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cover the costs of the trial. It is impor-
tant that we make this important ges-
ture to the families at such a critical
time, and I look forward to seeing this
provision implemented.e

——

TRIBUTE TO THE CONCORD HIGH
SCHOOL GIRLS’ LACROSSE TEAM

e Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Mr.
President, I rise today to pay tribute
to the Concord High School girls’ la-
crosse team, the Crimson Tide, on their
fantastic 1999 season.

Remarkably, Concord High School’s
lacrosse team, which was just estab-
lished last year, had one of the best
records in the state this year. Under
the direction of Coach Terry Anderson,
this young team compiled an impres-
sive record of 17 wins and only three
losses—making it to the state finals.

The Crimson Tide, consisting pre-
dominantly of freshmen and sopho-
mores, made great strides this season.
Led by team captains Molly Aldrich,
Kate Provencal, and Katie Anderson,
they had one of the most impressive
records in the state. With many of the
players returning to play next season,
they are sure to remain a strong force
in New Hampshire lacrosse.

Although they were not successful in
winning the state championship, the
team showed true sportsmanship and
team spirit in the wake of such an
amazing season. Perhaps most impor-
tantly, after the hard-fought cham-
pionship game, the two teams showed
outstanding sportsmanship in the sin-
cere way they congratulated and pub-
licly complimented each other on their
game. The overall performance of Con-
cord High School’s lacrosse team con-
firmed that this program is one of New
Hampshire’s finest.

Mr. President, I congratulate every
member of the Concord High School
Crimson Tide girls’ lacrosse team, as
well as their coach, Terry Anderson. I
wish them luck in the future and in all
their following lacrosse seasons. It is
an honor to represent these hard-
working and talented young people in
the United States Senate.®

——————

RECOGNITION OF DR. LIONEL
SWAN

e Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I rise to
honor a legendary figure in the civil
rights movement in Michigan, Dr. Lio-
nel Swan. Dr. Swan died last Wednes-
day at the age of 93, leaving behind a
reputation as an extraordinarily effec-
tive leader in the struggle for civil
rights.

Dr. Swan was a living example of the
great things that can be accomplished
when you combine determination,
courage and dignity. Dr. Swan put him-
self through college and medical school
by doing menial labor during the day.
He often related a story of an incident
which strengthened his resolve to con-
tinue on this hard path to his goal of
becoming a doctor. One day, a white
man called Dr. Swan ‘‘boy”’ and threw
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a cigarette butt on a floor he had just
finished mopping. Dr. Swan is said to
have responded, ‘‘Mister, I want to
thank you. I've been debating whether
I should leave this job for college and
you just convinced me I've got to do it
so the next time I see somebody like
you, he can’t call me boy.”

Dr. Swan was able to ignore ugly
slights and concentrate on what is
most important in life. Dr. Swan went
on to graduate from Howard University
Medical School and practice medicine
in Detroit. He was elected President of
the National Medical Association and
the Detroit Medical Society, where he
led the effort to allow African-Amer-
ican physicians to practice medicine at
the former Harper and Grace hospitals.
Dr. Swan was also a longtime, active
member of the NAACP, helping found
the Detroit NAACP’s Freedom Fund
Dinner which raises money annually
for its many worthwhile goals and is
one of the largest gatherings in the
country.

Mr. President, Dr. Swan was always
firm in principle and gentle in de-
meanor. He let his actions serve as an
example to others in the fight for
equality and civil rights. I was a great
personal fan of his. I know my Senate
colleagues join me in honoring Dr.
Swan on his life’s many outstanding
achievements.®

———

TRIBUTE TO HONOR CAMPTON
CONGREGATIONAL CHURCH

e Mr. SMITH of New Hampshire. Mr.
President, 1 rise today to honor
Campton Congregational Church which
will be celebrating its 225th Anniver-
sary on June 27. The church first orga-
nized on June 1, 1774 and has been serv-
ing the people of Campton ever since.

The first meeting house was formed
in 1770 and the present building has
been in use since 1824. The building has
been renovated several times but the
members have strived to maintain its
original integrity. The church’s chan-
delier is also original to the church and
its interesting to note that it used
whale’s oil. The current pastor, Vi
Eastman, is the church’s 35th pastor
and its first female pastor.

As a person of strong religious con-
victions, I applaud the services and
strong sense of family and community
that the church has provided to its
community. Furthermore, I admire the
perseverence of the church’s members
and their attention to preserving the
historical features of the church.

