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and ask for its immediate consider-
ation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.

CHAFEE] for himself and Mr. ROCKEFELLER,
proposes an amendment numbered 512 to
Amendment No. 511.

Mr. CHAFEE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that reading of the
amendment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:
On page 4 strike line 17 through line 3 on

page 5 and insert the following:
‘(5) FEHBP-EQUIVALENT CHILDREN’S HEALTH

INSURANCE COVERAGE.—The term ‘FEHBP-
equivalent children’s health insurance cov-
erage’ means, with respect to a State, any
plan or arrangement that provides, or pays
the cost of, health benefits that the Sec-
retary has certified are equivalent to or bet-
ter than the services covered for a child, in-
cluding hearing and vision services, under
the standard Blue Cross/Blue Shield pre-
ferred provider option service benefit plan
offered under chapter 89 of title 5, United
States Code.

Mr. ROTH. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. ROTH. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 513 TO AMENDMENT NO. 510

(Purpose: To provide a substitute for the
children’s health insurance initiative
under subtitle J of title V)
Mr. ROTH. Mr. President, I send a

second-degree amendment to the desk
on behalf of Senator LOTT and I ask
that it be considered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:
The Senator from Delaware [Mr. ROTH], for

Mr. LOTT, proposes an amendment numbered
513 to amendment No. 510.

(The text of the amendment is printed in
today’s RECORD under ‘‘Amendments Sub-
mitted.’’)

AMENDMENT NO. 427

(Purpose: To amend title XVIII of the Social
Security Act to continue full-time-equiva-
lent resident reimbursement for an addi-
tional one year under medicare for direct
graduate medical education for residents
enrolled in combined approved primary
care medical residency training programs)

Mr. ROTH. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that it be in order to
send an amendment to the desk by
Senator DEWINE of Ohio.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will report.
The assistant legislative clerk read

as follows.
The Senator from Delaware, [Mr. ROTH],

for Mr. DEWINE, proposes an amendment
numbered 427.

Mr. ROTH. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that reading of the
amendment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:
At the appropriate place in chapter 3 of

subtitle F of division 1 of title V, insert the
following:
SEC. . MEDICARE SPECIAL REIMBURSEMENT

RULE FOR PRIMARY CARE COM-
BINED RESIDENCY PROGRAMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1886(h)(5)(G) of
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.
1395ww(h)(5)(G)) is amended—

(1) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘and (iii)’’ and
inserting ‘‘, (iii), and (iv)’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(iv) SPECIAL RULE FOR PRIMARY CARE COM-

BINED RESIDENCY PROGRAMS.—(I) In the case
of a resident enrolled in a combined medical
residency training program in which all of
the individual programs (that are combined)
are for training a primary care resident (as
defined in subparagraph (H)), the period of
board eligibility shall be the minimum num-
ber of years of formal training required to
satisfy the requirements for initial board eli-
gibility in the longest of the individual pro-
grams plus one additional year.

‘‘(II) A resident enrolled in a combined
medical residency training program that in-
cludes an obstetrics and gynecology program
qualifies for the period of broad eligibility
under subclause (I) if the other programs
such resident combines with such obstetrics
and gynecology program are for training a
primary care resident.’’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by subsection (a) apply to combined
medical residency training programs in ef-
fect on or after July 1, 1996.

f

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. ROTH. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent there now be a period
for the transaction of morning business
with Senators permitted to speak for
up to 5 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
f

RECOGNIZING THE NATIONAL
GROCERS ASSOCIATION

Mr. NICKLES. Mr. President, I wish
to bring to the attention of the Senate
the community contribution of the
American independent retail grocers
and their wholesalers. In past years,
through the celebration of National
Grocers Week, the House and Senate
have recognized the important role
these businesses play in our economy.
The week of June 22–28, 1997, com-
memorates the eleventh year that Na-
tional Grocers Week has been observed
by the industry to encourage and rec-
ognize grocers’ leadership in private
sector initiatives. Across the nation,
community grocers, through environ-
mental initiatives, political involve-
ment, and charitable support, dem-
onstrate and build on the cornerstone
of this great country—the entre-
preneurial spirit.

In this annual celebration, National
Grocers Association (N.G.A) and the
nation honor outstanding independent
retail and wholesale grocers, state as-
sociations and food industry manufac-
turers for their community leadership
with N.G.A.’s ‘‘Grocers Care’’ initia-
tives.

