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[From the Information Services Newswire

Search, May 14, 1997]
BANNED OXYGEN CANISTERS HAULED ON

CONTINENTAL FLIGHT

(By Eun-Kyung Kim)
Washington (AP)—Federal investigators

are trying to determine how a Continental
Airlines passenger jet ended up carrying
seven oxygen canisters in its cargo hold, a
practice outlawed following last year’s
ValuJet crash.

‘‘We take this very seriously and we’re in-
vestigating it thoroughly,’’ Eliot Brenner, a
spokesman for the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, said Tuesday.

The oxygen generators, secured by safety
caps, were in a shipment of airline materials
found by Continental workers 10 days after
the flight to Houston from Los Angeles.

‘‘With the caps, they were not in danger of
going off,’’ Brenner said. The canisters were
not listed as part of the shipment, he said.

The FAA reported the flight took place on
April 15, but the airline said it was a day
later.

Chemical oxygen generators were banned
as cargo in passenger planes shortly after
ValuJet Flight 592 crashed into the Florida
Everglades, killing all 100 people on board.
Investigators believe the May 11, 1996, disas-
ter was caused by a fire fueled by poorly
packaged oxygen generators.

Air transport of the generators is now re-
stricted to compartments in cargo planes
that the crew can reach during the flight.

Houston-based Continental issued a state-
ment Tuesday saying the disarmed genera-
tors were shipped accidentally by a vendor
who failed to disclose they were hazardous.

‘‘The airline immediately reported this oc-
currence to the FAA when the shipment was
discovered. In addition to our own internal
audit, Continental is working closely with
the FAA in its investigation to determine
how this shipment happened,’’ the statement
said.

Continental spokeswoman Karla Villalon
declined to identify the vendor, saying it is
under investigation. She did not know how
many people were aboard the plane.

Continental, the vendor and its shipping
agent could face millions of dollars in fines
if investigators conclude hazardous material
laws were violated, Brenner said.

Jim Hall, the chairman of the National
Transportation Safety Board, said the inci-
dent illustrated the need to install smoke de-
tectors and fire suppression equipment in the
cargo compartments of all passenger air-
liners.

‘‘What this incident shows is that no mat-
ter what regulations are passed, the threat
of inadvertent placement of hazardous mate-
rials on aircraft will always be with us,’’
Hall said in a letter to Carol Hallett, presi-
dent of the Air Transport Association of
America.

Hall voiced similar concerns in a letter
Monday to Transportation Secretary Rodney
Slater.

[From the Information Services Newswire
Search, May 15, 1997]

AIRLINES TO INSTALL CARGO AREA FIRE
SUPPRESSION SYSTEMS

(By Randolph E. Schmid)
Washington.—A year after the fiery crash

of ValuJet Flight 592 the nations airlines are
moving towards installing firefighting equip-
ment in their cargo holds.

But it could take years for all of the na-
tion’s airliners to be protected.

The Air Transport Association announced
Wednesday that the airlines will begin in-
stalling the fire suppression equipment, per-
haps as early as this fall if government ap-
provals can be completed.

But getting the devices into all 3,000 air-
liners in service could take four to five
years, said Carol Hallett, president of the
airline trade group.

The Federal Aviation Administration,
however, is planning to complete a rule by
the end of the year that will require the in-
stallations within three years, according to
Transportation Department spokesman Bill
Schulz. Already one airline, Atlanta-based
Delta, is moving ahead on its own, he added.

Hallett said the installations take 200 man-
hours or more each and will be scheduled
when airliners go in for major maintenance,
generally every 18 months to three years.
She estimated that it will cost about $400
million to install the systems.

No final determination has been made on
the cause of the ValuJet crash last May 11 in
Florida’s Everglades, killing all 110 aboard.
But investigators believe that the disaster
resulted from a fire fueled by oxygen genera-
tors carried in the plane’s hold.

The airlines had agreed to install smoke
detectors last December at a meeting with
Vice President Al Gore, but were reluctant
to commit to the additional fire suppression
systems because of fear that the chemical
halon would be banned, Hallett said.

But on Tuesday the ATA received a letter
from the Environmental Protection Agency
advising that, if the systems are installed,
halon will be allowed to remain in use for
the life of the plane.

Based on that assurance, Hallett said, the
airlines decided to go ahead with the pro-
gram.

