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have a balanced bankruptcy reform
bill. The administration is on record as
saying they support it. If the President
really wants a bill, and if my col-
leagues in the Senate really want a
bill, then they should let us move to a
formal conference. Furthermore, they
should tell us why the clinic violence
provision is even necessary.

Current law already prevents per-
petrators of clinic violence, as well as
other types of violence, from dis-
charging the judgments against them
in bankruptcy. Given this, it is clear
that the overbroad abortion clinic vio-
lence amendment serves no substantive
purpose. No one has brought forth a
single case in which current law has
been used to discharge debts from clin-
ic violence. I raised this issue in a let-
ter to Senator SCHUMER last week, and
am still awaiting a response.

Let’s move forward with a bank-
ruptcy conference—we have waited
long enough.

I ask unanimous consent that the
letter be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,

Washington, DC, July 13, 2000.
Hon. CHARLES SCHUMER
Hart Senate Office Building, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHUCK: I am writing you regarding
your clinic violence amendment to the bank-
ruptcy reform legislation. This amendment
appears to be one of the final remaining
issues holding up the overdue reform our
bankruptcy laws truly need to both stop the
abuse of the system by those who are able to
pay back a portion of their debts and to im-
plement new consumer protections such as
enhanced credit card disclosures, which you
played a major role in drafting.

I respect your views and the general objec-
tive of your amendment to prevent criminals
from paying their debts to society or to oth-
ers by using our bankruptcy laws. Further-
more, I am committed to addressing any le-
gitimate abuse of our bankruptcy laws. How-
ever, I am concerned that some who oppose
the broadly supported proposed reforms have
capitalized on the issue of abortion clinic vi-
olence and have spread some misconceptions
regarding this issue. Such misconceptions,
unfortunately, appear to be jeopardizing pas-
sage of the important bankruptcy reform
legislation.

For example, in a document circulated by
one of our colleagues, it was represented
that ‘‘[t]he Schumer amendment prevents a
documented abuse of the bankruptcy system.
. . .’’ and the compromise language that is in
the conference report ‘‘would continue to
allow many perpetrators of clinic violence to
seek shelter in the nation’s bankruptcy
courts.’’

There has not been a single case reported
or presented where the current bankruptcy
laws were held to allow a perpetrator of clin-
ic violence to ‘‘seek shelter in the nation’s
bankruptcy courts,’’ nor is this a ‘‘docu-
mented abuse’’ of the system. On the con-
trary, when those who have committed vio-
lence have tried to hide behind the bank-
ruptcy laws, they have found their debts
were non-dischargeable under current bank-
ruptcy law. Given this, I do not think that
the amendment you offer is necessary.

Indeed, the abortion rights group NARAL
recognized in a 1999 publication that
‘‘[c]oncluding that clinic violence-associated

debts are non-dischargeable under section
523(a)(6) is consistent with the Supreme
court’s interpretation of [current bank-
ruptcy law’s] ‘‘willful and malicious injury.’’
Therefore such true debts are non-discharge-
able.

Even given such interpretation of current
law, and though the House-passed bill had no
abortion-related provision, the current re-
form legislation goes further and incor-
porates compromise language that would ex-
pand current law and further make debts
arising from willful and malicious threats
also non-dischargeable. This is done in a po-
litically neutral manner and protects debts
from all threats of injury irrespective of the
political message of the protestors. In addi-
tion, knowing that one of your biggest con-
cerns regarding this subject is the ability of
perpetrators to avoid debts arising from set-
tlement or contempt orders, the compromise
language specifically covers debts from set-
tlement orders and violations of other orders
of the court.

I appreciate your consideration of these
points and would welcome any response you
might have.

Sincerely,
ORRIN G. HATCH,

Chairman.

f

CHANGES TO H. CON. RES. 290
PURSUANT TO SECTION 213

Mr. DOMENICI. Mr. President, sec-
tion 213 of H. Con. Res. 290 (the FY2001
Budget Resolution) permits the Chair-
man of the Senate Budget Committee
to make adjustments to the revenue
aggregate, the reconciliation instruc-
tions, and the Senate pay-as-you-go
scorecard, provided certain condition
are met.