‘‘GROCERS CARE’’ AWARD HONOREES

Representatives from companies, or-
ganizations and associations around
the United States will be honored. The
honorees include:

Alabama: Peter V. Gregerson,
Gregerson’s Foods, Inc., Gadsden; John
M. Wilson, Super Foods Supermarkets,
Luverne; Dennis T. Stewart, Piggly
Wiggly Alabama, Bessemer;

California: Judy Lynn, Tawa Super-
markets, Buena Park Colorado: Harold
J. Kelloff, Kelloff’s Food Market,
Alamosa;

Florida: Leland F. Williams, Felton’s
Meat & Produce, Plant City; Roy
Deffler, Associated Grocers of Florida,
Miami;

Iowa: George Tracy, Sales Force of
Des Moines, Des Moines; Kenneth C.
Stroud, Food’s, Inc., Des Moines; Scott
Havens, Plaza Holiday Foods, Norwalk;
William D. Long, Waremart, Inc.,
Boise; Virgil Wahlman, Buy Right
Food Center, Inc., Milford;

Indiana: Larry D Contos, Pay Less
Super Markets, Inc., Anderson;

Kansas: Doug Highland, Sixth Street
Foods, Hays; Bill Lancaster and Doug-
las Carolan Associated Wholesale Gro-
cers, Kansas City;

Kentucky: James Hughes, Techau’s,
Inc., Cynthiana; Frank Hinton, D & T
Foods, Murray; William R. Gore, G & J
Market, Inc., Paducah; Peggy Lawson,
Laurel Grocery Company, Inc., London;

Louisiana: Vincent A. Cannata,
Cannata’s Super Market, Inc., Morgan
City; Joseph H. Campbell, Associated
Grocers, Inc. Baton Rouge;

Michigan: Kimberly Brubaker and
Mark S. Feldpausch, Felpausch Food
Centers, Hastings; Ruthann Shull, J &
C Family Foods, Carleton; Robert D.
DeYoung, Fulton Heights Foods, Grand
Rapids; Richard Glidden, Harding’s
Market, Kalamazoo; Mary Dechow and
James B. Meyer, Spartan Stores, Inc.,
Grand Rapids;

Minnesota: Christopher Coborn and
Daniel G. Coborn, Coborn’s, Inc., St.
Cloud; Gordon B. Anderson, Gordy’s,
Inc., Worthington; Tim Mattheison,
Do-Mats Foods, Benson; William E.
Farmer, Fairway Foods, Inc.; Alfred N.
Flaten, Nash Finch Company, Min-
neapolis; Jeffrey Noddle, SUPERVALU
INC., Minneapolis;

Missouri: Douglas Gerard, Country
Mart, Inc., Branson;

Nebraska: Patrick Raybould, B & R
Stores, Inc., Lincoln; Fran Juro, No
Frills Supermarkets, Omaha; John F.
Hanson, Sixth Street Food Stores,
North Platte; Douglas D. Cunningham,
John Cunningham, D & D Foodliner,
Inc. #9, Wausa; James R. Clarke, Jim’s
Foodmart, Aurora;

New Hampshire: Richard Delay,
Delay’s, Inc., Greenfield;

New Jersey: Mike Reilly, ShopRite of
Hunterton County, Flemington; David
Zallie, Zallie Enterprises, Clementon;
Mark K. Laurenti, Shop Rite of
Bensalem, Inc., Bensalem; Paul R.
Buckley, Jr., Murphy’s Market, Inc.,
Medford; Dean Janeway, Catherine
Frank-White, and Jean Pillet,
Wakefern;
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New Mexico: Martin G. Romine, Cali-

fornia Superama, Gallup;
North Dakota: Wallace Joersz, J.K.

