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Overall, the goals of encryption and its use

in the Federal Government may offer the
measure of protection needed to secure com-
puters from unwanted intrusions.

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor of H.R.
1903.

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, I have no
additional requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. SENSENBRENNER] that
the House suspend the rules and pass
the bill, H.R. 1903, as amended.

The question was taken.
Mr. CONDIT. Mr. Speaker, I object to

the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 5, rule I, and the Chair’s
prior announcement, further proceed-
ings on this motion will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks on H.R. 1903.

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

There was no objection.
f

EARTHQUAKE HAZARDS REDUC-
TION ACT OF 1977 AUTHORIZA-
TION

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill (S. 910) to author-
ize appropriations for carrying out the
Earthquake Hazards Reduction Act of
1977 for fiscal years 1998 and 1999, and
for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 910

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA-

TIONS.
Section 12 of the Earthquake Hazards Re-

duction Act of 1977 (42 U.S.C. 7706) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a)(7)—
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ after ‘‘1995,’’; and
(B) by inserting before the period at the

end the following: ‘‘, $20,900,000 for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 1998, and
$21,500,000 for the fiscal year ending Septem-
ber 30, 1999’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ after ‘‘September 30,

1995;’’;
(B) by inserting before the period at the

end the following: ‘‘; $52,565,000 for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 1998, of which
$3,800,000 shall be used for the Global Seismic
Network operated by the Agency; and
$54,052,000 for the fiscal year ending Septem-
ber 30, 1999, of which $3,800,000 shall be used
for the Global Seismic Network operated by
the Agency’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following: ‘‘Of
the amounts authorized to be appropriated
under this subsection, at least—

‘‘(1) $8,000,000 of the amount authorized to
be appropriated for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1998; and

‘‘(2) $8,250,000 of the amount authorized for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 1999,
shall be used for carrying out a competitive,
peer-reviewed program under which the Di-
rector, in close coordination with and as a
complement to related activities of the Unit-
ed States Geological Survey, awards grants
to, or enters into cooperative agreements
with, State and local governments and per-
sons or entities from the academic commu-
nity and the private sector.’’;

(3) in subsection (c)—
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ after ‘‘September 30,

1995,’’; and
(B) by inserting before the period at the

end the following: ‘‘, (3) $18,450,000 for engi-
neering research and $11,920,000 for geo-
sciences research for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1998, and (4) $19,000,000 for en-
gineering research and $12,280,000 for geo-
sciences research for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1999’’; and

(4) in the last sentence of subsection (d)—
(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ after ‘‘September 30,

1995,’’; and
(B) by inserting before the period at the

end the following: ‘‘, $2,000,000 for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 1998, and $2,060,000
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
1999’’.
SEC. 2. AUTHORIZATION OF REAL-TIME SEISMIC

HAZARD WARNING SYSTEM DEVEL-
OPMENT, AND OTHER ACTIVITIES.

(a) AUTOMATIC SEISMIC WARNING SYSTEM
DEVELOPMENT.—

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
(A) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’’ means

the Director of the United States Geological
Survey.

(B) HIGH-RISK ACTIVITY.—The term ‘‘high-
risk activity’’ means an activity that may be
adversely affected by a moderate to severe
seismic event (as determined by the Direc-
tor). The term includes high-speed rail trans-
portation.

(C) REAL-TIME SEISMIC WARNING SYSTEM.—
The term ‘‘real-time seismic warning sys-
tem’’ means a system that issues warnings
in real-time from a network of seismic sen-
sors to a set of analysis processors, directly
to receivers related to high-risk activities.

(2) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall con-
duct a program to develop a prototype real-
time seismic warning system. The Director
may enter into such agreements or contracts
as may be necessary to carry out the pro-
gram.

