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which were imposed because of con-
cerns over Pakistan’s nuclear prolifera-
tion activities. But | do want to thank
the conferees for maintaining the pro-
hibition on IMET assistance to Paki-
stan.

Overall, this is a good conference re-
port, and | urge my colleagues to sup-
port it.

Mr. CALLAHAN. Mr. Speaker, | yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Georgia, also a mem-
ber of our subcommittee.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, | just
want to say, | think this bill has a lot
of good things. It is a product of a
great compromise and a lot of work.

One of the things | think is very sig-
nificant and that is a debate we do not
have much in our country is what is
going on with the nuclear weapons
stockpile in Russia. We often con-
centrate on a lot of issues, but we
never ask ourselves as a country, as
free people, what are they doing with
all their nuclear arms? This bill starts
to address that by withholding assist-
ance to the Russian Government unless
we know exactly what they are doing
with their nuclear arsenal, and hope-
fully they are not selling it around the
globe.

There are a lot of good things in
here. It increases international narcot-
ics control by $17 million over last
year, bringing the 1998 level to $230
million.

But there are some things it does not
do which have been addressed, and we
look forward to working with the ad-
ministration on that.

We want to address the issue of the
U.N. arrearage. We think that the
United Nations has taken too big of an
assessment against the United States,
and we want to work through that. We
also want to work with this IMF fund-
ing to have stability in some of the de-
veloping countries.

We look forward to working with the
administration on that and solving
these problems, and we also hope the
administration will work with us in
making sure that none of this money
goes to groups who choose to lobby for
liberalization of abortion laws, and
also groups who may tend to have some
of their own moneys used to support
abortion.

We think there are a lot of things we
can get together with the administra-
tion on, and we look forward to that
process. Hopefully the authorization
bill that will come maybe as early as
tomorrow will address this.

Mr. CALLAHAN. Mr. Speaker, | yield
1 minute to the gentleman from lowa
[Mr. LEACH].

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, | want to
thank the distinguished chairman for
yielding me time. Let me say | think
his leadership on this issue has been
nothing less than estimable, and 1 in-
tend to support his bill, but | think all
of us in this body have to understand
that the intricacies of single-issue
group politics is bedeviling our foreign
policy at this time and jeopardizing the
national interests of the United States.
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If this Congress adjourns without
passing fast track, without passing
U.N. reform and arrearages, and if we
do nothing about the IMF replenish-
ment, there is a distinct possibility
that tomorrow will not be the last day
of this year’s session. The last two is-
sues are of vital significance this week,
and we may well be called back into a
special session. This Member would
support it.

The fact of the matter is we need to
address the U.N. at this time. We need
to address international economic cir-
cumstances as implied in the IMF. | am
hopeful we will do so.
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Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

I too want to associate myself with
the remarks of the gentleman from
lowa [Mr. LEACH] in regard to the IMF
replenishment and the U.N. arrearages.
I hope that before this Congress ad-
journs, that those issues will be appro-
priately addressed and successfully ad-
dressed.

I believe that our chairman, the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. CALLAHAN],
as | mentioned, has provided great
leadership in this legislation, which is
almost a match of the administration’s
request in terms of funding in order to
promote U.S. global leadership, pro-
mote our exports, maintain the peace,
alleviate poverty, and to maintain the
peace, | think | said that twice, but it
deserves mentioning more than one
time.

Mr. Speaker, in the interests of time,
we are not going to hear from all of the
Democrats on the committee, but |
want to acknowledge the distinguished
service of the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. YATES] and the gentleman from
California [Mr. TorRRES], who did not
speak, in addition to the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. OBEY] and the
gentlewoman from New York [Mrs.
LoweY].

But | know | speak for them and our
Republican colleagues on the commit-
tee when | extend our best wishes to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
FOGLIETTA], a member of our sub-
committee who today left our commit-
tee and was sworn in as the U.S. Am-
bassador to Italy. | think every Mem-
ber of this House is very proud of the
service of Mr. FOGLIETTA here, wishes
him much success in his new endeavor
personally, and especially for our great
country.

With that, | urge our colleagues to
support this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. CALLAHAN. Mr. Speaker, it is
my intention in just a second to yield
back, but | yield myself such time as |
may consume to briefly explain that
the President requested $16.8 billion,
and the House passed $12.26 billion. The
Senate sent us a message of $16.8 bil-
lion, and the conference resolved it at
$13.1 billion, but the net appropriation
is $12.7 billion, very close to what we
passed in the House.
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Some of the remarks that were made
about the IMF, as well as the U.N.
problem, have great merit and | do not
deny that. But once again, this is the
foreign operations appropriation bill.
We are cutting the President’s request
by $4 billion. That is basically where
we were. At this time, Mr. Speaker, |
ask for a favorable vote.

Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, |
rise in support of the Foreign Operations Ap-
propriations bill for two main reasons.

First, the appropriation for Israel will help to
insure the survival of this thriving democracy
in the Middle East. No other country has
greater ties to America.

Second, | am pleased that Armenia will ben-
efit from this legislation by increased recogni-
tion of its importance to the United States and
support by our country.

Mr. Speaker, | have no further re-
quests for time, and | yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHooD). Without objection, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the con-
ference report.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the conference report.

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XV, the
yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 5 of rule I, further
proceedings on this question will be
postponed.

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2777

Mr. GEJDENSON. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent to have my name
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 2777.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Connecticut?

There was no objection.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 1998

Mrs. MYRICK, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 105-403) on the resolution (H.
Res. 324) providing for consideration of
the Senate amendments to the bill
(H.R. 2607) making appropriations for
the government of the District of Co-
lumbia and other activities chargeable
in whole or in part against the reve-
nues of said District for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 1998, and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, | call
up House Resolution 324 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. REs. 324

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 2607) making
appropriations for the government of the
District of Columbia and other activities
chargeable in whole or in part against the
revenues of said District for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 1998, and for other pur-
poses, with Senate amendments thereto, and
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to consider in the House, any rule of the
House to the contrary notwithstanding, a
single motion offered by the chairman of the
Committee on Appropriations or his designee
that the House concur in the Senate amend-
ment to the text with the amendment print-
ed in the report of the Committee on Rules
accompanying this resolution and disagree
to the Senate amendment to the title. The
Senate amendments and the motion shall be
considered as read. The motion shall be de-
batable for one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking minor-
ity member of the Committee on the Appro-
priations. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the motion to final
adoption without intervening motion or de-
mand for division of the question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina [Mrs.
MYRICK] is recognized for 1 hour.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, | yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. FROST], pending which
I yield myself such time as | may
consume. During consideration of this
resolution, all time is yielded for the
purpose of debate only.