I commend the Campton Congrega-
tional Church and wish them luck in
the next 250 years. It is an honor to
represent the members of Campton
Congregational Church in the United
States Senate.®

——
APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES—
H.R. 1664
Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, I ask

unanimous consent that with respect
to H.R. 1664, the Senate insist on its
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amendments, request a conference with
the House, and the Chair be authorized
to appoint conferees on the part of the
Senate.

There being no objection, the Pre-
siding Officer appointed Mr. STEVENS,
Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. SPECTER, Mr. DOMEN-
1C1, Mr. BOND, Mr. GORTON, Mr. McCON-
NELL, Mr. BURNS, Mr. SHELBY, Mr.
GREGG, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. CAMPBELL,
Mr. CRAIG, Mrs. HUTCHISON, Mr. KYL,
Mr. BYRD, Mr. INOUYE, Mr. HOLLINGS,
Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LAUTENBERG, Mr. HAR-
KIN, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. REID, Mr. KOHL,
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. DORGAN, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, and Mr. DURBIN.

———

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, JUNE 22,
1999

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it
stand in adjournment until 9:30 a.m. on
Tuesday, June 22. I further ask that on
Tuesday, immediately following the
prayer, the Journal of proceedings be
approved to date, the morning hour be
deemed to have expired, the time for
the two leaders be reserved for their
use later in the day, and the Senate
immediately resume consideration of
the State Department authorization
bill.

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

Mr. HELMS. I thank the Chair. I fur-
ther ask that at 10 a.m. Senator
WELLSTONE be recognized to offer two
amendments as provided for in the
agreement of June 18. I further ask
consent that at 11:35 a.m., prior to the
cloture vote on the motion to proceed
to the steel import limitation bill,
there be 40 minutes of debate equally
divided between the two leaders, or
their designees.

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

Mr. HELMS. Further, Mr. President,
I ask unanimous consent that fol-
lowing the 12:15 vote, the Senate stand
in recess until 2:15 p.m. for the weekly
policy conferences to meet.

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

PROGRAM

Mr. HELMS. For the information of
all Senators, tomorrow the Senate will
convene at 9:30 a.m. and immediately
resume consideration of the State De-
partment authorization bill. Under a
previous order, a cloture vote on the
motion to proceed to S. 975, the steel
import limitation bill, will take place
at 12:15 p.m. with 40 minutes of debate
on the motion prior to the vote.

Following that vote, the Senate will
stand in recess until 2:15 p.m. so that
the weekly party conferences can meet.
It is the intention of the majority lead-
er to complete action on the State De-
partment reauthorization bill during
tomorrow’s session of the Senate and
to resume consideration of the agri-
culture appropriations bill. Therefore,
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Senators can expect votes throughout
the day on Tuesday.

——
ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, if there
is no further business to come before
the Senate, I now ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate stand in adjourn-
ment under the previous order, fol-
lowing the remarks of Senator DURBIN.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, only to note
that Senators REED and SCHUMER may
also come to the floor for morning
business time, after I have spoken. If
the Senator would amend his request
that the Senate stand adjourned after
the three of us have had an opportunity
for morning business, then I have no
objection.

Mr. HELMS. Does the Senator mean
this evening? When I last talked with
the distinguished Senator from New
York, I thought he wanted to come to-
morrow. But if he wants to come this
evening, fine.

Mr. DURBIN. Both Senator REED and
Senator SCHUMER, as well as myself. I
see Senator REED is on the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? Without objection, it is so
ordered.

———
PATIENTS’ BILL OF RIGHTS

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, thank
you for the recognition, and I see the
Senator from Rhode Island has joined
me. I would like to address for a few
moments an issue which, frankly, more
than half of the people in America
identify as something that worries
them—a worry over your health insur-
ance. How good is it?

The rules being written by insurance
companies now have you worried as to
whether you can go to a doctor and get
the kinds of treatment you really need
for yourself, or your wife, your hus-
band, or another member of your fam-
ily. Can you go to the hospital of your
choice if you have an emergency and
need to go to the emergency room? Can
you go to the hospital that is closest to
where the accident occurred or to your
home, or wherever? Does your insur-
ance company say you have to go to
another place? If you need a spe-
cialist—absolutely need one for your
own medical care—can you expect,
under your plan, to get that specialist,
or do you expect to enter into a nego-
tiation with your insurance company
as to whether they will let you go to a
certain specialist?

When you doctor sits down with you
in his office, when your heart is beat-
ing hard and you want to know what
kind of treatment you need for that
someone you love, are you sure that
doctor is always telling you his best
judgment based on years of medical
training, or is he telling you what the
insurance manual says he can tell you
under the terms of his contract with
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the insurance company? If, God forbid,
something goes wrong with a proce-
dure, or something is done that ends up
wrong, can you hold whoever is respon-
sible accountable even if it was the in-
surance companies fault?