(3) UPGRADE OF SEISMIC SENSORS.—In carry-
ing out a program under paragraph (2), in
order to increase the accuracy and speed of
seismic event analysis to provide for timely
warning signals, the Director shall provide
for the upgrading of the network of seismic
sensors participating in the prototype to in-
crease the capability of the sensors—

(A) to measure accurately large magnitude
seismic events (as determined by the Direc-
tor); and

(B) to acquire additional parametric data.
(4) DEVELOPMENT OF COMMUNICATIONS AND

COMPUTATION INFRASTRUCTURE.—In carrying
out a program under paragraph (2), the Di-
rector shall develop a communications and
computation infrastructure that is nec-
essary—

(A) to process the data obtained from the
upgraded seismic sensor network referred to
in paragraph (3); and

(B) to provide for, and carry out, such com-
munications engineering and development as
is necessary to facilitate—

(i) the timely flow of data within a real-
time seismic hazard warning system; and

(ii) the issuance of warnings to receivers
related to high-risk activities.

(5) PROCUREMENT OF COMPUTER HARDWARE
AND COMPUTER SOFTWARE.—In carrying out a
program under paragraph (2), the Director
shall procure such computer hardware and
computer software as may be necessary to
carry out the program.

(6) REPORTS ON PROGRESS.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days

after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Director shall prepare and submit to Con-
gress a report that contains a plan for imple-
menting a real-time seismic hazard warning
system.

(B) ADDITIONAL REPORTS.—Not later than 1
year after the date on which the Director
submits the report under subparagraph (A),
and annually thereafter, the Director shall
prepare and submit to Congress a report that
summarizes the progress of the Director in
implementing the plan referred to in sub-
paragraph (A).

(7) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In
addition to the amounts made available to
the Director under section 12(b) of the Earth-
quake Hazards Reduction Act of 1977 (42
U.S.C. 7706(b)), there are authorized to be ap-
propriated to the Department of the Interior,
to be used by the Director to carry out para-
graph (2), $3,000,000 for each of fiscal years
1998 and 1999.

(b) SEISMIC MONITORING NETWORKS ASSESS-
MENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall provide
for an assessment of regional seismic mon-
itoring networks in the United States. The
assessment shall address—

(A) the need to update the infrastructure
used for collecting seismological data for re-
search and monitoring of seismic events in
the United States;

(B) the need for expanding the capability
to record strong ground motions, especially
for urban area engineering purposes;

(C) the need to measure accurately large
magnitude seismic events (as determined by
the Director);

(D) the need to acquire additional paramet-
ric data; and

(E) projected costs for meeting the needs
described in subparagraphs (A) through (D).

(2) RESULTS.—The Director shall transmit
the results of the assessment conducted
under this subsection to Congress not later
than 1 year after the date of enactment of
this Act.

(c) EARTH SCIENCE TEACHING MATERIALS.—
(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection:
(A) LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY.—The term

‘‘local educational agency’’ has the meaning
given that term in section 14101 of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 8801).

(B) SCHOOL.—The term ‘‘school’’ means a
nonprofit institutional day or residential
school that provides education for any of the
grades kindergarten through grade 12.

(2) TEACHING MATERIALS.—In a manner con-
sistent with the requirement under section
5(b)(4) of the Earthquake Hazards Reduction
Act of 1977 (42 U.S.C. 7704(b)(4)) and subject
to a merit based competitive process, the Di-
rector of the National Science Foundation
may use funds made available to him or her
under section 12(c) of such Act (42 U.S.C.
7706(c)) to develop, and make available to
schools and local educational agencies for
use by schools, at a minimal cost, earth
science teaching materials that are designed
to meet the needs of elementary and second-
ary school teachers and students.

(d) IMPROVED SEISMIC HAZARD ASSESS-
MENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
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Director shall conduct a project to improve
the seismic hazard assessment of seismic
zones.

(2) REPORTS.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year

after the date of enactment of this Act, and
annually during the period of the project,
the Director shall prepare, and submit to
Congress, a report on the findings of the
project.