The project covers the cargo containers be-
neath passenger compartments, used to
carry luggage. These so-called ‘‘Type D’’
compartments are sealed and airlines have
assumed that any fire that broke out would
be extinguished by lack of oxygen. In the
ValuJet case, however, the oxygen genera-
tors helped fuel the blaze.

The ATA announcement comes just a day
after disclosure that similar banned oxygen
cylinders were recently carried aboard a
Continental jet.

The generators, secured by safety caps,
were in a shipment of airline materials found
by Continental workers 10 days after the
flight to Houston from Los Angeles. There
was no fire in this case.

f

STOP THE SCOURGE OF
LANDMINES

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks and include extraneous
material.)

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
this morning to ask my colleagues and
the President to support an immediate
and complete ban on antipersonnel
land mines.

According to the Department of
State, a limb or a life is lost every 22
minutes as a result of land mines. Over
5 million land mines are produced an-
nually. Over 50 percent of them are de-
ployed. With only 100,000 land mines
being removed each year, villages,
fields and paths are turned into death
traps. Ninety percent of the victims
are civilians. In 70 countries around
the world, more than 100 million land
mines continue to fight battles that
ended months, years and even decades
ago.

The years of conflict in Central
America have left landmines in the

paths of school children. The United
States sold over 102,000 land mines to
the Salvadoran army. Thousands more
were planted by guerrilla forces. I have
seen firsthand the damage they have
caused to the salvadoran children and
young soldiers now maimed for life.

Mr. Speaker, in January I nominated
the grassroots based International
Campaign to Ban Land Mines for the
Nobel Peace Prize because I believe the
time has come for the international
community to sign a treaty to elimi-
nate this scourge once and for all.

Mr. Speaker, I include for the
RECORD several items related to ban-
ning land mines, as follows:

[From the New York Times, April 3, 1996]
AN OPEN LETTER TO PRESIDENT CLINTON

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: We understand that
you have announced a United States goal of
the eventual elimination of antipersonnel
landmines. We take this to mean that you
support a permanent and total international
ban on the production, stockpiling, sale and
use of this weapon.

We view such a ban as not only humane,
but also militarily responsible.

The rationale for opposing antipersonnel
landmines is that they are in a category
similar to poison gas; they are hard to con-
trol and often have unintended harmful con-
sequences (sometimes even for those who
employ them). In addition, they are insidious
in that their indiscriminate effects persist
long after hostilities have ceased, continuing
to cause casualties among innocent people,
especially farmers and children.

We understand that: there are 100 million
landmines deployed in the world. Their pres-
ence makes normal life impossible in scores
of nations. It will take decades of slow, dan-
gerous and painstaking work to remove
these mines. The cost in dollars and human
lives will be immense. Seventy people will be
killed or maimed today, 500 this week, more
than 2,000 this month, and more than 26,000
this year, because of landmines.

Given the wide range of weaponry avail-
able to military forces today, antipersonnel
landmines are not essential. Thus, banning
them would not undermine the military ef-
fectiveness or safety of our forces, nor those
of other nations.

The proposed ban on antipersonnel land-
mines does not affect antitank mines, nor
does it ban such normally command-deto-
nated weapons as Claymore ‘‘mines,’’ leaving
unimpaired the use of those undeniably mili-
tarily useful weapons.

Nor is the ban on antipersonnel landmines
a slippery slope that would open the way to
efforts to ban additional categories of weap-
ons, since these mines are unique in their in-
discriminate, harmful residual potential.

We agree with and endorse these views, and
conclude that you as Commander-in-Chief
could responsibly take the lead in efforts to
achieve a total and permanent international
ban on the production, stockpiling, sale and
use of antipersonnel landmines. We strongly
urge that you do so.