These are basic questions that fami-
lies across America are asking every
day. In fact, a Rand study said that 115
million Americans either had a per-
sonal experience, or a member of their
family or someone they knew had such
an experience, with an insurance com-
pany that troubled them about wheth-
er or not they were being treated fair-
ly.
So the question before the Congress
is: Can we try to bring some balance
back to this situation so consumers
and families across America, when
they sign up for health insurance, have
some assurance that they are going to
get fair treatment, professional treat-
ment, and quality care? It is pretty
basic, isn’t it?

Can you think of another time in
your life when you are more vulnerable
than when you are sick, or when you
have a baby you love in your arms and
you say: Doctor, what does my baby
need? Have you ever felt more helpless?
I have been there! A lot of Americans
have been there. You want to know,
when that doctor looks in your eyes
and says the best treatment for your
little girl is the following surgery at
the following hospital, that that is his
best medical decision, not an insurance
company decision.

How can you hold people accountable
in medical care when you have a situa-
tion under the law where you cannot
take the insurance company into court
to hold them responsible for their deci-
sions? That, sadly, is the law today.

So the law that we are hoping to de-
bate on the floor of the Senate and the
House called the Patients’ Bill of
Rights would try to rewrite this basic
relationship, so that when you are
dealing with your health insurance
company, it is with more confidence
that you are getting the best care, that
you are getting honest answers from
your doctor, that the recommendation
coming to you for a member of your
family or yourself is the best medical
recommendation, not an insurance
company recommendation.

Now, this is an issue that is not new.
We have had it around for a while. But
for some reason, the leadership on the
other side of the aisle does not want to
debate this issue. They don’t want us
to talk about it. In fact, today there
was an unrelated bill, the agriculture
appropriations bill before the Senate.
BYRON DORGAN of North Dakota looked
at the agriculture appropriations bill
and offered the Patients’ Bill of Rights
as an amendment to it. What does that
have to do with agriculture? Well, not
much. People listening will say: Why
did you do that? Well because he was,
in desperation, trying to get this mat-
ter to the floor because, try as we
might, leadership on the other side of
the aisle does not want to debate this

S7373

issue. They don’t want Members of the
Senate—Republicans or Democrats—to
enter into a debate and have to face
tough questions.

How are you going to vote? If I am
not mistaken, I accepted voting as part
of my responsibilities as a Senator
from Illinois. Isn’t that why I am
here—to debate issues and vote, to use
my best judgment to try to improve
the law so the people in my State and
across the Nation are better off?

One of the key questions here is:
What do you do when an insurance
company decides that they are not
going to provide certain care to you?
You have heard these cases. You have
seen them in local hometown news-
papers, on television, and on the radio
where somebody says they need a cer-
tain treatment and the insurance com-
pany says no.

What is next? Well, under the bill we
have proposed on the Democratic side,
we have a speedy independent appeals
process. Well, it keeps you out of court
and gets a decision made by somebody
who may be objective. I think that is
fair. That is what the Democratic bill
proposes.

The Republican bill, however, sug-
gests that the insurance company
should decide whether a denial is actu-
ally appealable and the insurer which
has turned you down gets to pick some-
body who will then decide whether the
insurance company is right or wrong.
And if you are injured, by their denial,
you cannot sue. Sound fishy? It does to
me. Basically, as far as I am concerned,
the insurance company is insulating
itself from ever making the right judg-
ment.

That is exactly the situation that we
have today. It was recognized by one of
the major newspapers in this country,
USA Today. This article is from June
19 of last year. They called insurers the
“new untouchables’’—people you can’t
sue—your HMO, managed care insur-
ance policy.

Bill Weaver, age 52, says his HMO
misdiagnosed a brain tumor for 2 years and
told him his condition was inoperable and
hopeless.

Jerry Cannon’s wife Phyllis died from leu-
kemia after her HMO denied a bone marrow
transplant her physician recommended.

Melody Louise Johnson died at the age of
age 16 of cystic fibrosis. Her mother says the
HMO overruled the specialists.

These are families from across Amer-
ica. Under the law as it is currently
written, what recourse do these people
have for the terrible outcomes dealing
with insurance companies? Listen to
this. They can go to Federal court and
hire a lawyer and sue the insurance
company. Do you know what they can
recover? The cost of the procedure—the
cost of the medical procedure. So if
somebody dies, God forbid, you cannot
recover for their death. If someone lin-
gers and suffers literally for years be-
cause of a bad decision by the insur-
ance company, they are not liable for
that. If someone can’t go back to work
for 12, 24, or 36 months, you cannot re-
cover a penny for that. They are the
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