(B) FINAL REPORT.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of termination of the project
conducted under this subsection, the Direc-
tor shall prepare and submit to Congress a
report concerning the findings of the project.

(e) STUDY OF NATIONAL EARTHQUAKE EMER-
GENCY TRAINING CAPABILITIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency shall
conduct an assessment of the need for addi-
tional Federal disaster-response training ca-
pabilities that are applicable to earthquake
response.

(2) CONTENTS OF ASSESSMENT.—The assess-
ment conducted under this subsection shall
include—

(A) a review of the disaster training pro-
grams offered by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency at the time of the as-
sessment;

(B) an estimate of the number and types of
emergency response personnel that have,
during the period beginning on January 1,
1990 and ending on July 1, 1997, sought the
training referred to in subparagraph (A), but
have been unable to receive that training as
a result of the oversubscription of the train-
ing capabilities of the Federal Emergency
Management Agency; and

(C) a recommendation on the need to pro-
vide additional Federal disaster-response
training centers.

(3) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Direc-
tor shall prepare and submit to Congress a
report that addresses the results of the as-
sessment conducted under this subsection.
SEC. 3. COMPREHENSIVE ENGINEERING RE-

SEARCH PLAN.
(a) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION.—Sec-

tion 5(b)(4) of the Earthquake Hazards Re-
duction Act of 1977 (42 U.S.C. 7704(b)(4)) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (D);

(2) by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (E) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(F) develop, in conjunction with the Fed-

eral Emergency Management Agency, the
National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology, and the United States Geological
Survey, a comprehensive plan for earthquake
engineering research to effectively use exist-
ing testing facilities and laboratories (in ex-
istence at the time of the development of the
plan), upgrade facilities and equipment as
needed, and integrate new, innovative test-
ing approaches to the research infrastruc-
ture in a systematic manner.’’.

(b) FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
AGENCY.—Section 5(b)(1) of the Earthquake
Hazards Reduction Act of 1977 (42 U.S.C.
7704(b)(1)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (D);

(2) by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (E) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(F) work with the National Science Foun-

dation, the National Institute of Standards
and Technology, and the United States Geo-
logical Survey, to develop a comprehensive
plan for earthquake engineering research to
effectively use existing testing facilities and
laboratories (existing at the time of the de-
velopment of the plan), upgrade facilities
and equipment as needed, and integrate new,

innovative testing approaches to the re-
search infrastructure in a systematic man-
ner.’’.

(c) UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.—
Section 5(b)(3) of the Earthquake Hazards
Reduction Act of 1977 (42 U.S.C. 7704(b)(3)) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (E);

(2) by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (G) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(H) work with the National Science Foun-

dation, the Federal Emergency Management
Agency, and the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology to develop a com-
prehensive plan for earthquake engineering
research to effectively use existing testing
facilities and laboratories (in existence at
the time of the development of the plan), up-
grade facilities and equipment as needed,
and integrate new, innovative testing ap-
proaches to the research infrastructure in a
systematic manner.’’.

(d) NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND
TECHNOLOGY.—Section 5(b)(5) of the Earth-
quake Hazards Reduction Act of 1977 (42
U.S.C. 7704(b)(5)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of subpara-
graph (B);

(2) by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (C) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(D) work with the National Science Foun-

dation, the Federal Emergency Management
Agency, and the United States Geological
Survey to develop a comprehensive plan for
earthquake engineering research to effec-
tively use existing testing facilities and lab-
oratories (in existence at the time of the de-
velopment of the plan), upgrade facilities
and equipment as needed, and integrate new,
innovative testing approaches to the re-
search infrastructure in a systematic man-
ner.’’.
SEC. 4. REPEALS.

Sections 6 and 7 of the Earthquake Hazards
Reduction Act of 1977 (42 U.S.C. 7705 and
7705a) are repealed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. SENSENBRENNER] and
the gentleman from California [Mr.
BROWN] each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. SENSENBRENNER].

