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helped the United States win the cold war by
supporting this amendment.

Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I rise in sup-
port of the en bloc amendment which includes
my amendment relating to the Comanche heli-
copter program. This should have been in-
cluded in the report accompanying the bill, but
the language did not fit neatly within the pa-
rameters of one subcommittee since it in-
volves procurement, R&D, and National Guard
issues.

By way of background, the Army’s Coman-
che program has been restructured four times
over the past 10 years purely for budgetary
considerations. As a result of pushing the pro-
gram off to the right, the development of the
T–800/801 engine has outpaced that of the
airframe. This production gap will give the
Army a unique opportunity to initiate a number
of risk reduction and cost avoidance initiatives.
By placing the Comanche engine into Army
Guard Huey’s (UH–1’s), the Army can validate
logistics support and operational data of the
engine. This effort will also sustain the T–800/
801 industrial base until the Comanche comes
on line, which is estimated to save $107 mil-
lion. The second feature of this effort is that it
provides the National Guard with the ability to
procure a light utility helicopter [LUH] that is
far superior to the current Huey’s in range,
payload, and performance.

My amendment is very straight forward and
involves no additional funding; it merely states
support of the Army’s efforts to minimize costs
and technical risks of the very important Co-
manche program.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendments en bloc offered by the
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr.
SPENCE].

The amendments en bloc were agreed
to.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.
Accordingly the Committee rose; and

the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. TAYLOR
of North Carolina) having assumed the
chair, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Chairman
of the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union, reported
that that Committee, having had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 1119) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal years
1998 and 1999 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for
fiscal years 1998 and 1999, and for other
purposes, had come to no resolution
thereon.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 5 of rule I, the Chair will
now put the question de novo on the
motion to suspend the rules and pass
the bill, H.R. 1532, on which further
proceedings were postponed earlier
today.

The Chair announces that further
proceedings on the motion to suspend

the rules and agree to House Concur-
rent Resolution 102 will be postponed
until Wednesday, June 25, 1997.

f

VETERANS’ CEMETERY
PROTECTION ACT OF 1997

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question de
novo of suspending the rules and pass-
ing the bill, H.R. 1532, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HYDE]
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 1532, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘‘A bill to direct the United
States Sentencing Commission to pro-
vide sentencing enhancement for of-
fenses against property at national
cemeteries.’’

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

ANNUAL REPORT ON FEDERAL
ADVISORY COMMITTEES, FISCAL
YEAR 1995—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on Government Reform and Oversight:

To the Congress of the United States:
As provided by the Federal Advisory

Committee Act, as amended (Public
Law 92–463; 5 U.S.C., App. 2, 6(c)), I am
submitting my third Annual Report on
Federal Advisory Committees, covering
fiscal year 1995.

Consistent with my commitment to
create a more responsive government,
the executive branch continues to im-
plement my policy of maintaining the
number of advisory committees within
the ceiling of 534 required by Executive
Order 12838 of February 10, 1993. As a
result, my Administration held the
number of discretionary advisory com-
mittees (established under general con-
gressional authorizations) to 512, or 36
percent fewer than the 801 committees
in existence at the time I took office.

During fiscal year 1995, executive de-
partments and agencies expanded their
efforts to coordinate the implementa-
tion of Federal programs with State,
local, and tribal governments. To fa-
cilitate these important efforts, my
Administration worked with the Con-
gress to pass the ‘‘Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995’’ (Public Law 104–4),
which I signed into law on March 22,
1995. The Act provides for an exclusion
from the Federal Advisory Committee
Act (FACA) for interactions between
Federal officials and their intergovern-

mental partners while acting in their
official capacities. This action will di-
rectly support our joint efforts to
strengthen accountability for program
results at the local level.

Through the advisory committee
planning process required by Executive
Order 12838, departments and agencies
have worked to minimize the number
of advisory committees specifically
mandated by statute. There were 407
such groups in existence at the end of
fiscal year 1995, representing a 7 per-
cent decrease over the 439 at the begin-
ning of my Administration. However,
we can do more to assure that the total
costs to fund these groups, $46 million,
are dedicated to support high-priority
public involvement efforts.