Mr. Speaker, while considering the
final appropriations bills, the Senate
rolled the Commerce, State, Justice
appropriations bill and the Foreign Op-
erations appropriations bill into the
D.C. appropriations bill and, therefore,
created an omnibus appropriations bill.

The House amendment we will con-
sider tonight strikes all provisions out
of the omnibus appropriations bill, ex-
cept for the District of Columbia, and
amends that bill with the recommenda-
tion of the House Committee on Appro-
priations.

The rule provides for a single motion
by the Chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations, or his designee, to con-
cur in the Senate amendment to the
text, any rule of the House to the con-
trary notwithstanding, with the
amendment printed in the Committee
on Rules report and disagree to the
Senate amendment to the title.

The rule further provides that the
Senate amendments to the House bill
and the motion are considered as read.
The motion is debatable for 1 hour
equally divided and controlled by the
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. LIVING-
STON], chairman of the Committee on
Appropriations, and the ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on
Appropriations.

There is little argument that the Dis-
trict of Columbia is in bad shape. The
city suffers from deteriorating infra-
structure, high crime rates, a shrink-
ing population, and poor services. We
must take bold steps to reform the way
this city operates so that it can again
take its place among the great cities of
the world.

As a former mayor, | know the chal-
lenges that come with running a city.
It will not be easy to reform, but we
must start now.

I was very supportive of the bill that
originally passed in the House. | be-
lieve that it contains some tough lan-
guage that will go a long way to chang-
ing the face of our Nation’s Capital.
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The bill met with stiff resistance and
has been replaced.

This is a good rule. It allows us to de-
bate D.C. appropriations as a single
issue, rather than as part of an omni-
bus package. We need to take a step to-
ward restoring some of the luster our
Nation’s Capital city has lost in recent
years.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to
support the rule, and | look forward to
the debate about the future of our Na-
tion’s Capital.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, it is late in the day and
it is late in the session. We are now 43
days into fiscal year 1998 and it is high
time that we finish our business for the
year. With any luck, we will be able to
finish the District of Columbia appro-
priations this evening, leaving only 1
other appropriations bill outstanding.

The Republican majority has finally
seen the light and has given up for the
time being, at least, its desire to use
the District and its residents as a
grand experiment in Republican social
engineering on school vouchers.

As | said, Mr. Speaker, it is late in
the day and it is late in the session. It
is time for the Republican majority to
govern. It is time to stop using appro-
priations to move a legislative agenda
that is not supported by a majority of
the American people.

Mr. Speaker, the negotiating process
on District of Columbia appropriations
has resulted in creating a bill which is
vastly superior to the product origi-
nally passed by 1 vote in the House. |
will support this rule only because the
bill passed by the Senate and the
amendment which is now being rec-
ommended as a further amendment ad-
dress the issues of providing the Fed-
eral payment to the District of Colum-
bia, the Nation’s Capital, and not the
Republican social agenda. It is unfortu-
nate, however, that it has taken this
long to reach this point.

Mr. Speaker, because it is late, |1 will
reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Virginia
[Mr. DAvVIS].

(Mr. DAVIS of Virginia asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
let me just note, | have further com-
ments in my revisions, but | am happy
we have gotten to this point. It has
taken a long time. The city of Wash-
ington has had to borrow money during
the time that we have not been able to
move forward with the appropriation,
but with a lot of work of people on
both sides of the aisle we have come to
the conclusion this evening that we
have an appropriation bill that I am
proud to support.

I want to thank my ranking member
of the authorizing committee, the gen-
tlewoman from the District of Colum-
bia [Ms. NORTON], and the gentleman
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from Virginia [Mr. MoORAN], who have
worked very closely with us on appro-
priations to bring this to where it is to-
night. The city needs this money. We
have an appropriations bill that |
would urge all of my colleagues to sup-
port.

Our Nation’s capital desperately needs this
budget bill to be enacted now. Failure to do so
would have major negative consequences.

Failure to pass this budget now would
cause the District of Columbia to slide even
further backward.

Failure to pass this budget now would be
reckless and tragic. This is especially so be-
cause this Congress and the last Congress
have done so much to get the Nation’s Capital
on the right track.

To defeat the bill at this point would risk
doing irreparable harm to our fundamental
goals of reform and revitalization of our Na-
tion’s Capital.

It is wrong to gamble with the lives of mil-
lions in this region who depend on an orderly
budget process.

We all know of the D.C. Revitalization Act
which passed this Congress as part of the
Balanced Budget Act of 1997. Strong manage-
ment reform measures, Medicaid changes and
tax incentives were included as well in that en-
actment and in the equally Historic Tax Re-
form Act of 1997. To have enacted such sig-
nificant reforms, and to see them signed by
the President, is a legislative accomplishment
we can all take pride in helping to achieve.

With patience and perseverance the reforms
we have enacted for the District of Columbia
have begun to have their intended effect.

We now have a rare opportunity, sanctioned
by both Congress and the White House, to re-
structure and improve the complex relationship
between the Federal Government and the Na-
tion’s Capital. But time is of the essence. And
we are at a moment of truth.

Many of the issues addressed in the D.C.
Revitalization Act are particularly urgent and
time sensitive. To take just one example, a
Federal trustee must be up and running to
help establish reforms in the District's prison
system. Just last month the court-appointed
monitor said of the medium-security facility at
Lorton that “it has deteriorated to a level of
depravity that is unparalleled in its troubled
history.”

It is tragic enough when Congress reaches
an impasse in consideration of a budget for
one of our executive departments. But if we
are unable to enact a budget for the Nation’s
Capital, that real city which exists just beyond
the monuments is placed at a grave risk of im-
mediate harm. And when you consider that
most of the District's budget consists of self-
generated funds, it makes the spectacle of
congressional delay even more difficult to ex-
plain.

