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A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
f

b 1615

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 654

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to withdraw my
name as a cosponsor of H.R. 654.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATOURETTE). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.
f

RE-REFERRAL OF H.R. 4975, FRANK
R. LAUTENBERG POST OFFICE
AND COURTHOUSE, TO COM-
MITTEE ON GOVERNMENT RE-
FORM

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infra-
structure be discharged from further
consideration of H.R. 4975, and that
H.R. 4975 be re-referred to the Com-
mittee on Government Reform.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WALDEN of Oregon). Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Ohio?

There was no objection.
f

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 4733, ENERGY AND WATER
DEVELOPMENT APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2001

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 4733)
making appropriations for energy and
water development for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2001, and for
other purposes, with a Senate amend-
ment thereto, disagree to the Senate
amendment, and agree to the con-
ference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? The Chair
hears none and, without objection, ap-
points the following conferees: Messrs.
PACKARD, ROGERS, KNOLLENBERG,
FRELINGHUYSEN, CALLAHAN, LATHAM,
WICKER, YOUNG of Florida, VISCLOSKY,
EDWARDS, PASTOR, FORBES, and OBEY.

There was no objection.
f

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 4475, DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 2001

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to take from the Speak-
er’s table the bill (H.R. 4475) making
appropriations for the Department of
Transportation and related agencies
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2001, and for other purposes, with a
Senate amendment thereto, disagree to
the Senate amendment, and agree to
the conference asked by the Senate.

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

There was no objection.
MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MR. SABO

Mr. SABO. Mr. Speaker, I offer a mo-
tion to instruct conferees.

The Clerk read as follows:
Mr. SABO moves that the managers on the

part of the House at the conference on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the
bill, H.R. 4475, be instructed to insist on no
less than $43,144,000, the amount provided in
the Senate amendment, for the pipeline safe-
ty program.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. SABO) and the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. WOLF) each will be
recognized for 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. SABO).

(Mr. SABO asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SABO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this motion to instruct
conferees is very straightforward. It is
a motion to help make our commu-
nities safer and cleaner by providing
increased resources to protect them
from the dangers of and damage from
pipeline explosions, failures, and leaks.

As the conference on the differences
between the House and Senate versions
of the fiscal 2001 transportation appro-
priations bill begins, we now have an
opportunity to provide these additional
resources to the Office of Pipeline Safe-
ty that the Office of Pipeline Safety
needs.

For fiscal year 2001, the Secretary of
Transportation has requested $47 mil-
lion for pipeline safety activities, an
increase of $10 million more than last
year. And while neither the House nor
the Senate transportation appropria-
tions bills provide the full increase re-
quested, we ought to get as close to
that mark as we possibly can in the
final conference agreement.

This motion to instruct directs the
House conferees to agree to no less
than $43 million that is included in the
Senate amendment for the Office of
Pipeline Safety. The Senate level
would provide $3 million more than the
House level of $40 million and $6 mil-
lion more than last year. This is the
minimum amount that we should pro-
vide.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from New Mexico (Mr.
UDALL).

(Mr. UDALL of New Mexico asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr.
Speaker, on a warm summer, predawn
day on August 19 of this year, several
families were sleeping at a campsite 20
miles south of Carlsbad, New Mexico.
Without notice, a 30-inch diameter nat-
ural gas pipeline blasted through the
earth, sprouting a 350-foot high fireball
and causing a 20-foot-deep, 86-foot-long
and 46-foot-wide blast crater.

This accident tragically killed a
total of 12 people, including five chil-
dren camped near the site of the explo-
sion. Examination of the broken pipe
determined that corrosion had eaten
away one-half of the 50-year-old pipe-
line’s wall in places.

Mr. Speaker, in order for Americans
to be assured that the oil and gas pipe-
line industry is properly regulated and
the communities have the opportunity
to oversee these operations, we must
fully fund the Office of Pipeline Safety.
Fully funding of the Office of Pipeline
Safety is a proper start to regulating
an industry that has gone too far and
too long without proper oversight.