Pursuant to section 213, I hereby sub-
mit the following revisions to H. Con.
Res. 290:

Current Revenue Aggre-
gate: (sec. 101(1)(A))—
FY 2001 Recommended
Level of Federal Reve-
nues ............................ $1,503,200,000,000

Adjustment: Additional
reduction in revenues ¥5,000,000,000

Revised Revenue Aggre-
gate: FY 2001 Rec-
ommended Level of
Federal Revenues ....... 1,498,000,000,000

Current Reconciliation
Instruction: (sec.
104(2))—Reduce reve-
nues by no more than 11,600,000,000 in 2001,

150,000,000,000 in 2001–05
Adjustment: Additional

reduction in revenues 5,000,000,000 in 2001
Revised Reconciliation

Instruction: Reduce
revenues by no more
than ............................ 16,600,000,000 in 2001

150,000,000,000 in 2001–05
Current Senate Pay-as-

you-go Scorecard: FY
2001 beginning balance 26,509,000,000

Adjustment: Additional
balance added to score-
card ............................. 5,000,000,000

Revised Senate Pay-as-
you-go Scorecard: FY
2001 beginning balance 31,500,000,000

f

VICTIMS OF GUN VIOLENCE

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, it has
been more than a year since the Col-
umbine tragedy, but still this Repub-
lican Congress refuses to act on sen-
sible gun legislation.

Since Columbine, thousands of Amer-
icans have been killed by gunfire. Until
we act, Democrats in the Senate will
read some of the names of those who
lost their lives to gun violence in the
past year, and we will continue to do so
every day that the Senate is in session.

In the name of those who died, we
will continue this fight. Following are
the names of some of the people who
were killed by gunfire one year ago
today.

July 20: Earl Lee Bannister, 23, Wash-
ington, DC; Charles L. Barre, 33, New
Orleans, LA; Chastity Calhoun, 2, New
Orleans, LA; Kevin Calhoun, 27, New
Orleans, LA; James Fien, 41, Roch-
ester, NY; Derrick Ginn, 25, New Orle-
ans, LA; Carl Hamilton, 24, Baltimore,
MD; Michael Harrell, 48, Dallas, TX;
Anthony Hudson, Detroit, MI; Darryl
Newhouse, 40, Oakland, CA; Damian
Nix, 23, Pittsburgh, PA; Jacqueaz H.
Solomon, 22, Chicago, IL.

f

TAKE CONCRETE ACTION ON
CHECHNYA AT THE G–8 SUMMIT
Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, I

rise today to once again draw attention
to the continuing war in Chechnya.
This war has raged for too long. The
war in Chechnya from 1994–1996 left
over 80,000 civilians dead, and the For-
eign Relations Committee has received
credible evidence that the current war
has again resulted in the death of thou-
sands of innocent civilians and the dis-
placement of well over 250,000 others.
The committee also received credible
evidence of widespread looting, sum-
mary executions, detentions, denial of
safe passage to fleeing civilians, tor-
ture and rape, committed by Russian
soldiers. Colleagues, regardless of the
politics of this war, this kind of behav-
ior is unacceptable. War has rules, and
the evidence and testimony the For-
eign Relations Committee received
raises serious doubts as to whether or
not the Russian Federation is playing
by those rules. Much of the evidence we
received showed clear violations of
international humanitarian law, in-
cluding the well-established Geneva
Convention.

Tomorrow is the official opening of
Group of Eight Summit in Japan. The
President must use this opportunity to
relay our serious concerns with the ac-
tions of the Russian Government in
Chechnya. Let’s remember, what was
the Group of Seven and became the G–
8 with the inclusion of the Russian
Federation, is an association of demo-
cratic societies with advanced econo-
mies. Although Russia is not yet a lib-
eral democracy or an advanced econ-
omy, it was invited to take part in this
group to encourage its democratic evo-
lution. Today as I watch Russia refuse
to initiate a political dialogue with the
Chechen people, and continue to deny
international humanitarian aid organi-
zations and international human rights
monitors access to Chechnya, I must
question that evolution.