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, Senate 910, an act to
authorize appropriations for carrying
out the National Earthquake Hazards
Reduction Act for fiscal years 1998 and
1999 is nearly identical to H.R. 2249, a
bill reported out of the Committee on
Science by voice vote on July 29, 1997,
and discharged from further consider-
ation by the Committee on Resources
on August 1, 1997.

S. 910 is the result not only of a bi-
partisan effort but also a bicameral ef-
fort to craft legislation that is in the
national interest. This legislation is
strongly supported by both Democrats
and Republicans on the Committee on
Science and the Committee on Re-
sources.

The National Earthquake Hazards
Reduction Program has been successful
in increasing our understanding of the
science of earthquakes, where earth-
quakes are likely to occur and how the
built environment is impacted by the

ground shaking and other effects of
this phenomenon. Because of what this
program has taught us over the years,
measures have been taken at the Fed-
eral, State and local levels to mitigate
the effect of potential earthquakes, re-
ducing our risk and vulnerability.

Despite these advances, much more
remains to be done. Many areas of this
country face an earthquake threat that
could result in the loss of thousands of
lives and hundreds of billions of dollars
of economic damage. Early in 1995,
Kobe, Japan suffered just such a catas-
trophe. Over 6,000 people lost their
lives in that earthquake, and the
economists have estimated the eco-
nomic losses at over $200 billion.

The legislation we have before us
today will do much to further our un-
derstanding of the effects of earth-
quakes and enable additional mitiga-
tion to occur. Specifically, S. 910 en-
ables the program to continue its good
work in earthquake research and haz-
ards mitigation. This legislation au-
thorizes approximately $105 million in
fiscal year 1998 and $108 million in fis-
cal year 1999 for the four NEHRP agen-
cies, the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency, the U.S. Geological Sur-
vey, the National Science Foundation,
and the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology.

In addition, the bill provides $3.8 mil-
lion in each of fiscal years 1998 and 1999
for the U.S. Geological Survey for the
operation of the global seismic net-
work.

There are several other provisions of
this legislation I would like to high-
light which I believe will strengthen
NEHRP and provide for a more robust
earthquake science and engineering re-
search infrastructure into the next
century.

First, the legislation authorizes $8
million specifically for the U.S. Geo-
logical Survey’s external grants pro-
gram. This action is consistent with
the Committee on Science’s ongoing ef-
forts to recognize and support external
competitive peer review programs
within the science agencies.

Second, the bill requires the Director
of the U.S. Geological Survey to de-
velop a prototype, real-time seismic
hazard warning system which will en-
able our Nation’s vital lifelines, such
as electric utilities, gas lines, and high
speed railroads to receive warnings in
advance of an earthquake. It is hoped
that these warnings can be provided in
time to shut down the lifelines, there-
by guarding against the catastrophic
effects that occur when such facilities
are ruptured or damaged by earth-
quakes.

Third, this reauthorization requires
an assessment of regional seismic mon-
itoring networks to determine the
state of facilities and equipment.

Fourth, the bill authorizes the Direc-
tor of the National Science Foundation
to use funds to develop Earth science
teaching materials and to make them
available to local elementary and sec-
ondary schools. This is consistent with
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the increased emphasis which the Com-
mittee on Science is placing on all
science education for grades K through
12.

Fifth, the legislation directs the Di-
rector of the U.S. Geological Survey to
approve hazard assessment of seismic
zones throughout the United States
and report to the Congress.

Sixth, the bill requires the Director
of FEMA to assess and report on disas-
ter training capabilities and programs
offered by the agency.

And finally, the bill requires the Di-
rector of the National Science Founda-
tion to work with the other NEHRP
agencies to develop a plan to effec-
tively use earthquake engineering re-
search facilities, which includes up-
grading facilities and equipment and
integrating innovative testing ap-
proaches.