Some of us have differences with various
sections of the bill before us. Many have res-
ervations which | share. But | appeal to you,
as chairman of the authorizing subcommittee
for the District of Columbia, to join me in vot-
ing for this budget bill so we can give the Na-
tion’s Capital a chance to survive as a city.

| am pleased that the Victims of Com-
munism Relief Act of 1997 is incorporated in
this bill and will become law. The agreement
provides that Nicaraguans and Cubans who
entered the United States prior to December
1, 1995, will be made eligible for lawful perma-
nent residence provided they apply prior to
April 1, 2000.
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Guatemalans and Salvadorans, who filed for
asylum prior to April 1, 1990, and members of
the ABC class, will have their cases reviewed
under the less onerous rules in existence be-
fore the 1996 Immigration Act [IIRIRA] went
into effect. In addition, battered spouses and
children in proceedings prior to April 1, 1997,
will be processed under the pre-lIRIRA rules.

Guatemalans and Salvadorans will have
their adjustments offset by reductions in the
diversity and unskilled—nonagricultural—work-
er programs, which will not exceed 5,000 in
each annually. All pending approved petitions
for unskilled worker visas will be permitted to
adjust under the current 10,000 cap.

Members of the defined categories of
Central Americans—Salvadorans and Guate-
malans—whose cases are under the jurisdic-
tion of the post-April 1 rules, will have their
claims for cancellation of removal adjudicated
under the more generous standard of 7 years
continuous residence and extreme hardship,
not subject to the 4,000-person cap.

All Guatemalans and Salvadorans who meet
the eligibility requirements states above will be
exempted from the stop time rule, as inter-
preted by the Board of Immigration Claims’ N—
J-B ruling. Individuals not within these cat-
egories will be subject to the stop-time rule.

Refugees from the former Warsaw Pact na-
tions will have their cases governed according
to the same rules which will apply for Guate-
malans and Salvadorans.

Mr. Speaker, many Central Americans have
made a positive impact in our community in
northern Virginia. The inclusion of this legisla-
tion in the D.C. appropriation bill will bring a
measure of justice to thousands who have fled
oppression in their native land to seek the
freedom and opportunity offered in this Nation.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield 7
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida [Mrs. MEEK].

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to oppose this
rule. | think it is an unfair rule, and
this Congress should know why | think
that way.

I went to the Committee on Rules to-
night to see if | could get an amend-
ment ruled eligible for the floor which
would have turned around an injustice
which is in this bill. | think what Con-
gress sees in this bill is what happens
when legislators, people in Congress,
make rules on appropriations bills. It
is always a disaster when that happens,
and it is too bad that this particular
amendment on immigration, a situa-
tion that is so very direly needed in
this country, was placed on an appro-
priations bill, and a very important ap-
propriations bill, for the District of Co-
lumbia. The District of Columbia has
been bandied about in this Congress. |
think it is high time we put the kind of
precedence and the kind of attention
on this particular bill that it should re-
ceive.

Now, while I do not oppose the Dis-
trict of Columbia’s appropriations bill
being passed, | do not oppose the Nica-
raguans getting their amnesty on this
bill, and | do not oppose the Central
Americans getting their amnesty, but
what | do reject is the idea that the
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Haitians in this country that came
here under the same credible fear of
persecution as the Nicaraguans and the
Central Americans and the Cubans are
now left out of this particular bill.

I am being told that, number 1, the
Haitians were never to be considered.
They were not a part of the agreement.
As a matter of fact, | have substantive
proof to show that they were not a part
of the agreement. We lobbied very hard
to try to get them included. It is never
too late for this Congress to do the
right thing.

But there is something that per-
plexes me, which is, why is it that al-
ways when communities of color come
up in immigration, they are always
overlooked or there is always some ex-
cuse as to why they were not in the
original agreement? I am asking this
Congress, why? That is why | am op-
posing this rule, because this rule is
unfair. Why have Nicaraguans, Cubans,
Guatemalans, and Salvadoreans, who
will live next door to each other in
some of our communities, one will get
a green card and the others cannot.
One could seek citizenship after 4 to 5
years; the others cannot. Is that fair?
My answer is no, it is not fair. It is an-
other step of unfairness in this coun-
try.

The reason that it is so unfair is we
allow it to happen. We allow these
kinds of things to come in on an appro-
priations bill. We allow the unfairness
to be so dominant in the Kinds of deci-
sions we make here. If we were fair,
that amendment would have never
passed the Senate, it would never have
come over here. If we were fair, the
Haitians would have been given the
same time for amnesty as Nicaraguans
and others.

I have fought very hard on this floor,
Mr. Speaker, for Cubans, for Hispanics,
for Latinos in this country. | think it
is a slap in the face to the Black Cau-
cus and to the other caucuses which
have stood so steadily behind all of the
bills that the Cuban Members of this
Congress brought here, yet we could
not receive any support to include the
Haitians. It is wrong, and | will always
say it. It is wrong, and we should turn
it around.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. | yield to the
gentleman from Florida.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, | thank the gentlewoman for
yielding.

I also thank her for her commitment
to this endeavor and for her leadership
that she has demonstrated on behalf of
those that she, myself, the gentle-
woman from Florida [Ms. BROwWN], and
countless others in this Congress are
supportive of receiving the same con-
sideration as others have under this
particular measure.

Reluctantly, | rise in opposition to
the rule. Like the gentlewoman from
Florida [Mrs. MEek], said, | will sup-
port the ultimate bill because | feel
that it is no more than fair to the Dis-
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trict of Columbia that has been bur-
dened in an equivalent manner, and in
my view has not been treated as fairly
as they should be. But all the gentle-
woman from Florida [Mrs. MEEK]
sought in the Committee on Rules was
an amendment that would allow for an
up-or-down vote on whether or not the
Haitian refugees, particularly those
that came through Guantanamo, would
receive the same consideration as ev-
eryone else.