I am disappointed that the Group of
Eight will not include the situation in
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Chechnya on is formal agenda, but I
am hopeful that the President will
voice our serious concerns about Rus-
sia’s conduct in Chechnya and take
concrete action to demonstrate our
concern, during bilateral talks with
President Putin.

The United States should demand
that the Russian Federation push for a
negotiated, just settlement to this con-
flict. The conflict will not be resolved
by military means and the Russian
Federation should initiate imme-
diately a political dialogue with a
cross-section of representatives of the
Chechen people, including representa-
tives of the democratically elected
Chechen authorities. The United States
should remind the Russian Federation
of the requests the Council of Europe
for an immediate cease-fire and initi-
ation of political dialogue, and of Rus-
sia’s obligation to that institution and
the Organization for Security and Co-
operation in Europe.

And colleagues, the President must
also remind the Russian Federation
government of its accountability to the
international community and take
steps to demonstrate that its conduct
will effect its standing in the world
community. This body and the U.N.
Human Rights Commission has spoken
out demanding the Russian govern-
ment allow into Chechnya humani-
tarian agencies and international
human rights monitors, including U.N.
Special Rapporteur, yet the Russian
government has not done so. This body
and the international community has
also demanded that the Russian Fed-
eration undertake systematic, credible,
transparent and exhaustive investiga-
tions into allegations of violations of
human rights and international hu-
manitarian law in Chechnya, and to
initiate, where appropriate, prosecu-
tions against those accused. But again,
the Russian Federation has not done
so.

During his meeting with President
Putin, the President is expected to dis-
cuss economic reform in Russia and re-
gional stability issues. President Clin-
ton must relay to the Russian Presi-
dent that Russia’s conduct in
Chechnya is not only in violation of
international humanitarian law, but
that it threatens Russia’s ability for
economic reform and creates insta-
bility in the region. And President
Clinton must make clear to President
Putin that while the United States
fully supports the territorial integrity
of the Russian Federation, and is fully
aware of the evidence of grave human
right violations committed by soldiers
on both sides of the conflict, we strong-
ly condemn Russia’s conduct of the war
in Chechnya and will continue to pub-
licly voice our opposition to it. Presi-
dent Clinton should tell President
Putin that the United States will take
into consideration Russian conduct in
Chechnya in any request for further re-
scheduling of Russia’s international
debt and U.S. assistance, until it al-
lows full and unimpeded access into

Chechnya humanitarian agencies and
international human rights monitors,
in accordance with international law.

Colleagues, the war in Chechnya has
caused enormous suffering for both the
Chechen and Russian people, and the
reports of the grave human rights vio-
lations committed there, on both sides
of the conflict, continue daily. We
must raise our concerns about the war
in Chechnya at every chance and in
every forum possible, including the G–
8 Summit. I remind you again that the
Group of Eight is an association of
democratic societies with advanced
economies—the Group of Seven invited
the Russian Federation to encourage
its democratic evolution. It is not yet
a liberal democracy or an advanced
economy. By not taking concrete steps
during this Summit to demonstrate to
the Russian Federation that its con-
duct is unacceptable for a democratic
nation, is to condone it. I fear we have
already put given human rights a back
seat to economic issues by not placing
Russian conduct in Chechnya on the
formal agenda of the G–8 Summit. I
hope that will not be the outcome of
our bilateral talks with Russia in
Japan.

f

THE VERY BAD DEBT BOXSCORE

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, at the
close of business yesterday, Wednes-
day, July 19, 2000, the Federal debt
stood at $5,678,196,782,955.74 (Five tril-
lion, six hundred seventy-eight billion,
one hundred ninety-six million, seven
hundred eighty-two thousand, nine
hundred fifty-five dollars and seventy-
four cents).