Mr. Speaker, S. 910 is a well thought
out bill which has broad bipartisan
support as well as the support of the
earthquake science and engineering
communities.

Before closing, I would like to thank
and commend the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. BROWN], my committee’s
ranking member, for his work on this
legislation and his abiding interest
throughout his congressional career in
earthquake-related research and miti-
gation.

I would also like to thank the gen-
tleman from Alaska [Mr. YOUNG], the
chairman, and the gentleman from
California [Mr. MILLER], the ranking
member of the Committee on Re-
sources, who share jurisdictions on por-
tions of this legislation, for their time-
ly efforts in bringing this reauthoriza-
tion to the House floor.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of my
colleagues for the passage of Senate
910, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. BROWN of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

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

Mr. BROWN of California. Mr. Speak-
er, the distinguished chairman of the
full Committee on Science has, I think,
given an excellent statement explain-
ing the nature of the bill. I, of course,
strongly support the reauthorization of
the act. I was involved in 1977 in the
passage of the original program and I
have watched it flourish from its origi-
nal passage up to the present time.

I should comment here that develop-
ing a program which involves close co-
operation of four separate agencies is
not easy to do in the bureaucratic
world of Washington, and it does chal-
lenge the oversight role of the appro-
priate committees. I think that on the
Committee on Science, and particu-
larly under the chairmanship of the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER], that we have tried to
measure up to the requirements of this
challenge.

The program, over the last two dec-
ades, has accomplished many things. It

has produced geological maps and
model building codes, for example, that
have helped many communities not
only understand their seismological
risk but to know what to do about it.

In the Nation’s public schools the
program has introduced schoolchildren
to the science of earthquakes, and with
our universities it has trained many of
the Nation’s leading seismologists and
earthquake engineers but, most impor-
tantly, for 20 years, NEHRP has pro-
vided an authoritative voice informing
the public about what are real and
what are imagined threats from earth-
quakes, and this is a job that we must
not trivialize, especially since Holly-
wood still produces films like ‘‘Vol-
cano,’’ a film that I enjoyed by the
way, no matter how factually incorrect
it was.

Despite this long list of accomplish-
ments, NEHRP has also failed to meet
many of the expectations of its original
sponsors, and I think I can say that ob-
jectively, as one of those sponsors. For
example, it has been unable to con-
vince every earthquake prone commu-
nity to adopt stronger building codes
or to enforce testing protocols for new
construction methods or to completely
monitor earthquake prone areas with
state-of-the-art equipment.
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While these shortcomings can be
blamed on such things as a lack of
funding, they are also a result of prior-
ity-setting efforts within the four dif-
ferent NEHRP agencies that are fo-
cused primary on each agency’s indi-
vidual initiatives and not on the needs
of the multiagency NEHRP program.

I have already commented on how
difficult that is to do in large scale or-
ganizations, and this program gives us
an opportunity to experiment with
ways of handling these kinds of com-
plex interagency programs.

I am excited that the bill before us
today addresses some of these con-
cerns. In addition to authorizing in-
creased funding for the base program,
the bill begins an ongoing effort to
modernize earthquake engineering re-
search facilities, to assess seismic
monitoring needs across the Nation,
and to explore rapid-response tech-
nologies to alert communities to the
advent of an earthquake, as the chair-
man has already described. I look for-
ward to the initiation of these new ef-
forts, and I hope that this committee
vigorously oversees the progress.

Before I finish, I would like to com-
mend the chairman of the Committee
on Science by noting that this bill is
the product of outstanding bipartisan
cooperation on the committee and bi-
cameral cooperation between our com-
mittee and the Committee on Com-
merce in the Senate. In a sense we have
short-circuited some of the normal
processes by meeting informally with
the Members on the Senate side to
make sure that the bill which finally
emerged from that body was compat-
ible with our interests. That has been

successfully achieved. And I particu-
larly want to commend the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. SENSENBRENNER]
for his commitment to utilizing this
informal cooperation to expedite the
progress of legislation.