Foods, Inc., Mandan; Stephen B. Bar-
low, Miracle Mart, Inc., Mandan; Kay
Zander-Woock and Terrance Rockstad,
Dan’s Super Market, Inc., Bismarck;

Ohio: Reuben Shaffer, Kroger Com-
pany, Cincinnati; Ronald C. Graff,
Columbiana Foods, Inc., Boardman;
Walter A. Churchill, Churchill’s Super
Markets, Inc, Sylvania; David G.
Litteral, Festival Foods, New Boston;
Earl Hughes, Fresh Encounters, Inc.,
Findlay;

Oklahoma: Gary Nichols and Holly
Nichols, Nichols SuperThrift,
Checotah; George Waken and William
Waken, The Boys Market, Enid; James
R. Brown, Doc’s Food Stores, Inc.,
Bixby; Thomas D. Goodner, Goodner’s
Supermarket, Duncan; Larry Ander-
son, Larry’s Foods, Inc., Mustang; R.
Scott Petty, Petty’s Fine Foods, Tulsa;

Oregon: Craig T. Danielson, Daniel-
son Food Stores, Oregon City; Ross
Dwinell, United Grocers, Inc.,
Milwaukie;

Pennsylvania: Dale Giovengo, Giant
Eagle, Pittsburgh; Robert McDonough,
Redner’s Markets, Inc., Reading; An-
gelo Spagnolo, Tri County Giant Eagle,
Belle Vernon; Christy Spoa, Save-A-
Lot, Ellwood City; Dr. Arlene Klein
Wier, Vience Spring Valley, Inc., Phila-
delphia, PA;

South Dakota: Ken Fiedler, Ken’s Su-
permarkets, Inc., Aberdeen; Tennessee:
Tommy Litton, Big John’s Household
Foods, Oneida; H. Dean Dickey, Pic
Pac Foods, Columbia;

Texas: Jose Fermin Rodriguez, Thrift
T-Mart, San Antonio; R.A. Brookshire,
Brookshire Brothers, Inc., Lufkin;
Stanton L. Irvin, Tri- State Associa-
tion Grocers, Inc., El Paso;

Utah: Kenneth W. Macey, Macey’s,
Inc. Sandy; Richard A. Parkinson, As-
sociated Food Stores, Salt Lake City,;

Virginia: Steve Rosa, Camellia Food
Stores, Inc., Norfolk; Steven C. Smith,
K-VA-T Food Stores, Inc., Abingdon;
Douglas A. Tschorn; Jessee Lewis, Mid-
Mountain Foods, Abington;

Vermont: The Wayside Country
Store, Arlington;

Wisconsin: Thomas Metcalfe,
Metcalfe, Inc., Manona; Steve
Erickson, Erickson’s Diversified Corp.
Hudson; James F. Cwiklo, Quality
Foods IGA, Wisconsin Rapids; Tom
Turicik, Sentry Foods, Inc., Plymouth;
James Heden, More 4 Superstore, River
Falls; George Miller, North Country
IGA, Ashland; Chuck Potter, Potter’s
Piggly Wiggly, St. Francis; Ronald
Lusic, Fleming Companies, Inc.,
Waukesha; Robert D. Ranus, Roundy’s,
Inc. Milwaukee; Gail Omernick, The
Copps Corporation, Stevens Point;

Washington: H.L. ‘‘Buzz’’ Ravens-
craft, Associated Grocers, Inc.; Wash-
ington, DC: Eric Weis, Giant Food Inc.;

West Virginia: David G. Milne, Mor-
gan’s Foodland, Kingwood.

The following state associations are
instrumental in coordinating informa-
tion relative to the community service

activities of their members: Arizona
Food Marketing Alliance, Rocky
Mountain Food Dealers, Iowa Grocery
Industry Association, Illinois Food Re-
tailers, Kentucky Grocers Association,
Mid-Atlantic Food Dealers, Minnesota
Grocers Association, Nebraska Retail
Grocers Association, New Hampshire
Grocers Association, North Carolina
Food Dealers, North Dakota Grocers
Association, Ohio Grocers Association,
Oklahoma Grocers Association, Penn-
sylvania Food Merchants, Tennessee
Grocers Association, Vermont Grocers
Association, Wisconsin Grocers Asso-
ciation. Manufacturers: Borden Foods
Corporation; Brown & Williamson To-
bacco Company; Electronic Warranty
Group, Inc.; General Mills, Inc.; Kel-
logg USA Inc.; NOVUS Services; Proc-
ter & Gamble Company; Ralston Pu-
rina Company; RJ Reynolds Tobacco
Company.
f

CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM
PROJECT

Mr. FORD. Mr. President, today, I
want to bring to the attention of my
colleagues and other interested per-
sons, a letter from the campaign fi-
nance Project. As my colleagues are
aware, this project is being led by two
of our former colleagues, Nancy Kasse-
baum Baker and former Vice President
Walter Mondale. They were asked by
President Clinton earlier this year to
lead a bipartisan effort to develop a so-
lution for reforming our campaign fi-
nance laws.

