E544

Poconos. In addition, he started the influential
House Bipartisan Anti-Gambling Coalition.

As chairman and leading Democrat on the
House Transportation Committee, he worked
to ensure the safety of all Pennsylvanians,
writing a law that regulates the transportation
of solid waste, with a ban on “back hauling”
of garbage in trucks that transport food, and
the teen driver licensing law that provides for
increased instruction for young drivers.

Working for Monroe County, Joe initiated
the Route 209 project that is now beginning
final design and right-of-way acquisition, ob-
tained funding for all traffic control devices on
Route 611 from Stroud Township to Mount
Pocono for 15 years, and personally pushed
PennDOT to have a church at the intersection
of Shafer Schoolhouse Road and Business
Route 209 moved and preserved to correct
the dangerous intersection.

And from his post on the Education Com-
mittee, he initiated School Performance Grants
to reward schools that improve in areas such
as the graduation rate and percentage of stu-
dents who go on to higher education. He also
helped to develop charter schools and the
Early Intervention Education Program.

Mr. Speaker, Joe Battisto was a devoted
and enthusiastic legislator. He cared deeply
about the impact that the actions of state gov-
ernment have on the lives of ordinary people,
and he carefully studied every issue. | could
always count on Joe to give me a thoughtful
analysis of any issue affecting the people of
Monroe County, and | knew that their interests
were always uppermost in his mind.

Unlike some politicians who try to justify
their positions with one-sided spin, Joe
Battisto took the time to explain the pros and
cons of every issue to demonstrate his rea-
soning. Students and senior citizens alike left
a discussion with Joe Battisto with a deeper
appreciation for the complexity of state issues.

Joe and his wife, Virginia, have four children
and five grandchildren.

Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to call to the at-
tention of the House of Representatives the
long history of Joe Battisto’s service to the
people of Monroe County and all of Pennsyl-
vania, and | join his friends and neighbors in
wishing him and his wife all the best.

————

TRIBUTE TO CHIEF OF POLICE
STEPHEN W. OTT

HON. JOSEPH M. HOEFFEL

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 4, 2001

Mr. HOEFFEL. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
congratulate Chief of Police Stephen W. Ott
upon his retirement after forty-eight years of
service with the Cheltenham Township Police
Department of Montgomery County, Pennsyl-
vania. His long and dedicated service to the
citizens of Cheltenham Township has served
as an example to all.

Chief Ott was appointed to the Cheltenham
Township Police Department on May 11, 1953
and is the longest serving police officer in the
history of the Township. He began as a patrol
officer and then was quickly promoted to Ser-
geant. He was promoted to Lieutenant and
later was named Chief of Police on February
29, 1980. His tenure as Chief lasted twenty-
one years. He has been awarded the Bravery
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Commendation, which is the department's
second highest official commendation that can
be awarded.

During his distinguished career, Chief Ott
guided the police department as it became the
third largest municipal law enforcement agen-
cy in Montgomery County. He has been instru-
mental in adding many special operations
units such as the Canine, Highway Safety,
Community Relations and Crime Prevention.

Although Chief Ott's tenure began before
the information technology age, he embraced
technology by adding computers to the Inves-
tigative Division, police department operations
and record keeping and dispatching. The
structure of the department was also over-
hauled due to Chief Ott's foresight.

It is a privilege to honor the contributions of
Chief Stephen W. Ott to the citizens of Chel-
tenham Township. Chief Ott has my sincere
best wishes for a long and happy retirement.

————

THE NATIONAL AMUSEMENT PARK
RIDE SAFETY ACT

HON. EDWARD J. MARKEY

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 4, 2001

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, today | am in-
troducing the National Amusement Park Ride
Safety Act, to restore safety oversight to an
largely unregulated industry. | am joined in this
effort by Representatives CONNIE MORELLA,
JOHN TIERNEY, CAROLYN MALONEY, BARNEY
FRANK, PETER DEFAZIO, EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON, CYNTHIA MCKINNEY, TOM LANTOS, and
JULIA CARSON.