Neither the gentlewoman from Flor-
ida [Mrs. MEeek] nor | take any back
seat to supporting all of the efforts of
those who we represent in south Flor-
ida. | support Nicaraguans, and | think
that they should receive an amnesty
that they have received. | support
Central Americans, and | think that
they should receive the amnesty that
they are going to be able to apply for
and receive. | even support Eastern Eu-
ropeans and think that it is appro-
priate that this Nation, the beacon for
freedom and fairness, would offer them
an opportunity to seek amnesty under
appropriate circumstances. However, |
totally reject the notion that those
that we made a commitment to, that
we are not fair enough to continue our
efforts to ensure that that commit-
ment is kept.
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Once again, | thank the gentlewoman
from Florida [Mrs. MEek] and will vote
to reject the rule for the reason that
she will reject it, in her efforts to make
a simple amendment that asks for
nothing but fairness.

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, |
yield myself such time as | may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, | will say in the end
that this is an unjust and unfair rule.
It is a rule which overlooks the
equalness and equality which we push
in this country. Having supported
every effort to bring about equality in
this country for immigrants and every-
one else, | reject any statement. That
is why | am voting against the rule.

I call on the Members of this Con-
gress who believe in fairness and equity
for all immigrants, not just one par-
ticular set, to reject this rule, to send
a message to the Republicans that they
do not choose certain immigrants be-
cause they go by the same ethnicity as
they do to include in a bill. It is not
fair, and it will show an unfairness for
the majority party.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Califor-
nia [Mr. CUNNINGHAM)].

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, |
had the privilege of working on the
education provisions of this legislation.
I would like to personally thank the
chairman, the gentleman from North
Carolina, Mr. CHARLES TAYLOR, and
ranking minority member, the gen-
tleman from Virginia Mr. JiIM MORAN,
who not only listened but was coopera-
tive and worked very closely with the
committee.

I would also like to thank and I
think D.C. and this body owes a great
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deal of gratitude to Gen. Julius Becton,
who has taken on almost an impossible
task of cutting through not only eco-
nomic problems but the political prob-
lems of D.C. schools. He has worked
tirelessly in changing some of the rules
and in helping children in the District.
I would like to commend General
Becton.

Mr. Speaker, what education provi-
sions are in the bill? It provides $3.3
million for public charter schools, that
is good within this bill, but it also adds
money for the public schools. The gen-
tleman from Virginia [Mr. MORAN]
fought for these provisions along with
Republicans, and we find that it is in
the best interests and will help.

There is a technical improvement to
the D.C. charter schools. There are
about four of them. I will not belabor
them, but | think these provisions will
actually help. It was done on a biparti-
san basis, both Republicans and Demo-
crats. The National Education Associa-
tion will finally pay its fair share of
taxes, which is about $1.1 million a
year that will go to help D.C. schools.
We helped with that.

One of the things that | am saddened
by, Mr. Speaker, is that union bosses
once again prevailed in stopping and
preventing the aid to children in
schools within D.C. by waiving Davis-
Bacon. The average age of D.C. schools,
the average age, is 86 years old, Mr.
Speaker, 86 years. The roofs were so
bad, schools were delayed. The fire
codes are so bad that it was not even
placed in the fire department, it is in
the hands of a judge.

Yet, union bosses prevented saving
up to 25 percent on school construction
by giving the school construction au-
thority the ability to waive Davis-
Bacon. Once again, the unions chose to
line their pockets rather than come to
the aid of children. | think that is sick-

ening, Mr. Speaker. It is something
that we need to change.
The D.C. Student Opportunities

Scholarship, which is not included in
this, which my friend said is a Repub-
lican strategy or social strategy, is
going to be in a freestanding bill to
where he can vote up or down on it.
Only a liberal would say that he does
not want to help education and chil-
dren have a choice of where they could

0.
gThere is no pay raise for properly
credentialed teachers, which we felt
was important.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. MoORAN].

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, | want to suggest to the gentleman
from California who just spoke, when
he was praising General Becton, he
used the term, “‘I would like to com-
mand General Becton.” | think he may
want to correct the RECORD. | suspect
he meant ‘““‘commend General Becton.”
I might like to command him, but I
note that he may want to catch that in
the RECORD.

Either way, | agree with the gen-
tleman that General Becton is doing a
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fine job in a very difficult situation
with the D.C. school system, and this
bill helps that situation. It will be a
long time before we correct all of D.C.’s
problems, but certainly this is a step
forward. That is why | rise in support
of this rule.

I do not disagree with the gentle-
woman from Florida [Mrs. MEEK] about
the fact that Haitian refugees should
get fair, comparable treatment to
Central American and Cuban refugees.
She argues about something that is not
in the rule that she wants in the rule.
I do not disagree with the issue, but I
do think that this rule should be sup-
ported.

We need to get on with the business
of providing the necessary funds for the
District of Columbia. They are facing a
financial crisis. So let us get this rule
passed. | find nothing objectionable in
it as it pertains to the District of Co-
lumbia, and 1 will address the sub-
stance of the bill when the bill is
brought up. 1 do urge a ‘‘yes’” vote on
the rule.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | yield 4
minutes to the gentleman from Flor-
ida, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART.

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Speaker,
with regard to the legislation on immi-
gration that is included in this appro-
priations bill, I think it is important to
point out that it is historic. It is in the
great generous and compassionate tra-
dition of the United States.

The process behind the Central
American relief legislation began in
July of this year, in June and July of
this year, after a commitment by
President Clinton to the Central Amer-
ican Presidents during a summit in
Costa Rica, and also a commitment by
the Speaker of the House, Speaker
GINGRICH, after a visit to south Flor-
ida, precisely commenting on this
issue.

The legislation was drafted after seri-
ous consultation with the National Se-
curity Council and the Department of
Justice. It was drafted to prevent the
deportation of Nicaraguans and also of
Guatemalans and Salvadorans, known
as the ABC class, that were denied sus-
pension of deportation by the retro-
activity of the Immigration Reform
Act that was passed last year.

I want to point out, | would like to
point out, Mr. Speaker, that passage of
this language, which is included in the
District of Columbia appropriations
bill, will not in any way hinder efforts
to seek similar relief for Haitian refu-
gees in other legislative measures.