Last week, they issued an open letter
to the President and to the Congress
about their observations and what they
believe should constitute real and
meaningful reform. They have identi-
fied several key areas that they believe
are essential to these reform efforts: a
complete ban on ‘‘soft money;’’ refine
and sharpen the definitions of ‘‘issue
advocacy’’ and ‘‘independent expendi-
tures;’’ improve disclosure of campaign
finances; and strengthen enforcement
and leadership at the Federal Election
Commission.

I have the privilege to meet with
both Vice President Mondale and Sen-
ator Kassebaum Baker. They are sin-
cere in their efforts to reform our cam-
paign finance system. They believe, as
I do, that our failure to act in this
issue will only fuel the public’s cyni-
cism about the institutions of the Con-
gress, the Presidency, and the electoral
process as a whole. I commend this let-
ter to my colleagues attention and ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
letter be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the letter was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:
AN OPEN LETTER TO THE PRESIDENT AND THE

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES FROM
NANCY KASSEBAUM BAKER AND WALTER F.
MONDALE—JUNE 18, 1997

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF CON-
GRESS: In March, the President asked that
we help in the cause of campaign finance re-
form. Since then we have observed closely

the national discussion of this issue, which
we believe is central to the well-being of
American democracy. We would now like to
report about our initial recommendations,
with a plea, in the best interests of our polit-
ical process, that the Executive and Legisla-
tive Branches commit themselves to a course
of urgent debate leading to early and mean-
ingful action.

One of us is a Republican. The other is a
Democrat. We are inspired by the bipartisan
efforts of Senators John McCain and Russell
Feingold, and Representatives Christopher
Shays and Martin Meehan, to achieve cam-
paign finance reform. The bipartisan effort
of new members of the House, led by Rep-
resentatives Asa Hutchinson and Thomas
Allen, is also a foundation for hope. We are
mindful that no change will occur unless
there is a consensus in both parties that re-
form is fair to each. We also believe the im-
perative task of renewing our democracy re-
quires that we all look beyond party. Guided
by basic lessons from our Constitution and
national experience, we must identify spe-
cific measures and commit ourselves to ac-
tion where agreement is within our grasp,
even as we identify other questions for fur-
ther consideration.

The Constitution, in this as in all public
affairs, is our first teacher. It directs that
the Congress shall make no law abridging
the freedom of speech. The Supreme Court
has provided substantial guidance how that
command applies to campaign finance laws.
Whether any of us might wish that the Court
had decided particulars of prior cases dif-
ferently, our national legislative task is to
give full honor to its free speech decisions.

The Constitution also enshrines political
democracy. One of its central purposes is to
ensure that every individual has the right to
participate fully in the electoral process. As
Madison said of the Congress in The Federal-
ist Papers (No. 52), ‘‘the door of this part of
the federal government is open to merit of
every description, . . . without regard to
poverty or wealth.’’ Our campaign finance
system must respect, and do everything it
can to bolster, the constitutionally rooted
primacy of individual citizens in our politi-
cal democracy.

In applying constitutional values to cam-
paign finance, we do not have to start from
scratch. We have had a century of debate and
legislation about several essential matters,
including what we now describe as ‘‘soft
money.’’ From early in the twentieth cen-
tury, federal law has prohibited contribu-
tions from corporate treasuries to federal
election campaigns. Starting in the 1940s,
this bar has been applied equally to con-
tributions to federal election campaigns
from union treasuries. The basic principle of
these constraints, upheld by the Supreme
Court, is that organizations which are grant-
ed special privileges and protections, pro-
vided by federal or state law for economic
advantage, should not be permitted to lever-
age that advantage to cast doubt on the in-
tegrity of our national government.

In the 1970s, in response to the constitu-
tional crisis that began twenty-five years
ago this week, the Congress established lim-
its on individual contributions to candidates
and political parties, and barred large indi-
vidual contributions to them that threat-
ened to undermine governmental integrity in
reality or appearance. Though it subse-
quently invalidated several other reform
provisions of that time, the Supreme Court
sustained this central element of our cam-
paign finance law.

At the end of the 1970s, the Federal Elec-
tion Commission began to erode these impor-
tant protections. The Commission author-
ized national party committees to spend the
proceeds of a new category of contributions
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