One year ago, July 19, 1999, the Fed-
eral debt stood at $5,628,493,000,000
(Five trillion, six hundred twenty-eight
billion, four hundred ninety-three mil-
lion).

Five years ago, July 19, 1995, the Fed-
eral debt stood at $4,932,430,000,000
(Four trillion, nine hundred thirty-two
billion, four hundred thirty million).

Ten years ago, July 19, 1990, the Fed-
eral debt stood at $3,163,599,000,000
(Three trillion, one hundred sixty-three
billion, five hundred ninety-nine mil-
lion).

Fifteen years ago, July 19, 1985, the
Federal debt stood at $1,796,183,000,000
(One trillion, seven hundred ninety-six
billion, one hundred eighty-three mil-
lion) which reflects a debt increase of
almost $4 trillion—$3,882,013,782,955.74
(Three trillion, eight hundred eighty-
two billion, thirteen million, seven
hundred eighty-two thousand, nine
hundred fifty-five dollars and seventy-
four cents) during the past 15 years.

f

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

MR. SPARKY ANDERSON IN-
DUCTED INTO BASEBALL HALL
OF FAME

∑ Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. President, I rise
today to recognize Mr. George Lee

‘‘Sparky’’ Anderson, who will be in-
ducted into the National Baseball Hall
of Fame Museum in Cooperstown, New
York on July 23, 2000. Mr. Anderson
spent 26 seasons as a manager in the
Major Leagues, 17 of these with the De-
troit Tigers. During this time, he was
recognized not only as one of the best
managers in the game of baseball, but
also as one of the best ambassadors for
the game of baseball.

Mr. Anderson was born on February
22, 1934, in Bridgewater, South Dakota.
Upon graduation from high school, he
signed with the Brooklyn Dodgers. He
spent six years in the minor leagues be-
fore being called up to the major
leagues by the Philadelphia Phillies in
1959. He was the regular second base-
man for the Phillies that year, and was
recognized as an intelligent, hustling
player. He had a batting average of
.218, 0 home runs and 34 runs batted in.
He earned the nickname ‘‘manos de
oro’’ from his teammates: ‘‘the man
with the golden hands.’’

As it turned out, 1959 was the only
year Mr. Anderson spent in the major
leagues as a player. He never left the
game of baseball, though, and in 1964
he became the manager of a minor
league team in Toronto. In 1969, he ac-
cepted a coaching position with the
San Diego Padres, and prior to the 1970
season the Cincinnati Reds named him
as their manager.

It quickly became apparent that
managing suited Mr. Anderson well.
Not only did it provide him with the
opportunity to utilize his immense
knowledge of the game of baseball, it
also highlighted his ability to relate to
and motivate players. Hall of Famer
Joe Morgan, a member of the Reds dur-
ing Mr. Anderson’s years there and now
a wonderful and respected baseball
commentator, once said, ‘‘Sparky had
a way of making everybody look in the
mirror at themselves. As far as I’m
concerned, that’s the key to being a
good manager.’’

Under Mr. Anderson’s guidance, the
Reds became the dominant team of the
1970’s. The team became known as The
Big Red Machine for its ability to
produce runs, led by such great offen-
sive players as Morgan, Pete Rose,
Johnny Bench, Tony Perez and Ken
Griffey, Sr. Mr. Anderson earned the
nickname ‘‘Captain Hook’’ for his inno-
vative employment of relief pitchers,
which was not the common practice of
the time. This combination of offense
and strategic wizardry proved to be le-
thal for opponents. In his first year
with the team, the Reds won 102 games
and the National League Pennant.
From 1972–76, the Reds averaged more
than one hundred wins per season, won
three more National League pennants,
and won back-to-back World Series
Championships in 1975 and 1976.

After nine years in Cincinnati, Mr.
Anderson came to the Detroit Tigers in
1979. The Tigers were struggling at the
time, but possessed a core of young,
talented players, including Jack Mor-
ris, Lou Whitaker, Alan Trammell and
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