The bill I have cosponsored with the
gentleman from Washington (Mr. INS-
LEE), H.R. 4792, the Comprehensive
Pipeline Safety Improvement Act of
2000, emphasizes increased pipeline in-
spections and public notification of
where pipelines are located. It also
would require stricter certification for
pipeline operators and employees.

This issue is a matter of community
and worker safety. We must be at the
forefront of this topic by providing full
funding for the Office of Pipeline Safe-
ty so that we can better protect our
citizens from natural gas catastrophes.

I urge all Members to support the
motion to instruct.

Mr. SABO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. INSLEE).

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I stand
here to say that our national oil and
gas pipeline safety standards are a na-
tional disgrace. They are more like
Swiss cheese than safety standards.
And as a result of those wholesale fail-
ures to inspect pipelines, we had three
young people die in Bellingham, Wash-
ington, and we have entire families
being incinerated in New Mexico. And
while these tragedies occur, indeed
Congress fiddles.

For every one safety inspector in this
country, we have almost 50,000 miles of
pipeline. We have a wholesale failure to
do these inspections. And this will take
one step forward to increase probably
30 inspectors so we can move on with
these inspections.

Let me say that giving resources to
the Office of Pipeline Safety is not
enough. It is not simply a matter of re-
sources. It is a matter of will and stat-
ute. We have wholesale failure of hav-
ing an adequate statute, as well.

We are calling upon this House in
this Congress to adopt meaningful, ag-
gressive, comprehensive revisions of
our oil and gas pipeline standards. We
have several bills pending in the House.
We are calling for the leaders of the
House of both parties in this Chamber
to adopt a comprehensive inspection
standard.

Let me advise the House there is a
bill that has come from the other
Chamber. It is woefully inadequate. It
does not require inspections by statute.
It again goes down that rose-colored
path of giving discretion to the Office
of Pipeline Safety. That is the path of
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failure. We have to adopt a standard
that cannot give any wiggle room to
the industry or to the bureaucrats.

Let us pass a strong comprehensive
bill this year out of this Chamber.
America deserves no less.

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

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I accept the instruction
and pledge to work with the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. SABO) and our
staff with his staff to get this number
to the highest possible that we can. So,
publicly, I think it is a good instruc-
tion. Let us just not do an instruction
and walk away and nothing ever hap-
pen. Let us get the number up.

So I will work with the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. SABO), and I com-
pletely agree and we accept.

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

Mr. SABO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the chairman
for his generous comments. My friend,
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
WOLF), has always been someone high-
ly committed to safety in the various
transportation modes, and I congratu-
late him for his continued effort.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion.

There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion to instruct
offered by the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. SABO).

The motion was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without

objection, the Chair appoints the fol-
lowing conferees:

Messrs. WOLF, DELAY, REGULA, ROG-
ERS, PACKARD, CALLAHAN, TIAHRT,
ADERHOLT, Ms. GRANGER, and Messrs.
YOUNG of Florida, SABO, OLVER, PAS-
TOR, Ms. KILPATRICK, and Messrs.
SERRANO, FORBES, and OBEY.

There was no objecton.
f

b 1630

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 3244, TRAFFICKING VICTIMS
PROTECTION ACT OF 2000

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 3244) to
combat trafficking of persons, espe-
cially into the sex trade, slavery, and
slavery-like conditions, in the United
States and countries around the world
through prevention, through prosecu-
tion and enforcement against traf-
fickers, and through protection and as-
sistance to victims of trafficking, with
a Senate amendment thereto, disagree
to the Senate amendment, and agree to
the conference asked by the Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WALDEN of Oregon). Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MR. WATT OF

NORTH CAROLINA

Mr. WATT of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I offer a motion to instruct
conferees.