General David Jones (USAF, ret.), former
Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff; Gen-
eral John R. Galvin (US Army, ret.),
former Supreme Allied Commander,
Europe; General H. Norman
Schwarzkopf (US Army, ret.), Com-
mander, Operation Desert Storm; Gen-
eral William G.T. Tuttle, Jr. (US
Army, ret.), former Commander, US
Army Materiel Command; General
Volney F. Warner (US Army, ret.),
former Commanding General, US Read-
iness Command; General Frederick F.
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Woerner, Jr. (US Army, ret.), former
Commander-in-Chief, US Southern
Command; Lieutenant General James
Abrahamson (USAF, ret.), former Di-
rector, Strategic Defense Initiative Of-
fice; Lieutenant General Henry E. Em-
erson (US Army, ret.), former Com-
mander, XVIII Airborne Corps; Lieu-
tenant General Robert G. Gard, Jr. (US
Army, ret.), former President, National
Defense University President, Monte-
rey Institute of International Studies;
Lieutenant General James F. Hollings-
worth (US Army, ret.) former I Corps
(ROK/US Group); Lieutenant General
Harold G. Moore, Jr. (US Army, ret.),
former Commanding General, 7th In-
fantry Division; Lieutenant General
Dave R. Palmer (US Army, ret.),
former Commandant, US Military
Academy, West Point; Lieutenant Gen-
eral DeWitt C. Smith, Jr. (US Army,
ret.), former Commandant, US Army
War College; Vice Admiral Jack
Shanahan (USN, ret.), former Com-
mander, US Second Fleet; and Briga-
dier General Douglas Kinnard (US
Army, ret.), former Chief of Military
History, US Army.

FACT SHEET—THE U.S. CAMPAIGN TO BAN
LANDMINES, MAY 1997

ACHIEVING A COMPREHENSIVE LANDMINES BAN:
THE OTTAWA PROCESS VERSUS THE CON-
FERENCE ON DISARMAMENT

Clinton Administration officials have said
that they support a ban on antipersonnel
landmines, but have indicated that the ap-
propriate diplomatic venue for securing such
a ban is at the Geneva-based U.N. Conference
on Disarmament, which has been in session
since January of this year. Notwithstanding
the United States’ desire to consider a ban in
this forum, the Conference on Disarmament
has refused to take up the issue of anti-
personnel landmines. There are several rea-
sons why this is the case.

First, the Conference on Disarmament,
which operates by consensus, has not agreed
upon a ‘‘work program’’ for this year. With
the exception of the Nuclear Test Ban Trea-
ty, the CD participants have not agreed to
work on anything for the past several years.
The most optimistic projection for agreeing
on a work program is August, 1997, but the
deadlock could easily continue well into
next year. The deadlock is attributable, in
part, to a fundamental disagreement among
states about the balance between considering
nuclear disarmament and conventional
weapons disarmament. The CD can not ad-
dress the issue of landmines (or anything
else) until the overall work plan has been ap-
proved.

Second, even after the work plan has been
approved, in order to begin work on a land-
mines ban the CD would have to appoint a
committee and approve a mandate for it.
This is a significant hurdle, since China and
Russia, both members of the CD, have made
it very clear that they do not support a com-
prehensive ban. And even when there does
exist a consensus to begin work in a particu-
lar area, the progress moves extremely slow-
ly. For example, the CD agreed to work on a
fissile materials ban in March of 1995, and
the CD has yet to even establish a commit-
tee.

Third, if by some miracle the CD should
agree to establish a committee to consider a
landmines ban and agree on a mandate for
that committee to consider a comprehensive
ban, negotiations can go on for many years.
It took 16 years to realize the Chemical
Weapons Convention, including four solid
years of negotiations on the text of the Con-
vention itself. The Comprehensive Test Ban

Treaty was a 23-year proposition: 20 years to
establish the terms of the negotiations, and
3 years to negotiate the treaty itself. Such
timetables are absolutely unacceptable when
dealing with a humanitarian disaster like
landmines. Even if the CD were to move at
its fastest pace, landmines will claim hun-
dreds of thousands of new victims during its
years of negotiations.

The Ottawa process, in contrast, is moving
forward at a very brisk pace and has gar-
nered significant international support in
the six months since Canadian Foreign Min-
ister Lloyd Axworthy announced that Ot-
tawa would host a treaty signing for a com-
prehensive ban on landmine use, production,
stockpiling, and export. Over sixty nations
(including over half of NATO) have indicated
support for the treaty and the Ottawa proc-
ess. Nine core nations (Germany, Austria,
South Africa, the Philippines, Mexico, Swit-
zerland, Belgium, Canada, and Norway) have
drafted a ban treaty, and 120 nations met
last month to consider verification issues re-
lating to it. In June, pro-ban nations will
meet to issue a declaration of support for the
Ottawa process and for the Austrian draft
treaty. And the core group hopes to finalize
the treaty at meetings in Oslo in late Sep-
tember and early October.

