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issued by the District Court for Iowa, John-
son County.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that it is
consistent with the precedents and privileges
of the House to comply with the subpoena.

Sincerely,
JILL ROHRET,
District Scheduler.
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PLEA TO RUSSIAN GOVERNMENT
FOR THE RELEASE OF EDMOND
POPE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to bring to the atten-
tion of the Russian government an
irony that I believe perfectly illus-
trates why Edmond Pope, an American
businessman, held captive for 211 days,
should be released.

Since his arrest in April on charges
of espionage, Ed Pope has been held in
a Russian prison thousands of miles
away from his family. He has been de-
nied regular contact with his loved
ones, including his ailing parents
whose home is in the district I rep-
resent. He has been held in utterly un-
civilized conditions, and, most dis-
tressing of all, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Pope
has been denied access to the special-
ized medical treatment that is needed
to detect a recurrence of the rare form
of bone cancer that he once battled.

Last Friday, Mr. Speaker, while Ed
Pope was sitting in his bare prison cell
in Moscow, this House passed a bill
granting U.S. residency to a Russian
citizen named Marina Khalina and her
son, Alec Miftakhov. Marina and Alec
live in Portland, Oregon, a mere 250
miles from the parents of a man who is
being unjustly held in their native
country. Mr. Speaker, 250 miles from
Roy Pope, who has terminal cancer, a
condition that is made even more un-
bearable by the knowledge that he may
not live to see his son, Ed, returned
home.

My comments should not be taken as
any criticism about the Russians who
have become our latest citizens in
Portland. They are not intended that
way at all. You see, Marina came to
this country in search of medical treat-
ment for her son. The assistance she
has received from Oregonians in retain-
ing that treatment for Alec is one of
the most transparently generous acts
of humanity I have ever witnessed, and
it is incredibly important that it be
carried out.

Diagnosed with cerebral palsy at age
6 months, Alec’s leg muscles and ten-
dons were so contracted that he could
not walk. Without the social services
or rights that the disabled are afforded
in this country, Alec could not go to
school in Russia. His desperate mother
could not even obtain a wheelchair for
her son and carried him in her arms for
7 years.

Thirteen years ago, she met a vis-
iting physician from Salem, Oregon

who contacted Shriners Hospitals for
Children in Portland. In October of
1989, Marina and her son entered the
United States as visitors for the first of
6 operations that Alec would undergo.
As he underwent more surgery and re-
habilitation, the Immigration and Nat-
uralization Service in Portland granted
extensions, allowing Marina and her
son to remain in the U.S. Forcing Alec
to return to Russia where Ed Pope
spends his days peering through steel
bars would have halted medical
progress and consigned him to a life ut-
terly devoid of hope. Thanks to the
outpouring of assistance he received in
this country, Alec has been spared that
terrible fate. But while Alec receives
medical attention in the United States
courtesy of the goodwill of the Amer-
ican people and those of my State, the
Russian government systematically re-
fuses to grant Ed Pope access to the
medical care that could save his life.
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Since the bill granting Marina and

Alec residency status was introduced,
she has worked in Gresham, Oregon,
where she coordinates care for elderly
and disabled clients. Alec has earned
his high school equivalency degree and
hopes to study Web design. Needless to
say, the future looks considerably
brighter for them in this country
thanks to the compassion we have
shown in this Congress and that shown
by the people of Oregon.

Following passage of the bill grant-
ing her a new life in this country, Ma-
rina said, ‘‘For us, this is freedom.’’
And indeed it is, Mr. Speaker. It is
freedom that is being denied to Ed
Pope as he sits before a Russian judge
awaiting a verdict that could lock him
away in prison for more than 20 years.

I know I am not alone in welcoming
Marina and Alec to Oregon, and I wish
them well and the very best in the
years ahead. We are a Nation of immi-
grants. And as the goodwill shown to
Marina and Alec shows, we are a Na-
tion of profoundly decent and compas-
sionate people. But the generosity that
has been shown to Alec and Marina
stands in stark contrast to the inhu-
mane, unjust imprisonment of Ed Pope.
If only the Russian government, in-
deed, if only the Russian President
could follow our example.