My Administration will continue to
work with the Congress to assure that
all advisory committees that are re-
quired by statute are regularly re-
viewed through the congressional reau-
thorization process and that remaining
groups are instrumental in achieving
national interests. The results that can
be realized by working together to
achieve our mutual objective of a bet-
ter, more accessible government will
increase the public’s confidence in the
effectiveness of our democratic system.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 23, 1997.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

f

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

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

f

COMMEMORATING 25TH
ANNIVERSARY OF TITLE IX

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

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, I want to
take a moment at the outset to thank
the gentlewoman from Hawaii [Mrs.
MINK] for all the work she has done on
title IX. The gentlewoman from Hawaii
[Mrs. MINK] was here in 1972, and was
involved in title IX from its very begin-
ning. She has made a big difference in
the lives of women throughout this
country. I respect her both for her
leadership and for her determination.

We are here gathered today to com-
memorate the 25th anniversary of title
IX, the landmark civil rights legisla-
tion that has opened the doors for
young women in our Nation’s high
schools, colleges and universities.

I was on an athletic scholarship in
1963 to the University of Iowa, on a
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football scholarship. Back then we did
not have one woman who was on an
athletic scholarship. They were on the
sidelines. Back then young women, be-
cause of their gender and despite their
talent, were denied access to the game.
Women were discouraged from playing
catch or mixing it up or from clinching
the title. In 1963 that was the reality
for women.

Today we are in a new world. Today
young girls are turning out in droves to
see the Silver Bullets, hungry to watch
women play baseball. Seventy-six
thousand fans pack a stadium in Ath-
ens, GA to watch the U.S. women’s
Olympic soccer team defeat China for
the gold. The daughters of women who
were relegated to half-court, 3-dribble
basketball just began just this week
their inaugural season of the WNBA, a
women’s professional basketball
league.

Everywhere in this country girls are
playing sports with an intensity their
mothers did not have the opportunity
to learn. The lessons they are learning,
that growing sense of physical power,
is strengthening the rest of their lives.

We are all familiar with the cliches
that we want our daughters to grow up
so they can be doctors and lawyers and
Presidents of the United States, and
now basketball players. But that is
really what this law and this struggle
is all about.

We have spent the last 25 years not
only fighting barriers, bringing down
walls and opening doors, but also try-
ing to establish a norm. With every
freshman class, with every graduation,
young women are establishing another
layer of accomplishments, another
layer of firsts and another layer for
younger girls to see, so that by the
time their turn comes, they feel not
fortunate to be given a chance, but
that it is their right to have a chance.

We are reaching a crucial point
where young girls are not only being
given the resources they need to suc-
ceed but also can look to role models,
people like the Mia Hamms and Sally
Rides and Sheryl Swoopes, and then
look inside themselves and wonder if
they have those same abilities.

Before title IX in 1972, only 9 percent
of the medical degrees went to women,
only 1 percent of the dental degrees
went to women, only 7 percent of the
law degrees. Now women are receiving
38 percent of medical and dental de-
grees and 43 percent of law degrees.

Title IX has opened doors and al-
lowed our daughters to entertain big
dreams. For many girls these dreams
are evolving into reality. But while we
are getting there, we are not there yet.
There is still a wage gap. There are
still too many doors closed to young
women today.

There are still too many places where
title IX is not enforced. Twenty-five
schools are now under scrutiny by the
Women’s National Law Center for
being out of compliance. And even
though in the last 5 years women’s
sports participation at the collegiate

level has soared to 37 percent, women
are still only getting 23 percent of the
operating expenditures.

Oftentimes we can get lost in those
statistics, but if we think of these not
as statistics but as our daughters, and
if we think of the wage gap not as a pie
chart but as a message of worth, and if
we think of the operating expenditures
not as numbers on a ledger but as the
tools and the support our daughters
need to succeed, then we can begin to
understand where we are today, why it
is not good enough, why we have to
move forward.