The Clinton Administration has defended
its decision to pursue a ban at the Con-
ference on Disarmament on the grounds that
an international forum which includes oppo-
nents of a landmines ban, such as Russia and
China, is the only means of bringing them
aboard.

The U.S. Campaign to Ban Landmines is
concerned about such governments’ partici-
pation, but believes that the Ottawa process
offers the best means of putting pressure on
them to eventually support a comprehensive
ban. The treaty signing in Ottawa, set for
December of this year, will indicate very
clearly those governments who are the trou-
blemakers and abusers of this cruel and in-
discriminate weapon. The large numbers of
countries which will adopt a ban at that
time will set an international norm on anti-
personnel landmines, and they will help stig-
matize and isolate those who refuse to join.

Interestingly, when Secretary of State
Albright testified in favor of U.S. ratifica-
tion of the Chemical Weapons Treaty on
April 8, she adopted precisely this argument,
stating that American support would serve
to pressure other nations to join: ‘‘Over
time, I believe that—if the United States
joins the CWC—most other countries will,
too—but the problem states will never ac-
cept a prohibition on chemical weapons if
America stays out, keeps them company and
gives them cover. We will not have the
standing to mobilize our allies to support
strong action against violators if we our-
selves have refused to join the treaty being
violated.’’

The U.S. Campaign to Ban Landmines has
no principled objection to the Conference on
Disarmament. but the very vulture of the
Conference is such that negotiations are long
and protracted. Such lengthy deliberations,
when dealing with weapons (such as chemi-
cals or nuclear warheads) which are not in
use is one thing. But when negotiating an
end to a weapon which creates 26,000 casual-
ties per year, such a process is a disaster. If
it took as long to consummate a ban on
landmines as it did to achieve ratification of
the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty, there would be
another 5,598,000 victims (assuming current
levels of civilian casualties.) This is an unac-
ceptable proposition. There is no reason that
the United States’s efforts to achieve a ban
at the CD should prevent them from joining
the Ottawa initiative today.

JANUARY 9, 1997.
Mr. GEIR LUNDESTAD,
Director, The Norwegian Nobel Committee,

Drammensveien 19, 0255 Oslo, Norway.
DEAR MR. LUNDESTAD: With this letter, I

would like to nominate for consideration for
the 1997 Nobel Peace Prize, the International
Campaign to Ban Landmines (ICBL) and its
Coordinator, Ms. Jody Williams.

The ICBL was initiated at the end of 1991
by Ms. Williams for the Vietnam Veterans of
American Foundation, Washington, DC, and
Medico International, Frankfurt, Germany,
and has grown dramatically in size and influ-
ence. The ICBL, with its steering committee
of nine international organizations and na-
tional landmine campaigns, now includes
more than 725 non-governmental organiza-
tions working in over 40 countries around
the world with the common goal of the total
elimination of antipersonnel landmines
(APMs).

Your consideration of this nomination for
1997 is of particular timeliness: intense nego-
tiations have begun toward the signing of an
international treaty to ban APMs at the end
of 1997, and Norway will be hosting one of the
negotiating sessions in October 1997. The
ICBL has been instrumental in bringing
about this unprecedentedly rapid change.

When the ICBL began, mostly as an idea in
late 1991, scant attention was being paid to
the real killers in the world’s armed con-
flicts—antipersonnel landmines and other
light weapons. While the world focused on
the nuclear threat during the Cold War, tens
of millions of landmines were being sown
throughout much of the developing world,
resulting in global contamination of epi-
demic proportion. As you surely are aware,
thousands of children and adult civilians are
being killed and maimed each month by
landmines.

With the end of the Cold War and the col-
lapse of the nuclear threat, the ICBL has
been able to capture the imagination and en-
ergy of hundreds of NGOs around the world
and dramatically challenge—and change—
decades-old assumptions about the conduct
and consequences of armed conflict by focus-
ing international attention on one small
weapon that graphically symbolizes the
long-term impact of armed conflict: the anti-
personnel landmine.