I want to also applaud the work of
the other Committee members and
their staff, especially Kristine Dietz
and Tom Weimer of the majority com-
mittee staff. I rarely have the oppor-
tunity to praise staff members on the
majority side, and I delight in doing so
when I can.

During the remainder of the Congress
I hope we can continue to work in a bi-
partisan manner and with our Senate
counterparts as we have.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the passage of
this bill and yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. BOEHLERT] for pur-
pose of a colloquy.

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. SENSENBRENNER] for yielding me
the time.

Mr. Speaker, first I would like to
point out that the passage of this legis-
lation shows what can happen when we
all work together. Since its inception
in 1977, the National Earthquake Haz-
ards Reduction Program has contrib-
uted greatly to what we now know
about the science of earthquakes as
well as how to reduce the damage that
they can cause. This bill enables the
program to continue its good work
through continued research, hazard as-
sessment, and public education.

As my colleagues know, Mr. Speaker,
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief
and Emergency Assistance Act, or
Stafford Act, as it is commonly re-
ferred to, is the primary authority
under which FEMA operates many of
its preparedness and response pro-
grams. The Stafford Act and, in gen-
eral, Federal management of emer-
gencies and natural disasters falls
under the jurisdiction of the Commit-
tee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture and, more specifically, under the
Subcommittee on Water Resources and
the Environment which I chair. The re-
lationship between the Stafford Act
and NEHRP has always been com-
plementary, and I just want to clarify
how this bill fits in with the Stafford
Act.

Mr. Chairman, section 2(a) authorizes
the development of a prototype seismic
hazard warning system. It is my under-
standing that this system will not dic-
tate how disaster warnings are relayed,
who is to receive such warnings, or any
other aspects of disaster warning or
communication systems which are ad-
dressed by section 202 of the Stafford
Act. Is that correct?

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BOEHLERT. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. The gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. BOEHLERT]
is correct.
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Mr. BOEHLERT. I thank the gen-

tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER], the chairman, for that re-
sponse.

Further, section 2(c) provides for the
study of disaster-response training by
FEMA. The purpose of this study is to
inform the Congress on the adequacy of
training for earthquake response. How-
ever, it is my understanding this sec-
tion is not intended to change or other-
wise affect the authority for, or imple-
mentation of, disaster preparedness
training programs. NEHRP does not
currently provide authority for such
training, and there is no intention that
this section is meant to provide such
authority. Is that correct?

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, if the gentleman will continue to
yield, the gentleman is correct again.

Mr. BOEHLERT. I thank the chair-
man, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this well-crafted bipartisan bill.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. SENSENBRENNER] that
the House suspend the rules and pass
the Senate bill, S. 910.

The question was taken.
Mr. CONDIT. Mr. Speaker, I object to

the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 5, rule I, and the Chair’s
prior announcement, further proceed-
ings on this motion will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks on S. 910, the bill just consid-
ered.

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

There was no objection.
f

AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
ROTUNDA TO ALLOW MEMBERS
OF CONGRESS TO RECEIVE HIS
ALL HOLINESS PATRIARCH BAR-
THOLOMEW

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution (H. Con. Res. 134) au-
thorizing the use of the rotunda of the
Capitol to allow Members of Congress
to greet and receive His All Holiness
Patriarch Bartholomew, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES. 134

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the rotunda of the
Capitol is authorized to be used on October
21, 1997, from 11:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon for a
ceremony to allow Members of Congress to
greet and receive His All Holiness Patriarch

Bartholomew, the 270th Ecumenical Patri-
arch of Constantinople, Physical prepara-
tions for the conduct of the ceremony shall
be carried out in accordance with such condi-
tions as may be prescribed by the Architect
of the Capitol.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. NEY] and the gentlewoman
from Michigan [Ms. KILPATRICK] each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. NEY].