So I call upon President Putin not to
just reinforce the worst images of Rus-
sia in the minds of the people of the
West by prolonging Ed Pope’s already
lengthy imprisonment. Show Ed Pope
the kindness that has been shown to
Marina Khalina and Alec Miftakhov
and release Ed Pope immediately.
f

WHY IS CONGRESS STILL IN
SESSION?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GIB-
BONS). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from South Da-
kota (Mr. THUNE) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. Speaker, I would ob-
viously rather be home in my home

State of South Dakota this evening. I
have a couple of important meetings
tonight. One was with the folks from
Homestake Mine, a mine which has
been in service in South Dakota for
about 125 years and which has recently
announced that it is closing.

I had a meeting scheduled there to
talk about those issues. How do we deal
with the issue of displaced workers?
How do we deal with trying to help this
small community transition and diver-
sify its economy?

I also had a meeting this evening
with a group of snowmobilers who were
interested in the National Park Service
proposal to ban snowmobile use in
some of our National Parks, as well as
with the President’s roadless initiative
and other things.

However, we are still here in Wash-
ington, D.C., and I believe that the peo-
ple of this country and the people of
South Dakota, my home State, need to
know why we are here. We are here, I
believe, because the President con-
tinues to insist on putting politics in
this election year ahead of people.

The President, in this budget, has
gotten literally everything he has
asked for and more in terms of spend-
ing. But it is still not enough. And it
begs the question, Mr. Speaker: How
much is enough? We are still trying to
figure that out. What else is the Presi-
dent insisting on?

Well, there are a number of issues un-
related to the budget process itself
which he is also insisting that we move
on, legislative provisions that would be
added on to appropriation bills. One is
blanket amnesty for 4 million people
who have come to this country ille-
gally since 1986.

We do not think that we ought to be
about the business of rewarding people
for breaking the law. Now, on the other
hand, there are a lot of people in this
country who have come here legally
and want to be reunited with their
families, and we propose that as an al-
ternative to the President’s plan. And
yet the President is insisting upon
blanket amnesty for 4 million people
who have come to this country and are
here illegally.

One of the other issues that he has
insisted upon is that action be taken in
the area of hate crimes legislation, leg-
islation which to my understanding
has yet to be debated, has yet to be
considered in committee or anywhere
else.

Another issue which separates us this
year, and granted in this election year
these issues become more politicized
but, nevertheless, we ought to be able
to reach a compromise to take the poli-
tics out of some of these issues and do
what is right for the American people.
The President insists upon federalizing
education in this country. We happen
to believe as a matter of principle that
our children are much better served
when it is school districts, administra-
tors, and teachers and parents who are
in control rather than the Federal bu-
reaucracy from Washington, D.C.
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Mr. Speaker, when I travel across my

State in South Dakota, and I did dur-
ing the month of August meet with a
number of school districts, the thing I
heard over and over and over again is:
we need flexibility. Flexibility, flexi-
bility. Allow us to make the decisions
about how best to put these dollars to
work. Do not have Washington telling
us that they know best and coming up
with one-size-fits-all solutions. School
districts want flexibility.

What else is keeping us here? We
passed a tax bill. It had a minimum
wage increase on it, which is some-
thing the President wanted. We passed
a tax bill that includes the President’s
new market initiative, something that
he has worked with our Speaker to try
and accomplish. We passed a tax bill
that has the repeal of the telephone tax
which was put in effect in 1898 to fund
the Spanish American War. It needs to
be repealed.

We passed a tax bill that allows for
the expansion of IRA limits, which is
something that I believe the President
has also indicated his support for in
the past. Deductibility of health insur-
ance premiums for self-employed peo-
ple, another issue that is included in
the tax bill.

Perhaps as important as anything
else for the people in my State of
South Dakota and all across rural
America is a Medicare fix for rural hos-
pitals, something that is very impor-
tant to rural areas. We have hospitals
and skilled nursing facilities and home
health agencies that are waiting for
this legislation and have come out very
much in favor of it. It is about a $30
billion package. It has the support of
the American Hospital Association, the
American Cancer Society, the National
Association of Rural Health Clinics.

Most of the folks in rural areas of
this country understand how important
this legislation is to their very exist-
ence and survival, and so they have
asked the President to sign it and not
to veto it. And yet the President has
indicated that he will veto it, which I
think leaves us with one conclusion,
Mr. Speaker. That is that the Presi-
dent has decided that this election year
is more important than doing the work
of the American people. Putting poli-
tics ahead of people.