The Clerk read as follows:
Mr. WATT of North Carolina moves that

the managers on the part of the House at the
conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the Senate amendment to the
bill H.R. 3244 be instructed to recede to the
Senate on provisions contained in section 7
of the Senate amendment (relating to ob-
taining visas for victims of trafficking with-
out numerical limitation) in order to ensure
that any victim of trafficking in the United
States who has been forced, coerced, or de-
frauded into sexual slavery, involuntary ser-
vitude, or other relevant conditions and who
has escaped such bondage may obtain a visa
and remain in the United States and to en-
courage such victims to assist United States
law enforcement authorities to break up
trafficking rings and end the terrible prac-
tice of trafficking in human beings.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. WATT) and the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. CANADY)
each will be recognized for 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. WATT).

Mr. WATT of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am offering this mo-
tion to instruct conferees at the re-
quest of the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. CONYERS), who may show up here
at any moment and participate in this
discussion, but in the interim I am try-
ing to carry his water for him.

Of all the human rights violations
currently occurring in our world, the
trafficking of human beings, predomi-
nately women and children, has to be
one of the most horrific practices of
our time. At its core, the international
trade in women and children is about
abduction, coercion, violence and ex-
ploitation in the most reprehensible
ways. H.R. 3244 is a modest effort to
eradicate forcible and/or fraudulent
trafficking of persons into prostitution
or involuntary servitude.

Among other things, the bill in-
creases penalties and provides some
protection for victims who would oth-
erwise be deportable if identified by
law enforcement, by creating a new
‘‘T’’ visa category for eligible victims.
Unfortunately, the bill reported out of
the Committee on the Judiciary and
approved by the House is much more
restrictive than the bill originally in-
troduced by the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gentleman
from Connecticut (Mr. GEJDENSON). In-
stead, a much narrower bill was sub-
stituted by the Committee on the Judi-
ciary markup to satisfy unrealistic
concerns that the bill would somehow
enable persons to fraudulently obtain a
lawful status by claiming that they
were a victim of sex trafficking or in-
voluntary servitude.

Most significantly, the bill unneces-
sarily caps at 5,000 per year the number
of victims who can receive a non-
immigrant visa and caps at 5,000 per
year the number of victims who can be-
come permanent residents.

Because estimates of the number of
trafficking victims entering the United
States are greater than 5,000 per year,
I see no reason not to provide protec-
tion to the 5,001 and the 5,025 victim
who have been the subject of such ter-
rible acts. As a result, my motion to
instruct instructs the conferees to re-
cede to the Senate provision which
contains no such cap.

We have no arbitrary limit on the
number of refugees who can enter this
country. We have no arbitrary limit on
the number of asylees who can enter
this country and, in my judgment, it is
beneath our dignity as a nation to use
an arbitrary cap to shut our doors to
victims of slavery and sex trafficking.

The Members should know that this
motion is supported by the Catholic
Conference, the National Organization
for Women, Legal Defense and Edu-
cational Fund and the National Immi-
gration Law Center. I urge the Mem-
bers to support this common sense and
compassionate motion to instruct.

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

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
the motion to instruct, and I would
like to briefly address the motion. I
need to point out to the Members that
the bill that passed the House was a
carefully crafted compromise that took
into account all the input that we had
received in the committee process on
this legislation. It is my understanding
that of all the estimates that have
been made concerning the number of
potential beneficiaries under this legis-
lation, who would be eligible to obtain
visas, none of those estimates have ex-
ceeded the 5,000 cap.

The original estimates were substan-
tially below the 5,000 cap that is in-
cluded in the bill, so I believe that it is
unlikely, extremely unlikely, that this
cap would have any practical impact.
The cap is there, however, to make cer-
tain that this bill does not result in ad-
missions that are beyond what was an-
ticipated when the legislation was con-
sidered.

The chairman of the subcommittee of
jurisdiction, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. SMITH), is on his way to further
discuss the motion to instruct and to
express his opposition so I would just
make that general observation that I
have made.

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

Mr. WATT of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as she may
consume to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. LOFGREN).

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I
strongly object to the 5,000 per year
cap on trafficking of victim visas im-
posed by the majority. The majority
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