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

This resolution provides for the use
of the rotunda on October 21, 1997, for a
ceremony to allow Members of Con-
gress to greet and receive His All Holi-
ness Patriarch Bartholomew, the 270th
Ecumenical Patriarch of Constantino-
ple.

At the request of the resolution’s
sponsor, the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. BILIRAKIS], the resolution has
been amended to change the time of
the ceremony from 10 a.m. to 11 a.m.

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

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I listened carefully to
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NEY] and
concur with his resolution.

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

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield as
much time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Florida [Mr. BILI-
RAKIS].

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
NEY] for yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 134. Mr. Speaker, this bipartisan
legislation authorizes the use of the
Capitol rotunda for a ceremony where
Members of Congress may receive His
All Holiness Ecumenical Patriarch
Bartholomew, the Archbishop of Con-
stantinople and new Rome.

The Ecumenical Patriarch occupies
the foremost position among the Na-
tional Autocephalos Orthodox Church-
es worldwide and has the responsibility
to coordinate the affairs of the Rus-
sian, Eastern Europe, Middle and Far
Eastern churches. He is the spiritual
leader of nearly 300 million Orthodox
Christians worldwide, including ap-
proximately 5 million people in the
United States.

It is important that Members of Con-
gress, as leaders of a nation that was
built on religious freedom and toler-
ance, have an opportunity to receive
and honor one of the world’s pre-
eminent religious leaders. Ecumenical
Patriarch Bartholomew not only pro-
motes peace and religious understand-
ing throughout the world, but he is
also profoundly committed to preserv-
ing and protecting the environment. In
fact, he has sponsored a conference on
the environment at the Theological
School of Halki. Today, as the 270th

successor to Apostle Andrew, His All
Holiness continues his efforts on behalf
of religious freedom and human rights.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
thank Speaker GINGRICH; the gen-
tleman from California Mr. THOMAS,
chairman of the Committee on House
Oversight, the gentleman from Con-
necticut Mr. GEJDENSON, the ranking
member, and the gentleman from
Texas Mr. ARMEY, the majority leader,
for their efforts toward bringing this
resolution to the floor of the House of
Representatives.

I also want to express certainly my
appreciation to the members of the
Hellenic Caucus for their support of
this resolution as well as H.R. 2248, the
recommendation to award the Patri-
arch with a Congressional Gold Medal.

In closing, I urge my colleagues to
support this most bipartisan legisla-
tion.

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I
yield as much time as he may consume
to the distinguished gentleman from
California [Mr. CAPPS].

Mr. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman from Michigan [Ms. KIL-
PATRICK] for yielding me the time.

I do want to thank the sponsors of
this resolution, the gentleman from
California [Mr. THOMAS], the gen-
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. GEJDEN-
SON], the gentleman from Florida [Mr.
BILIRAKIS], the Hellenic Caucus and ev-
eryone involved. It is a very timely res-
olution, and I want to give all my sup-
port to it.

The Patriarch of Constantinople is
one of the world’s leading religious fig-
ures. He is a man of great intellect, a
man of great compassion, and he rep-
resents a religious tradition of incom-
parable majesty. I think that is the
only way to describe it.

The Orthodox tradition that he rep-
resents is a religious tradition of spir-
itual validity which combines aes-
thetic consonance with ancient wis-
dom. We will bestow the honor on him
in allowing him to use the rotunda of
the Capitol. But actually, we are the
ones who are being honored by his pres-
ence here.

I am also very happy to say that he
will visit my hometown, my city in the
22d District of California, Santa Bar-
bara, this October for a conference on
the environment. He knows spiritual-
ity. He knows environmental concerns.
He has a very, very keen sense of the
geopolitical dynamics of our world
today.

So I urge my colleagues to pass this
resolution, and I would like to con-
gratulate the authors of the resolution
on a very fine resolution.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield as
much time as he may consume to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. GIL-
MAN], the chairman of the Committee
on International Relations.

(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NEY] for
yielding me the time.
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