It is shocking to realize that one-third of all
roller coasters in this country are never in-
spected by any public safety official at all.
These and other rides are large machines
used to carry children at high speeds. Industry
trends have been to increase the speed and
the force of these machines to levels that ex-
ceed the forces experienced by shuttle astro-
nauts. Although many of these rides are oper-
ated safely and without incident, nevertheless
every day riders are hurt, often seriously, re-
quiring hospitalization, visits to emergency
rooms. And occasionally, someone who went
to the park for a thrill actually is killed by the
operation of these machines.

To me, it is inexcusable that when someone
dies or is seriously injured on these rides,
there is no system in place to ensure that the
ride is investigated, the causes determined,
and the flaws fixed, not just on that ride, but
on every similar ride in every other state.

The reason there is no national clearing-
house to prevent ride injuries is clear—since
1981, the industry has escaped routine prod-
uct safety regulation through a loophole in the
law. The industry carved out an exemption
that says that while the Consumer Product
Safety Commission can regulate every other
consumer product, and while it can regulate
small carnival rides that travel from town to
town, it cannot step foot in an amusement
park for the purpose of regulating a ride that
is fixed to the site, such as a roller coaster.

This is the so-called “Roller Coaster Loop-
hole”, and it needs to be closed. The bill elimi-
nates the restriction on CPSC safety jurisdic-
tion adopted in 1981. It will allow the CPSC
the same scope of authority to protect against
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unreasonable risks of harm on “fixed-site”
rides that it currently retains for carnival rides
that are moved from site to site (“mobile
rides.”) This would include the authority to in-
vestigate accidents, to develop and enforce
action plans to correct defects, to require re-
ports to the CPSC whenever a substantial
hazard is identified, and to act as a national
clearinghouse for accident and defect data.

The bill would also authorize appropriations
of $500 thousand annually to enable the
CPSC to carry out the purposes of the Act.

BACKGROUND

The Consumer Product Safety Act provided
the Consumer Product Safety Commission
(CPSC) with the same consumer protections
authority it has for other consumer products.
However, in 1981, following a series of legal
challenges by several owners of large theme
parks, Congress stepped in and limited CPSC
authority only to those rides “not permanently
fixed to a site.” Thus, the CPSC currently is
prohibited from investigating accidents or de-
veloping or enforcing safety plans, and manu-
facturers, owners and operators of rides are
not required to disclose to the CPSC defects
which would create a substantial hazard of
consumer injury. Since it cannot gather the in-
formation, the CPSC is also effectively pre-
vented from sharing the information with oth-
ers so that accidents in one state can be pre-
vented in another.

RISING RISK OF SERIOUS INJURY

The CPSC estimates the number of serious
injuries on fixed and mobile amusement park
rides using the National Electronic Injury Sur-
veillance System (NEISS). This data includes
only injuries severe enough to have led the in-
jured party to go to an emergency room. Ac-
cording to its July 2000 summary, emergency-
room injuries on fixed rides increased 95 per-
cent over the previous four years, and they
rose most rapidly on the rides that are exempt
from CPSC oversight.

When one compares the safety record of
this industry to other activities that involve
traveling—as a passenger at high speed, such
as passenger trains, buses and planes, the
amusement park industry’s fatality rate is actu-
ally worse.

Some states try to step in where the CPSC
cannot, but states with inspection programs
are very uneven depending on which agency
has the responsibility and whether its exper-
tise is design, operator training, manufac-
turing, etc. No state, and no industry organiza-
tion, provides the national clearinghouse func-
tion that the CPSC currently provides for mo-
bile rides and could provide for fixed-site rides.