Today millions of girls play on the
soccer fields, are involved in little
leagues and compete in gymnastics.
They do not know that title IX is the
reason that they have these opportuni-
ties, but title IX was passed for them.
From the field and from their games
and from their meets, they will learn
lessons about commitment and con-
centration and energy which they will
use throughout their lives. In the next
25 years, may we help our daughters
use these lessons to continue laying
the foundation for a better tomorrow.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I am just
pleased to join my colleagues, the gen-
tlewoman from Hawaii [Mrs. MINK] and
the gentlewoman from New Jersey
[Mrs. ROUKEMA] in offering today a bi-
partisan resolution which not only
celebrates the 25th anniversary of title
IX but also looks to the future with a
promise to uphold and enforce this leg-
islation in order to ensure equal oppor-
tunity for all Americans.

f

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

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

f

SUPPORT H.R. 1984 TO LIMIT
POWER OF EPA

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

Mr. KLINK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to-
night to beg of my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle to join me in an ef-
fort, and I have spoken on this during
the last several weeks. We have a bill
called H.R. 1984. That is the number. I
thought it was very unusual that we
end up with the No. 1984, because there
are those of my colleagues who remem-
ber the George Orwell novel about Big
Brother peering into our lives. This
really is to deal with Big Brother
peering into our lives in the form of
the Environmental Protection Agency.

All of us agree with the goals, I be-
lieve, of the EPA and, that is, that we
should have clean water to drink and
to use and we should have clean air to
breathe, and we have all been working
to that end. However, many of us are
concerned that at a time when States

across this Nation are working to clean
the air, when the Clean Air Amend-
ments of 1990 and the Clean Air Act it-
self are showing themselves to be
working, than here comes the EPA,
about to change the finish line in the
middle of this race. We fear that they
are about to propose a tightening of
the standards for something called par-
ticulate matter. Particulate matter is
a fancy word for the soot that comes
out of the smokestacks of this Nation
or for the dust that blows off of fields
in agricultural areas. And also for
changing the standards for something
called ozone which is nothing more
than smog.

b 2330

Now you see the problem is that in-
dustries in this Nation, that locales
and States are implementing plans
aiming at hitting the targets that have
been set since 1987 in some instances,
and now at a time when we are about
to come into compliance, when many
counties across this great Nation are
beginning to come into compliance, the
EPA is about to take a action we feel
that will throw 400 counties out of
compliance.

Now what happens if your county,
Mr. and Mrs. Congressman, is one of
those counties or the counties in your
region are those counties well, what
happens is first of all that your State
that is about to implement a plan to
clean up the air says wait a minute, we
are going to stop, we are not going to
take the action to clean up the air, and
as a result we will have dirtier air for
a longer period of time. The other re-
sult is if you are out of compliance the
day these new regulations will take ef-
fect it will be harder for the local gov-
erning body, whether it is the county
commissioners, whether it is a city, a
township, a bureau, would not be able
to issue building permits to industries
that want to expand or new industries
that want to locate in your region, and
so the dramatic impact, even if they
said let U.S. Put these new regulations
on the book but we are not going to en-
force them today, does not matter be-
cause the day those regulations are put
on the books industries and local gov-
ernment leaders are going to have to
begin to react to them in ways that
will cost jobs across this Nation, in
ways that will cause local governing
bodies to spend more money, industry
to spend more money.

And so this bill that I am talking
about that I would like to encourage
my colleagues to join me on is a bipar-
tisan bill. The gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. UPTON] on the Republican
side, myself on the Democratic side,
along with the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. BOUCHER] have introduced
H.R. 1984 that says simply this: Rather
than spending billions of dollars and
really ending up having dirtier air for a
longer period of time and costing a
million jobs or more, let U.S. Author-
ize the expenditure of $75 million a
year over the next 5 years, and during
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