mr. Laird has been a teacher, a coach
of a championship basketball team, a
vice principal, a principal, a dean, and
an assistant superintendent. In my dis-
trict, among other things, he has
served as the principal of Pleasanton’s
Amador High School for 8 years and
later as assistant superintendent of the
Amador School District. In his spare
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time, Mr. Laird has served on the
Pleasanton City Library Board,
coached little league baseball, been an
active member of the Pleasanton Ro-
tary Club, and served as a camp direc-
tor for the YMCA.

I believe that the people of the 10th
Congressional District and the State of
California have been enormously
blessed to have someone like Mr. Laird
working on their team. Again | would
like to thank my colleague from south-
ern California for bringing to my at-
tention the accomplishments of this
outstanding gentleman. Mr. Laird has
done a great service to the people of
my district and to California’s chil-
dren. Additionally, | would like Mr.
Laird and his family to know that my
prayers and the prayers of the people of
the 10th Congressional District are
with him during this very difficult
time.

Mr. ROGAN. Mr. Speaker, | thank
my colleague for her very gracious and
kind comments. One comment she
made is particularly true—when she re-
ferred to Ralph Laird as a gentleman.
That he is. When | recently saw a very
popular movie entitled ““Mr. Holland’s
Opus,” immediately | thought of Ralph
Laird. For those who have seen the
movie, they will remember it as the
story of somebody who gave their life
to educating the children of a particu-
lar community and how, over the
course of his professional career, the
fruits of his efforts grew from one gen-
eration to the next. His legacy are the
innumerable productive men and
women who benefited from his counsel
and example during his illustrious ca-
reer.

That is Ralph Laird’s legacy,
only to the people of Pleasanton, not
only to the people of California, but
truly to the people of this country. On
behalf of the Congress of the United
States, | thank him for his service to
our country, and I salute him.

Mr. Speaker, | again thank my col-
league, the gentlewoman from Califor-
nia [Mrs. TAUSCHER], for joining me in
this presentation.

not

IN SUPPORT OF HERMAN FOR
SECRETARY OF LABOR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from New
York [Mr. OWENS] is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, | rise to
speak in support of the nomination of
Alexis Herman as the Secretary of
Labor. Alexis Herman is facing consid-
erable difficulties. They have slowed
down the process of confirming her
nomination. If you read the accounts
in the press and the media, you will
find they are rather bizarre.

Alexis Herman is criticized for being
too effective. She is criticized for being
a great communicator. She is criticized
for knowing the ways through the po-
litical maze. All of these that are nor-
mally considered virtues, all these
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characteristics that are normally con-
sidered virtues have suddenly become
barriers to Alexis Herman being con-
firmed as the Secretary of Labor.
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What is going on, Mr. Speaker? | fear
that when you compare the difficulties
faced by Alexis Herman on the one
hand and her difficulties, leaving the
Department of Labor without any lead-
ership for all this time, when you com-
pare those difficulties with what is
being offered in this Congress by the
Republican majority, you might make
a logical case for conspiracy.

The Republican majority that is
holding up the confirmation of Alexis
Herman, leaving the Department of
Labor without leadership, has aggres-
sively taken the lead in terms of plac-
ing legislation on the agenda which
will definitely hurt working people.

The agenda of the Department of
Labor is definitely under consideration
here. We are proposing and will have on
the floor of this House this week a bill
which will change the Fair Labor
Standards Act. The Fair Labor Stand-
ards Act has been in effect since the
New Deal, Roosevelt, when we had
abuses of labor that were abominable.
And part of the way we curbed those
abuses of working people where they
were forced to work around the clock,
on the weekend, and given the same
hourly wage, one way to curb that, one
way to make the employers divide up
the pot and employ more workers in-
stead of working a few long hours with
no wages was to implement a Fair
Labor Standards Act which says, ‘“You
cannot work anybody more than 40
hours a week without paying them
time and a half for their overtime pay.
You work 40 hours a week, the wage
rate must be raised to time and a
half.”

Now we have on the floor a bill which
will take that away. The Republicans
are coming for the overtime of Mem-
bers. They take away the cash pay-
ment. They want to say that employers
who are now under the Fair Labor
Standards Act should be taken out
from under the Fair Labor Standards
Act and given the option of giving
comp time, time off, to workers. Oh,
they say, this is going to be a choice
that the employees will make. If they
do not want to take time off, they
want cash, they will have it. But we
have statistics and we have studies
which show that employers, people who
employ people, are already swindling
workers out of vast amounts of over-
time pay.

One employer study group has admit-
ted that as much as $19 billion was
swindled away from workers in cash
payments last year, so they do not
really have a choice. Any employer
will choose to want to invest his cash,
he will hold onto the cash and give the
employee time off.

This is going forward, it is on the
floor, it will be on the floor this week.

Now in addition to that very anti-
working person, anti-the-working-fam-
ilies out there legislation, we have a
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