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Another important approach is legis-

lation that I just introduced today that
takes a page from our successful efforts
at reducing death and injury on our
highways. Thirty years ago Congress
started simple, common-sense legisla-
tion that has cut the death rate on our
highways in half. We can do the same
with handguns.

My legislation would, for instance,
assure that the Consumer Product
Safety Commission devotes as much
time to regulating real guns as it does
to toy guns. It would require new guns
to have an indicator to show it is load-
ed. It would extend the Brady law to
deny people with a history of violent
and reckless behavior the ability to
purchase and own firearms, and it
would require the Federal Government
to establish a date in the near future
when all the guns that we purchase for
our Federal employees are personalized
so that those guns cannot be used
against them or stolen.

The Speaker of the House has argued
against extraneous riders dealing with
gun safety laws. I find this ironic when
we just passed an absolute abomination
of a spending bill supposedly to finance
our troops in Kosovo and other emer-
gencies, but included everything from
defining reindeer as livestock to relax-
ing environmental regulations on min-
ing. Why is it that when it comes to
the special interests we are willing to
make exceptions, but not when it
comes to our children? They should be
at least as important as well-connected
lobbyists.

It is time to pass comprehensive leg-
islation to protect our children, our
families and our communities from
senseless gun violence, and we ought to
do it now.

f

PRICE CONTROLS DO NOT WORK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to talk about prescription drugs.
There has been a lot of talk lately
about how expensive they are and how
many people who need them cannot af-
ford them. I understand these concerns,
but like my colleagues, while I want to
make sure that our constituents have
greater access to prescription drugs, I
am concerned about the debate that is
evolving about prescription drugs here
in the House.

Fixing drug prices could very well
mean reducing discounts to the vet-
erans and other Federal purchasers. In
fact, a GAO study concluded that ex-
panding access to the reduced prices
could lead in fact to higher prices. This
is what price controls do. The larger
the market, the greater the economic
incentive to raise prices to limit the
impact of giving lower prices to more
purchasers. That makes sense.

Ultimately that move, Mr. Speaker,
could put veterans’ access to health

care at risk. While this type of legisla-
tion, these legislative initiatives that
are coming here, could put the vet-
erans’ health care at risk, there is no
guarantee that it will significantly re-
duce the cost of medicine for Medicare
beneficiaries.

Therefore, I believe we need to figure
out how to expand insurance coverage
for drugs, not attempt to give the gov-
ernment the ability to fix prices. Price
controls never work. All they do is re-
duce supply or eliminate discounts
that are available to some. We have all
seen this idea before. Their great idea,
the people advocating price controls
for prescription drugs, is it will expand
the government discount for everyone,
give everybody a chance for lower
prices, and everyone will have access
for cheap drugs. That is the basic ap-
peal. But, my colleagues, that is social-
ism. Let us not forget who is getting
the benefit of these discounts, and of
course, we could put others at risk who
are now getting them.

Last year there was a misguided at-
tempt to expand the Federal supply
discounts to State and local govern-
ments also. The Department of Vet-
erans Affairs estimated that by ex-
panding these discounts so broadly
that makers of drugs would be forced
to respond by reducing or eliminating
the discounts they give to the Veterans
Administration. The VA estimated this
proposal would cost them as much as
$250 million, or it would equal the cost
of providing care to 50,000 veterans.
And just so that we all understand, Mr.
Speaker, if the drug companies are no
longer able to give large discounts to
the veterans, it means those very dis-
counts will not be available to Medi-
care beneficiaries.

I believe we should be doing every-
thing we can to help Medicare bene-
ficiaries improve access to the drugs
they need, but not through price con-
trols. One of the easiest things that
could be done right away is for the ad-
ministration to move forward on regu-
lation to expand Medicare Plus Choice
plans. Because of the way the current
Medicare managed care plans are paid,
many areas, including portions of my
district, do not have managed care
plans available to them.

By simply enacting the Medicare
Plus Choice program as part of the Bal-
anced Budget Act of 1997 that we
passed, Congress sought to expand
Medicare beneficiaries’ access to pre-
scription drugs by allowing them to
join HMOs that offer these benefits.
Congress’ goal in the Balanced Budget
Act was to extend to Medicare bene-
ficiaries the same range of choices that
exist for all working Americans. Choos-
ing between competing health care
plans provides greater promise than
price controls, giving them greater ac-
cess. It is better than telling the phar-
maceutical companies that they have
to meet a price.

Mr. Speaker, the administration
should no longer delay in expanding ac-
cess to these plans. There was a bipar-

tisan commission that developed a pro-
posal that is really worth more discus-
sion. It said that we should figure out
how Medicare beneficiaries can take
advantage of the change in health care
delivery benefiting every privately in-
sured person, including Members of
Congress. That is the Federal Em-
ployee Health Benefit Program. We
have discount pharmaceutical drugs.
Why not adopt a program like the Fed-
eral Employee Health Benefit Pro-
gram, something that we all have, Mr.
Speaker, and the President and the
Senators?

So why are we talking about this? We
should stop talking about socialized
medicine and the age-old false hope of
price controls that have never worked.

Medicare beneficiaries need more
from their Members of Congress than
false promises of cheap drugs through
price controls. We need to help them
gain access to affordable prescriptions
through insurance coverage and the
truly effective price competition of an
active marketplace. We also need to
make sure that whatever reform we
pass does not hurt those to whom we
owe a great debt: veterans. Veterans
should not be put at risk to give some-
one in this body a political win.