Last week, Senator MOSELEY-BRAUN
in the Senate put a hold on the Senate
D.C. appropriations bill because of the
Haitian issue. She lifted her objection
after the Attorney General and the
White House agreed to provide admin-
istrative relief to the Haitian commu-
nity while Congress considers a legisla-
tive remedy.

The agreement reached between the
Senator and the administration pro-
vides that the President will authorize
the Attorney General to temporarily
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suspend the deportation of Haitians
while Congress considers legislation to
provide relief to the Haitian commu-
nity in the United States.

The bill has already been introduced
in the Senate by Senator BoB GRAHAM
and Senator CONNIE MACK and others,
including Senator ABRAHAM, and a
House companion bill has been
dropped, to my understanding, by the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CON-
YERS]. | have agreed to be a cosponsor
of that bill, as | have always been a co-
sponsor of legislation by the gentle-
woman from Florida [Mrs. MEEK] on
this issue of our Haitian brothers and
sisters.

Mr. Speaker, | will request and insist
upon hearings not only in the Senate
on this legislation but in the House as
well and on the basis of this White
House agreement of Senator MOSELEY-
BRAUN where she lifted her hold and
the Senate passed the D.C. appropria-
tions bill by voice vote.

Mr. Speaker, | support, as | always
have, the efforts to seek justice for our
Haitian brothers and sisters. My distin-
guished friend, the gentlewoman from
Florida [Mrs. MEEK], knows that. | will
continue doing so. So as | recommit to
do all I can to help our Haitian friends,
| seek justice and commend the Speak-
er and all of those who have been in-
volved, Mr. SMITH, as well as the lead-
ers in the Senate, Senator ABRAHAM
and Senator MAcCK and Senator BoB
GRAHAM and others, who have worked
on this.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. | yield to the
gentleman from Florida.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, am | understanding the gen-
tleman correctly that we have his com-
mitment that he will push to ensure
that the Haitians receive the same con-
sideration that the Nicaraguans have?

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Yes.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, while the gentleman is an-
swering it, would he be so kind as to
tell me, was it not equally possible
that we could have included the Hai-
tians in this particular measure?

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. The gentleman
is aware of the fact that in the negotia-
tions that led to this legislation, Mr.
SMITH made what | consider to have
been a very good faith offer with regard
to the Haitians. The gentlewoman from
Florida [Mrs. MEEK] was of the opinion
that that was not something that
should be finalized in the terms that
were offered.

But yes, my commitment is there,
my distinguished friend, with regard to
pushing this issue further.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from the
District of Columbia [Ms. NORTON].

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, | rise to
ask for a vote, a positive vote, on the
rule on a bipartisan basis.

Mr. Speaker, this is the last appro-
priation out. By all rights, it should
have been the first, considering the
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condition of the District of Columbia
and considering that there is only a
token amount of Federal funds. I am
coming to this floor to ask permission
to spend my own money. | do not know
what the rest of the Members would do
if they had to do this.

This is a caboose appropriation held
up in the Senate, as Members have
heard, over an issue completely unre-
lated. | could not be more in sympathy
with the gentlewoman from Florida
[Mrs. Meek]. If my appropriation has
been treated regrettably, she has been
treated most unfairly, and | pledge to
her that I will do all in my power to
monitor this matter to see that the
compromise that has been achieved is
carried out and to see that full justice
is done in legislation when we return.

This bill has been cleansed of the is-
sues that would have gotten a veto.
Some of them would have been micro-
management of the District. Others
would have been ideological issues.

We have gone from micromanaging
the District to micromanaging the
Control Board. We have to stop that.
The Control Board is not above criti-
cism, and | have been among its critics,
but the fact is that these are five dis-
tinguished people working for no pay
who are trying to do an almost impos-
sible job. We ought to reinforce them,
unless they get way off the mark. We
are not close enough to take what they
do and unravel it dollar by dollar.

All sides need to talk and negotiate
before the appropriation period, rather
than waiting for the appropriation to
try to reform the District of Columbia.
If Members want to have meaningful
participation in the reform and re-
structuring of the District, let the
Committee on Appropriations, the sub-
committee, the authorizing sub-
committee, the Control Board, and the
District sit down and work out their
problems before they get to this floor.

Home Rule? Yes, that is one reason
this bill must be supported, because it
has the support of the District of Co-
lumbia, which worked hard to please
the Congress in what it has achieved,
but it also must be supported because
this bill is, in fact, an efficient and re-
liable way to move the District for-
ward.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida [Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN].

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
our colleagues, the gentlewoman from
south Florida, Mrs. CARRIE MEEK, and
the gentleman from Florida, Mr. ALCEE
HASTINGS, have done a formidable job
of defending our community, especially
the immigrant community, after their
many years of dedicated service.

All of us in the south Florida con-
gressional delegation have the great
privilege of representing various pock-
ets of the immigrant community, and
we try to help all of those communities
whenever we can. | commend my col-
leagues, the gentlewoman from Florida
[Mrs. MEEK] and the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. HASTINGS], for their lead-
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ership. It is because of their firm belief
in fairness that my other colleague,
the gentleman from Miami, FL [Mr.
DiAz-BALART], and | are going to join
with them in working with our Florida
Senators, CONNIE MACK and BoB GRA-
HAM, to get fair treatment for the Hai-
tians.

In January when we come back to de-
bate the new bills, we will continue
working with our south Florida col-
leagues and our Florida Senators to see
that the Guantanamo Haitians get the
fair treatment that they deserve.

I visited the Guantanamo base in
Cuba while the Haitians were there, |
know of their plight. It was a great
honor for me when | first came to Con-
gress to represent the community of
little Haiti. It is a wonderful law-abid-
ing community, and | have supported
and will continue to support the gen-
tlewoman from Florida [Mrs. MEEK] in
cosponsoring her bill. We have worked
with the White House to work out this
compromise that no deportations will
be taking place while the legislation
moves through the proper procedures
in the House and the Senate.
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However, the bill before us now does
save many thousands of lives from the
immigration limbo that they are fac-
ing, the deportation that has been di-
viding many communities.

Therefore, | urge my colleagues to
support the rule and move this legisla-
tion forward, which is going to help so
many immigrants. And we look for-
ward to continuing in the new session
in supporting other immigrants as
well.