That is why I cannot be with my con-
stituents in South Dakota this
evening. And as much as I would like
to be home with my constituents, we
have to represent their interests, get
their work done, complete the agenda
of the American people. I hope that the
President will work with us.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DELAY addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

DEMOCRATS’ CONCERNS
REGARDING HEALTH CARE ISSUES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I lis-
tened to the previous speaker on the
Republican side, and I know he is well
intended. But I wanted to say that I
feel very strongly that one of the rea-
sons we are still here, and certainly
one of the reasons that has been articu-
lated by the President in his opposition
to this Republican tax bill that he has
said he will not sign, he will veto if it
comes to his desk, is because Demo-
crats and the President and the Vice
President feel very strongly that with
regard to a number of issues, and I am
going to spend time primarily this
evening on the health care issues, that
the Republican leadership has simply
not done its job.

Mr. Speaker, we as Democrats are
very concerned about the average cit-
izen and what we do in the House of
Representatives and feel very strongly
that on a number of issues, and again
particularly with regard to health care,
that the Republican leadership has
simply failed to address the problems
that the average American cares about.

We know that we are in times of
great economic prosperity and as a re-
sult of the President’s programs, that
prosperity continues. There is a signifi-
cant Federal surplus for the first time
now in a long time. But the problem is
that we still have some unmet needs,
and particularly with regard to health
care. What we see in this tax bill that
the previous gentleman from South Da-
kota (Mr. THUNE) mentioned, and that
has been the discussion of much debate
over the last few days, is that the Re-
publicans really are prioritizing what I
call special interests, particularly with
regard to HMOs, as opposed to the pub-
lic interest.

I have been very critical of the fact
that this tax bill that came to the floor
last Thursday gave the lion’s share of
the money to the HMOs without any
strings attached, without any require-
ment that they stay in the Medicare
program.

Many of my constituents have com-
plained to me about the fact that they
signed up with an HMO under Medi-
care, and then a year later or so they
were notified that the HMO was no
longer going to cover them and they
had to find some other way to cover
their health insurance. Granted, they
can go back to the traditional Medi-
care fee-for-service system, and that is
fine. For most people, 85 percent of
people who are under Medicare, that is
fine and that is great.

But there are problems in the sense
that traditional fee-for-service does
not cover prescription drugs. Many of
my seniors signed up for HMOs because
they were sort of lured into it by prom-
ises on the part of the HMOs that they

would get a prescription drug benefit,
and then all of a sudden they found
that they did not have one.

Well, what the HMOs did is they
came back to the Republican leader-
ship and said, look, we are getting out
of Medicare because we are not getting
enough money, so give us more money.
Give us a larger reimbursement rate,
and we will get back into the program.
The problem is that the tax bill the Re-
publicans put up last week did not at-
tach any strings. They are saying,
okay, we are going to give 40 percent of
this new money that we have in the
surplus, or 40 percent of the money al-
located in this bill, to HMOs. But they
do not say that they have to stay in
the program for more than a year.
They do not say that they have to
guarantee any particular level of bene-
fits.

Mr. Speaker, I actually had a motion
which I brought to the floor yesterday,
or the day before last, which said that
in order to get this additional money
they would have to agree to stay in the
Medicare program for at least 3 years
and they would have to provide the
level of benefits that they initially
promised for that 3-year period. Of
course, the reference is primarily to
prescription drug benefits, which is
why most seniors signed up for HMOs
in the context of Medicare.

The Republican leadership opposed
that motion and they basically say,
look, we want to give this money to
the HMOs, and we are not going to
have any real strings attached to it.
The Democrats and the President have
been saying that in addition to the fact
that they are giving this money to the
HMOs with no strings attached, they
are taking away or they are not giving
sufficient funds or prioritizing funding
for the providers of Medicare, the hos-
pitals, the nursing homes, the home
health care agencies. They get signifi-
cantly less percent of this money under
the Republican bill than the HMOs do,
and yet they are the ones that are real-
ly providing the service.

The HMOs are just insurance compa-
nies that ultimately go to the hospitals
and the nursing homes to provide the
service. And these primary providers
are getting less of a percentage of this
pot than the HMOs. Again, I would say
it is because the HMOs are aligned with
the Republicans and basically the Re-
publican leadership is doing their bid-
ding.

Now, what do the HMOs do with the
money that they get from the Federal
Government? Well, first they provide
services. But we know a lot of them
spend a significant amount of that
money paying for their CEOs. They
have huge overhead, huge administra-
tive expenses for a lot of their execu-
tives. They do a tremendous amount of
advertising. That is how they get the
seniors to sign up for the HMOs, doing
all of this advertising and having these
meetings and giving out free dinners
and different things to get the seniors
to come and sign up.
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