The NGOs that have come together in the
ICBL represent a unique coalition effort,
which has successfully merged humanitarian
and disarmament concerns. Nongovern-
mental organizations representing a broad
spectrum of interests such as human rights,
development, refugees, arms control, the en-
vironment and emergency relief have, for the
first time, worked together in a coordinated
effort with one goal in mind: to ban APMs.
That the ICBL is a powerful expression of
the will of civil society is demonstrated by
the truly impressive gains resulting from the
work of the ICBL. The Campaign has suc-
cessfully promoted anti-APL policies and po-
sitions at the national, regional and inter-
national levels. The Campaign has also
called for support of programs to promote
and finance landmine awareness, clearance,
and eradication worldwide, and for victim as-
sistance.

When the ICBL began its work, no organi-
zation or agency was actively campaigning
to ban landmines. Its goal, a total ban of
antipersonnel landmines, was considered
utopian. But through the coordinated work
of the ICBL membership in more than 40
countries, the world has seen tremendous
change in an unprecedentedly short period of
time. From ground zero, we have seen the
following movement in the past 4 years:
some 50 countries have prohibited exports of
APMs, 15 countries have begun or completed
destruction of stockpiles, 30 countries have



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2778 May 15, 1997
banned or suspended their use, and 20 have
announced no production.

In 1996, the UN General Assembly passed
by a vote of 156–0, with 10 abstentions, a res-
olution calling upon states ‘‘to pursue vigor-
ously’’ an international treaty banning
APMs ‘‘as soon as possible.’’ The world now
boasts two ‘‘mine-free zones’’—Central
America, in a joint declaration by its six
Foreign Ministers to ban the weapon
throughout the region, and the CARICOM
states. Additionally, both the OAS and the
OAU have passed resolutions calling upon
their member states to make their regions
mine-free.

This momentum has also brought other
change. After pressure from the ICBL, the
1980 Convention on Conventional Weapons
(CCW) was reviewed from 1994–96. The two
and a half year process of review of the CCW
is widely held to have brought minimal
change to the flawed treaty. But through the
focus of attention on the process, the pro-
ban movement gained tremendous momen-
tum and has moved rapidly beyond the lim-
its of the CCW. It was in the review sessions
themselves that the ICBL helped to ignite a
true governmental ‘‘pro-ban movement’’ by
hosting the first meetings of pro-ban states.
This series of meetings led the Canadian
Government to call for a strategy conference
of pro-ban governments in October of last
year in Ottawa. The conference was attended
by 50 pro-ban states and 24 observer nations.

At the conclusion of the Ottawa con-
ference, Canada’s Foreign Minister closed
the conference with the dramatic invitation
to states to return to Canada in December of
1997 to sign a treaty banning AP mines. The
conference chairman, in close cooperation
with the ICBL, had prepared an ‘‘Action
Plan’’ that would lead to that goal. A series
of preparatory meetings are now scheduled
in 1997 with a target of a ban treaty by the
end of the year.

While the Landmine Campaign never saw
its goal as utopian, it did not envision such
change in so short a period of time. Govern-
ments and individuals around the world, in-
cluding former Secretary General of the
United Nations Boutros Boutros Ghali, have
recognized that it is the work of the ICBL
that has made the difference. One UN offi-
cial, speaking at the Ottawa Conference,
noted that this change has come about be-
cause of the original impetus and ongoing
coordinated work of the ICBL. He called the
coalition the ‘‘single most important and ef-
fective exercise by civil society since the
Second World War.’’

The goal is in sight. There remains a huge
amount of work to ensure its fruition. The
ICBL, which initiated this movement, will
continue to work in close cooperation
throughout the year—and beyond—with pro-
ban states to rid the world of this indiscrimi-
nate weapon.

The ICBL represents a dramatic expression
of the will of civil society to change inter-
national norms. That is why I nominate Ms.
Williams and the International Campaign to
Ban Landmines for the Nobel Peace Prize in
1997. An award to them of the Peace Prize in
this critical year would send a powerful sig-
nal that such models for social change are
recognized as critical and important as we
move into the next century.