As an immigrant myself, as a politi-
cal refugee who sought freedom and de-
mocracy, | know what this country
stands for, and | know the beliefs that
have brought us here still linger in our
hearts. And we practice them every
day. So | look forward to working with
my colleagues to see this come true.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | would in-
quire of the time remaining on each
side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHooD). The gentleman from Texas
[Mr. FROST] has 19 minutes remaining.
The gentlewoman from North Carolina
[Mrs. MYRICK] has 18%2 minutes remain-
ing.

ﬁ/lr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia [Ms. WATERS].

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, we find
ourselves in a rather unfortunate situ-
ation. This is the most cynical kind of
public policy-making that | have ever
witnessed. | cannot understand for the
life of me why the Haitians would have
been left out from consideration.

As | understand, the Immigration
and Naturalization Service reports
that, as of September 30, 1996, applica-
tions for asylum were pending for
about 18,000 Haitians, 21,000 Nica-
raguans, 118,000 Guatemalans, and
191,000 Salvadorans.

How can they just drop the Haitians?
It does not make good sense, and then

November 12, 1997

they place it on the D.C. appropria-
tions, where we are desperate to try
and get a little justice for the District
of Columbia, and they pit people
against each other in the most unfair
way. There is no rational reason for it.
They should not put the gentlewoman
from Florida [Mrs. MEEK] in the posi-
tion of standing up here asking for a no
vote on the rule for the District of Co-
lumbia, when they know how desperate
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia [Ms. NORTON] is. As a matter
of fact, if they had any decency at all,
they would pull this rule from the floor
and go back and put the Haitians in.

These Haitians were promised. | have
got letters here from Haitians whose
parents were Killed right before their
eyes. They are seeking asylum because
they were under political massacre
from the Haitians down there. And my
colleagues would stand here and allow
this situation to develop. This is un-
conscionable. It is unreasonable. It is
unfair. It is unjust. It is unkind. It is
everything that | can think of when I
look at what they are doing.

I cannot stand hear and say, do not
support the D.C. rule. At the same
time, we have these Representatives
from Florida who are sitting here in
pain because of what they are doing.
The gentleman from Florida [Mr. DiAz-
BALART] and the rest of my colleagues
who negotiated this deal, they should
stand up like men and women and undo
it now and do the right thing.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas [Ms. JACKSON-LEE].

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, | thank the ranking member
very much for his kindness.

Let me, first of all, thank the hard
work of the gentlewoman from the Dis-
trict of Columbia [Ms. NorTON] and the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. DAvis]
and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
MoRAN] for working so hard on the D.C.
appropriations bill and particularly the
charter school effort that | think will
help our children in the District of Co-
lumbia.

I heard a colleague mention the need
for money for construction and accus-
ing unions of taking monies out of the
children of the District of Columbia. If
my Republican colleagues had voted
for the $5 billion infrastructure addi-
tion to the budget, we might have had
those dollars for the D.C. schools. More
importantly, | think it should be well
known that this is D.C. money and not
our money, and all we are doing is
tying it up and not spending it.

Let me move quickly to the Haitian
question, because | join my colleagues
in a great deal of dissatisfaction with
the committee for not allowing this
particular amendment of the gentle-
woman from Florida [Mrs. MEEK] to be
drawn to this rule that would allow the
Haitians to be included in the privilege
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and waiver of allowing them to stay
and continue their process of applica-
tion. This is, of course, a discrimina-
tory process, even though | applaud the
White House and Attorney General for
the administrative process that will
allow them to stay in and the hearings
of my colleague the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. CONYERS] and the work
of the gentleman from North Carolina
[Mr. WATT], who is the chair of the
Subcommittee on Immigration and
Claims.

As a member of the House Committee
on the Judiciary, | think this is an
unpardonable sin. The Haitians deserve
the same kind of freedom and oppor-
tunity that other immigrants deserve
when they come to this country. Now
11,000 immigrants will be separated
from their families. Who is to say that
there is not persecution in Haiti as
there is in Nicaragua and Guatemala?

| support what has happened to the
Nicaraguans’ and the Guatemalans’
country for freedom. We always have
supported this in a combined effort to
support those who come here to this
country for freedom. My question to
my colleagues is, how can you deny
this to Haitians? How can you stand up
here and separate immigrants who
have come here for freedom?

I would ask that this rule be denied
and voted down, not because | do not
support the District of Columbia, be-
cause it is their money, but because
they do not even allow the immigrants
that are Haitians that come to this
country for freedom to get the same
privileges of those that are getting the
privilege.

| ask for my colleagues to consider
the disparate treatment being given to
Haitians in this country.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | would
like to inquire of my colleague the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. FRoST] how
many speakers he has left.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, at this
point, we have one speaker remaining.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | do not
have any more speakers, so | reserve
my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker. | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Califor-
nia [Mr. BECERRA].

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. FROST]
for yielding me the time.

I, too, am one who is pleased that
there was progress with the D.C. appro-
priations bill. It is certainly true that
the District of Columbia needs the
funding. | wish | could stand here and
tell my colleagues that we should pass
this rule and get on with our business,
but | cannot because of many of the
reasons that have been stated by some
of my colleagues, especially from Flor-
ida, with regard to a particular provi-
sion which was added to this appropria-
tion bill that really does not have any-
thing to do with D.C. appropriations
but, nonetheless, was added.

Let me quote for my colleagues from
a letter of the President of the United
States of November 4, 1997, where he
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said with regard to the issue affecting
immigrants, principally from Central
America and the Haitian community,
that he was trying, through the legisla-
tion he had provided Congress to work
on, he was seeking fair and equitable
treatment for these individuals from
these countries in Central America and
Haiti. He goes on to say, ‘I am con-
cerned, however, that this legislation,
unlike my original proposal, inappro-
priately distinguishes among nationals
from different countries, including
those from Central America. It re-
quires continued retroactive applica-
tion of certain provisions in the 1996
immigration law and does not allow for
an adequate transition to the law’s new
rules. Accordingly, the Congress should
provide for a fair resolution of these is-
sues.” He goes on to say, ‘“‘In addition,
I strongly urge the Congress to provide
to Haitians treatment similar to that
provided to Central Americans.”’