Mr. Speaker, I am certain we can find
an answer that will help our Nation’s
senior citizens while at the same time
protecting our veterans.

f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 42
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m.

f

b 1400

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. PETRI) at 2 p.m.

f

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Reverend James David
Ford, D.D., offered the following pray-
er:

With gratefulness and praise we
begin a new week imploring Your
mercy upon us, O God, and seeking
Your blessings. We especially pray for
those who have committed themselves
to the work of ending hostilities in our
world, and we pray for all those who
seek to alleviate suffering or hunger or
loneliness. For all those who are in-
volved in bringing food to the hungry,
shelter for the homeless, a comforting
word to those who are alone, we offer
these words of thanksgiving and appre-
ciation.

Bless, O God, those good people who
in our own communities or in the
world are agents of reconciliation and
messengers of peace. For them we offer
our prayer. Amen.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, pursuant
to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote on
agreeing to the Speaker pro tempore’s
approval of the Journal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the Chair’s approval of
the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. GIBBONS. 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 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

f

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. KUCINICH led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, June 3, 1999.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted to Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
June 1, 1999 at 9:20 a.m.: That the Senate
passed without amendment H.R. 1379.

With best wishes, I am
Sincerely,

JEFF TRANDAHL,
Clerk.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair desires to announce that pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the Speaker
signed the following enrolled bills on
Thursday, May 27, 1999:

H.R. 1034, to declare a portion of the
James River and the Kanawha Canal in
Richmond, Virginia, to be nonnav-
igable waters of the United States for

purposes of title 46, United States
Code, and other maritime laws of the
United States;

H.R. 1121, to designate the Federal
building and United States courthouse
located at 18 Greenville Street in New-
man, Georgia, as the ‘‘Lewis R. Morgan
Federal Building and United States
Courthouse’’; and,

H.R. 1183, to amend the Fastener
Quality Act to strengthen the protec-
tion against the sale of mismarked,
misrepresented, and counterfeit fas-
teners and eliminate unnecessary re-
quirements, and for other purposes.

f

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
CANADA-UNITED STATES INTER-
PARLIAMENTARY GROUP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, and pursuant to the provi-
sions of 22 U.S. Code 276d, the Chair an-
nounces the Speaker’s appointment on
May 20, 1999, of the following Members
of the House to the Canada-United
States Interparliamentary Group, in
addition to Mr. Houghton of New York,
Chairman, appointed on February 11,
1999:

Mr. GILMAN, New York, Vice Chair-
man;

Mr. OBERSTAR, Minnesota;
Mr. SHAW, Florida;
Mr. LIPINSKI, Illinois;
Ms. SLAUGHTER, New York;
Mr. UPTON, Michigan;
Mr. STEARNS, Florida;
Mr. PETERSON, Minnesota;
Ms. DANNER, Missouri;
Mr. MANZULLO, Illinois; and
Mr. ENGLISH, of Pennsylvania.
There was no objection.

f

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBER OF
TWENTY-FIRST CENTURY WORK-
FORCE COMMISSION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 334(b)(1) of Public Law
105–220 and the order of the House of
Thursday, May 27, 1999, and upon the
recommendation of the minority lead-
er, the Speaker on that day appointed
the following member on the part of
the House to the Twenty-First Century
Workforce Commission:

Mr. David L. Stewart, St. Louis, Mis-
souri.

f

CONGRATULATING ANDRE AGASSI
ON WINNING FOUR GRAND SLAM
VICTORIES

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, it is my
great honor and pleasure to come to
the floor today and congratulate one of
my constituents for his efforts in the
French Open, and one effort which was
described as one of the greatest mo-
ments ever seen in sports.

Nevada’s most famous tennis super-
star, Andre Agassi, yesterday earned a

very special spot in tennis history, be-
coming the fifth man in history to win
four Grand Slam victories.

Yesterday millions around the world
watched Andre’s impressive two-sets-
down come-from-behind victory. In his
own words, Andre, a No. 1 who dropped
out of the top 100 not long ago and has
steadily climbed back into the top 25
said, ‘‘What I have managed to accom-
plish is astounding. This was the great-
est thing I could ever do.’’

So to Andre Agassi and his proud par-
ents, Mike and Betty, and on behalf of
the very proud State of Nevada, I want
to congratulate you and wish you con-
tinued success. Nevada is indeed very
proud of your accomplishments, and
proud to call you one of our own.

f

SLEEPWALKING MURDERER
NEEDS TO CATCH A FEW Z’S IN
ELECTRIC CHAIR

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

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, Scott
Falater does not deny it. He admits
that he stabbed his wife 44 times. He
then held her underwater while she
bled to death, and then he hid the evi-
dence. But, after all that, Falater says
he is not guilty because he was sleep-
walking.

Unbelievable, Mr. Speaker. Are we to
believe that Falater was just dreaming
through his wife’s screams? Are we to
believe he was just walking in the park
when he stabbed her 44 times?

Beam me up. I say it is time for
Scott Falater to sleepwalk down mur-
derer’s row and catch a few Z’s right in
the electric chair. Sleep on that,
Falater.

f

CHALLENGE TO NATO’S CONTIN-
UED BOMBING, DESPITE RUS-
SIAN-FINNISH PEACE PLAN AND
VICTORY TALK

(Mr. KUCINICH asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, NATO
is risking reigniting a wider war by si-
multaneously insisting on troop with-
drawals and continuing bombing at-
tacks on the troops. If acceptance of
the Russian-Finnish peace plan by the
Serb Government means anything,
then the bombing should have stopped.
If it means nothing, then why did
NATO officials declare victory because
such a plan had been accepted?

Either NATO has a peace plan in its
hand or it does not. If it does, then it
should stop the bombing instead of this
approach of putting one foot on the ac-
celerator of war and the other on the
brake of peace. When Japan sued for
peace after the atomic bombs were
dropped, the U.S. did not keep bomb-
ing.

The L.A. Times quoted an unnamed
NATO diplomat as describing the
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