Yours respectfully,
JAMES MCGOVERN,

Member of Congress.
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SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
METCALF). Under the Speaker’s an-

nounced policy of January 7, 1997, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. NEUMANN]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. NEUMANN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

COMMENDING THE WHITNEY M.
YOUNG HIGH SCHOOL OF CHI-
CAGO FOR ITS ACADEMIC EXCEL-
LENCE

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

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to pay tribute to a group of
superstars in the Seventh Congres-
sional District in the State of Illinois.
Often when we talk about superstars it
is in the context of athletics, athletes,
entertainment and entertainers such as
Michael Jordan, Oprah Winfrey, the
Bulls, and I am very proud that I rep-
resent all of them. It would be impos-
sible to argue that Michael Jordan, the
leader of the Chicago Bulls, based in
the Seventh District of Illinois, the
man who dazzles us with his amazing
agility and ball handling skills, is any-
thing but a superstar or that Scottie
Pippin, who grew up in a little town in
Arkansas not very far from my original
home, he in Hamburg and I in
Parkdale. Scottie is indeed a superstar,
and I am proud to represent him. Like-
wise, Kevin Garnett, who also lived in
the Seventh District, attended Farra-
gut High School and went directly into
the National Basketball Association
with the Minnesota Timberwolves
based upon his exceptional ability to
master the game of basketball.

But what about our academic super-
stars who have proven themselves ca-
pable of their ability and with their
ability to master the quest for knowl-
edge?

So tonight, Mr. Speaker, I come to
talk about another group of superstars.

For the past 8 years the Whitney M.
Young High School’s Academic Decath-
lon teams have been superstars in the
academic arena. They are the Michael
Jordans and Scottie Pippins of edu-
cation. The decathlon team’s mental
ability and problem solving skills have
placed them in the top 10 in the United
States Academic Decathlon’s national
competition 8 consecutive times, win-
ning third place three times and second
place once when the decathlon was held
in Chicago in 1995. Whitney Young’s
most recent team placed third in the
1997 U.S. Academic Decathlon’s na-
tional competition. The 9 students
from Whitney Young High School who
placed in the 1997 U.S. Academic De-
cathlon and the individuals who
coached them are students, Ed Bailey,

Katherine Megquier, Emmett Hogan,
Julienna Ar, Long Trvong, Maryanne
Ar, Robert Jefferson, Brian
Piechowski, and Robert Iu; coaches,
Brian Tennison and Ms. Susanne
McCannon.

The Whitney Young High School has
produced a dynasty of superstars who
have competed successfully over the
years in the decathlon. Whitney Young
has been the Illinois champion for the
past 12 years, defeating teams from
such academic powerhouses as the Illi-
nois Math and Science Academy, New
Trier, Stevens on and Niles West. One
or two years might be a fluke. Three or
four years might be viewed to excep-
tional hard work. Five or six years
might be due to a few individuals mak-
ing inordinate sacrifices. But 12 years,
12 years can only be due to an excep-
tional educational environment.

Therefore, I commend and congratu-
late an outstanding principal, Ms.
Joyce Kenner; Mr. Billy Williams,
chairman; Mr. Paul Levin, vice chair-
man; Ms. Susan Hirsch, recording sec-
retary; Ms. Anita Andrews, Mr. Miguel
Ayala, Ms. Mary Baldwin, Ms. Estrelita
Dukes, Judge Teicival Herman; Ms.
Barbara Keys, Ms. Martha Miller, and
Ms. Deborah Sawyer, all members of
the local advisory council.

Mr. Speaker, making the final three
in the U.S. Academic Decathlon is no
small feat. The decathlon takes
months and even years of hard work
and preparation. The Academic De-
cathlon is the supreme measure of edu-
cational achievement. It is the World
Series of academics. It is the NBA
finals of scholastic attainment.

So again we salute Whitney M.
Young, all of the members of the team.
I congratulate each and every one of
the outstanding young men and women
and their coaches. I congratulate the
Chicago Board of Education, the local
advisory council, the principal and a
great staff. It does indeed take a whole
community to make a great school.
f

INTERNATIONAL LEGAL ISSUE
HAS BEEN LINGERING TOO LONG
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. LINDER] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, I bring to the at-
tention of this body an international legal issue
of expropriation that has been lingering since
the early 1980’s, but began off the coast of
Cartegiña well over two hundred years ago. It
is a tale of buried treasure that has resulted in
the foreign defiance of accepted property
rights in salvage laws at the expense of an
American company.

By way of background, after encountering
an enemy British fleet, the Spanish galleon
San Jose was sunk with a treasury estimated
at over $2 billion in today’s value. The San
Jose and its treasure remained hidden at the
bottom of the ocean for hundreds of years,
until a United States company—known today
as Sea Search Armada—discovered the wreck
of the San Jose. Under recognized inter-
national salvage and admiralty laws, the dis-
coverer of this find has the right to salvage the
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