What the President was speaking of
was the change from his legislation
that came to Congress and was being
sponsored by certain Members in the
House and the Senate and what is now
in this appropriation bill, which is
much different from what the Presi-
dent first proposed.

As Cardinal Law from Massachusetts
said, ‘““We are putting these immigrants
through ‘emotional torture’.”” Cardinal
Law goes on to say, ‘““The United States
must provide for equitable treatment
to Nicaraguans, Salvadorans, and Gua-
temalans, as well as justice for Hai-
tians, in emerging immigration legisla-
tion.”

Mr. Speaker, what a number of us are
saying here today is that, when we had
a chance to put forth equity, when we
had a chance to right the wrongs of
last year’s immigration law, when we
had a chance to show that we respect
and dignify people who come to this
country to escape persecution and to
start a new life, we failed. We failed be-
cause we were able to do a great
amount for some, and | am very
pleased that the Nicaraguans will have
a chance to say that they will receive
amnesty, but we did not do it for any
other Central American constituency
similarly situated.

The Salvadorans and the Guate-
malans are in no different condition
than the Nicaraguans, yet they are
being treated differently. And the Hai-
tians are completely shut out of this
legislation. That is wrong. We could
have cured this. We do not need to wait
for future legislation to deal with this.
We could have done it today, and we
did not.

That is the shame of this bill that we
have before us. That is why, unfortu-
nately, some of us have to stand here
and say that it is better to vote no on
the rule than yes.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, we have no
additional speakers at this time. | ask,
is the gentlewoman from North Caro-
lina [Mrs. MYRICK] going to yield back
her time at this point?

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, yes, |
am.
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Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, |
back the balance of my time.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was
the table.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to House Resolution 324, | call up
the bill (H.R. 2607) making appropria-
tions for the Government of the Dis-
trict of Columbia and other activities
chargeable in whole or in part against
the revenues of said District for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 1998, and
for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the Senate amendments
is as follows:

Senate amendments:

Strike out all after the enacting clause

and insert:

That the following sums are appropriated, out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, for the several departments, agen-
cies, corporations and other organizational
units of the Government for the fiscal year 1998,
and for other purposes, namely:

DIVISION A—DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 1998

The following sums are appropriated, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, for the District of Columbia for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 1998, and for
other purposes, to be effective as if it had been
enacted into law as the regular appropriations
Act, namely:

TITLE I—FISCAL YEAR 1998
APPROPRIATIONS
FEDERAL FUNDS
FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR MANAGEMENT REFORM

For payment to the District of Columbia, as
authorized by section 11103(c) of the National
Capital Revitalization and Self-Government Im-
provement Act of 1997, Public Law 105-33,
$8,000,000, to remain available until September
30, 1999, which shall be deposited into an escrow
account of the District of Columbia Financial
Responsibility and Management Assistance Au-
thority and shall be disbursed from such escrow
account pursuant to the instructions of the Au-
thority only for a program of management re-
form pursuant to sections 11101-11106 of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Management Reform Act of
1997, Public Law 105-33.

FEDERAL CONTRIBUTION TO THE OPERATIONS OF
THE NATION’S CAPITAL

For a Federal contribution to the District of
Columbia toward the costs of the operation of
the government of the District of Columbia,
$190,000,000, which shall be deposited into an es-
crow account held by the District of Columbia
Financial Responsibility and Management As-
sistance Authority, which shall allocate the
funds to the Mayor at such intervals and in ac-
cordance with such terms and conditions as it
considers appropriate to implement the financial
plan for the year: Provided, That these funds
may be used by the District of Columbia for the
costs of advances to the District government as
authorized by section 11402 of the National Cap-
ital Revitalization and Self-Government Im-
provement Act of 1997, Public Law 105-33: Pro-
vided further, That not less than $30,000,000
shall be used by the District of Columbia to
repay the accumulated general fund deficit.

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA CORRECTIONS TRUSTEE OPERATIONS

For payment to the District of Columbia Cor-
rections Trustee, $169,000,000 for the administra-
tion and operation of correctional facilities and
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for the administrative operating costs of the Of-

fice of the Corrections Trustee, as authorized by

section 11202 of the National Capital Revitaliza-
tion and Self-Government Improvement Act of

1997, Public Law 105-33.

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA CORRECTIONS TRUSTEE FOR CORRECTIONAL
FACILITIES, CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR
For payment to the District of Columbia Cor-

rections Trustee for Correctional Facilities,

$302,000,000, to remain available until expended,
of which not less than $294,900,000 is available
for transfer to the Federal Prison System, as au-
thorized by section 11202 of the National Capital
Revitalization and Self-Government Improve-
ment Act of 1997, Public Law 105-33.
FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA
CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Notwithstanding any other provision of law,
$108,000,000 for payment to the Joint Committee
on Judicial Administration in the District of Co-
lumbia for operation of the District of Columbia
Courts, including pension costs: Provided, That
said sums shall be paid quarterly by the Treas-
ury of the United States based on quarterly ap-
portionments approved by the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, with payroll and financial
services to be provided on a contractual basis
with the General Services Administration, said
services to include the preparation and submis-
sion of monthly financial reports to the Presi-
dent and to the Committees on Appropriations
of the Senate and House of Representatives, the
Committee on Governmental Affairs of the Sen-
ate, and the Committee on Government Reform
and Oversight of the House of Representatives;
of which not to exceed $750,000 shall be avail-
able for establishment and operations of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Truth in Sentencing Commis-
sion as authorized by section 11211 of the Na-
tional Capital Revitalization and Self-Govern-
ment Improvement Act of 1997, Public Law 105-
33.

Notwithstanding any other provision of law,
for an additional amount, $43,000,000, for pay-
ment to the Offender Supervision Trustee to be
available only for obligation by the Offender
Supervision Trustee; of which $26,855,000 shall
be available for Parole, Adult Probation and Of-
fender Supervision; of which $9,000,000 shall be
available to the Public Defender Service; of
which $6,345,000 shall be available to the Pre-
trial Services Agency; and of which not to ex-
ceed $800,000 shall be transferred to the United
States Parole Commission to implement section
11231 of the National Capital Revitalization and
Self-Government Improvement Act of 1997.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FUNDS
OPERATING EXPENSES
DIVISION OF EXPENSES

The following amounts are appropriated for
the District of Columbia for the current fiscal
year out of the general fund of the District of
Columbia, except as otherwise specifically pro-
vided.

GOVERNMENTAL DIRECTION AND SUPPORT

Governmental direction and support,
$105,177,000 (including $84,316,000 from local
funds, $14,013,000 from Federal funds, and
$6,848,000 from other funds): Provided, That not
to exceed $2,500 for the Mayor, $2,500 for the
Chairman of the Council of the District of Co-
lumbia, and $2,500 for the City Administrator
shall be available from this appropriation for of-
ficial purposes: Provided further, That any pro-
gram fees collected from the issuance of debt
shall be available for the payment of expenses of
the debt management program of the District of
Columbia: Provided further, That no revenues
from Federal sources shall be used to support
the operations or activities of the Statehood
Commission and Statehood Compact Commis-
sion: Provided further, That the District of Co-
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lumbia shall identify the sources of funding for
Admission to Statehood from its own locally-
generated revenues: Provided further, That
$240,000 shall be available for citywide special
elections: Provided further, That all employees
permanently assigned to work in the Office of
the Mayor shall be paid from funds allocated to
the Office of the Mayor.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND REGULATION

Economic  development and regulation,
$120,072,000 (including $40,377,000 from local
funds, $42,065,000 from Federal funds, and
$37,630,000 from other funds), together with
$12,000,000 collected in the form of BID tax reve-
nue collected by the District of Columbia on be-
half of business improvement districts pursuant
to the Business Improvement Districts Act of
1996, effective May 29, 1996 (D.C. Law 11-134;
D.C. Code, sec. 1-2271 et seq.), and the Business
Improvement Districts Temporary Amendment
Act of 1997 (Bill 12-230).

PUBLIC SAFETY AND JUSTICE

Public safety and justice, including purchase
or lease of 135 passenger-carrying vehicles for
replacement only, including 130 for police-type
use and five for fire-type use, without regard to
the general purchase price limitation for the
current fiscal year, $529,739,000 (including
$510,326,000 from local funds, $13,519,000 from
Federal funds, and $5,894,000 from other funds):
Provided, That the Metropolitan Police Depart-
ment is authorized to replace not to exceed 25
passenger-carrying vehicles and the Department
of Fire and Emergency Medical Services of the
District of Columbia is authorized to replace not
to exceed five passenger-carrying vehicles annu-
ally whenever the cost of repair to any damaged
vehicle exceeds three-fourths of the cost of the
replacement: Provided further, That not to ex-
ceed $500,000 shall be available from this appro-
priation for the Chief of Police for the preven-
tion and detection of crime: Provided further,
That the Metropolitan Police Department shall
provide quarterly reports to the Committees on
Appropriations of the House and Senate on ef-
forts to increase efficiency and improve the pro-
fessionalism in the department: Provided fur-
ther, That notwithstanding any other provision
of law, or Mayor’s Order 86-45, issued March 18,
1986, the Metropolitan Police Department’s dele-
gated small purchase authority shall be
$500,000: Provided further, That the District of
Columbia government may not require the Met-
ropolitan Police Department to submit to any
other procurement review process, or to obtain
the approval of or be restricted in any manner
by any official or employee of the District of Co-
lumbia government, for purchases that do not
exceed $500,000: Provided further, That the
Mayor shall reimburse the District of Columbia
National Guard for expenses incurred in con-
nection with services that are performed in
emergencies by the National Guard in a militia
status and are requested by the Mayor, in
amounts that shall be jointly determined and
certified as due and payable for these services
by the Mayor and the Commanding General of
the District of Columbia National Guard: Pro-
vided further, That such sums as may be nec-
essary for reimbursement to the District of Co-
lumbia National Guard under the preceding pro-
viso shall be available from this appropriation,
and the availability of the sums shall be deemed
as constituting payment in advance for emer-
gency services involved: Provided further, That
the Metropolitan Police Department is author-
ized to maintain 3,800 sworn officers, with leave
for a 50 officer attrition: Provided further, That
no more than 15 members of the Metropolitan
Police Department shall be detailed or assigned
to the Executive Protection Unit, until the Chief
of Police submits a recommendation to the
Council for its review: Provided further, That
$100,000 shall be available for inmates released
on medical and geriatric parole: Provided fur-
ther, That not less than $2,254,754 shall be
available to support a pay raise for uniformed
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firefighters, when authorized by the District of
Columbia Council and the District of Columbia
Financial Responsibility and Management As-
sistance Authority, which funding will be made
available as savings achieved through actions
within the appropriated budget: Provided fur-
ther, That, commencing on December 31, 1997,
the Metropolitan Police Department shall pro-
vide to the Committees on Appropriations of the
Senate and House of Representatives, the Com-
mittee on Governmental Affairs of the Senate,
and the Committee on Government Reform and
Oversight of the House of Representatives, quar-
terly reports on the status of crime reduction in
each of the 83 police service areas established
throughout the District of Columbia: Provided
further, That funds appropriated for expenses
under the District of Columbia Criminal Justice
Act, approved September 3, 1974 (88 Stat. 1090;
Public Law 93-412; D.C. Code, sec. 11-2601 et
seq.), for the fiscal year ending September 30,
1998, shall be available for obligations incurred
under the Act in each fiscal year since inception
in fiscal year 1975: Provided further, That funds
appropriated for expenses under the District of
Columbia Neglect Representation Equity Act of
1984, effective March 13, 1985 (D.C. Law 5-129;
D.C. Code, sec. 16-2304), for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1998, shall be available for ob-
ligations incurred under the Act in each fiscal
year since inception in fiscal year 1985: Provided
further, That funds appropriated for expenses
under the District of Columbia Guardianship,
Protective Proceedings, and Durable Power of
Attorney Act of 1986, effective February 27, 1987
(D.C. Law 6-204; D.C. Code, sec. 21-2060), for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 1998, shall
be available for 