FATALITIES

Although the overall risk of death on an
amusement park ride is very small, it is not
zero. In the course of one week in August
1999, for example, 4 deaths occurred on roller
coasters, which U.S. News & World Report
termed “one of the most calamitous weeks in
the history of America’s amusement parks”:
August 22—a 12-year-old boy fell to his death

after slipping through a harness on the
Drop Zone ride at Paramount's Great
America Theme Park in Santa Clara, Cali-
fornia;

August 23—a 20-year-old man died on the
Shockwave roller coaster at Paramount
King’s Dominion theme park near Rich-
mond, Virginia;

August 28—a 39-year-old woman and her 8-
year-old daughter were killed when their
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car slid backward down a 30-foot ascent
and crashed into another car, injuring two
others on the Wild Wonder roller coaster
at Gillian's Wonderland Pier in Ocean
City, New Jersey.

Each of these tragedies is an opportunity for
the CPSC to search for causes and share its
insights with the operators of other similar
rides. Unless the law is changed, however, it
cannot perform this role.

One final point—the industry has the unfor-
tunate habit of belittling the risk of loved ones
getting mangled or killed on these machines
by suggesting that the risk of getting hurt is
lower than for “bowling” or “watering your gar-
den.” In fact, the fatality rate on roller coasters
approximates the risk of dying on passenger
trains, buses and airplanes. None of those in-
dustries claims any exemption from federal
oversight, and investigations by federal safety
experts of train accidents, bus accidents or
plane crashes is central to minimizing the re-
occurrence of serious or fatal accidents in
America.

Yet this common sense eludes the amuse-
ment park industry, to the detriment of the
safety of children and adult riders alike.

As the spring and summer riding season be-
gins, | urge my colleagues to cosponsor this
modest restoration of safety to all parkgoers.
Thank you.

ORGANIZATIONS SUPPORTING THE NATIONAL
AMUSEMENT PARK RIDE SAFETY ACT
NATIONAL CONSUMER GROUPS

Consumer Federation of America
Consumers Union
U.S. Public Interest Research Group
National SAFE KIDS Campaign

STATE & LOCAL CONSUMER GROUPS
American Council on Consumer Awareness
Arizona Consumers Council
Center for Public Representation (WI)
Chicago Consumer Coalition
Columbia Consumer Education Council (SC)
The Consumer Alliance (midwest regional alli-

ance)

Consumer Law Center of the South
Democratic Processes Center (AZ)
Empire State Consumer Association (NY)

Massachusetts  Public Interest Research
Group

Mercer County Community Action Agency
(PA)

North Carolina Consumers Council
Oregon Consumer League

———

THE PUBLIC SAFETY EMPLOYER-
EMPLOYEE COOPERATION ACT
OF 2001

HON. ROBERT W. NEY

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 4, 2001

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues
to join my friend from Michigan, Mr. KILDEE,
me, and 114 of our colleagues to support the
Public Safety Employer-Employee Cooperation
Act of 2001. | am proud of this bipartisan effort
to aid our firefighters and police in this com-
mon sense effort to increase fairness.

This bill is supported by the International
Association of Fire Fighters, International
Brotherhood of Police Officers, International
Union of Police Organizations, National Asso-
ciation of Police Organizations, and the Fra-
ternal Order of Police.
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Firefighters and police men and women pro-
tect the public everyday. These men and
women are true public servants who put them-
selves in harm’s way for others. Is it too much
to ask that they be allowed to bargain for
wages, hours, and safer working conditions?
No. This bill helps workers, management, and
the general public, because better employer-
employee cooperation leads to cost savings
and better delivery of services.

Congress has long recognized the impor-
tance of assuring and protecting the right of
workers to collectively bargain. Federal laws
have been extended to guarantee collective
bargaining to different sectors and now the
only sizeable group of workers without the
right to collectively bargain are employees of
State and local government.

Fire fighters and police officers take seri-
ously their oath to protect the public and as a
result they do not engage in worker slow-
downs or stoppages. This bill would not allow
for strikes or slowdowns, only the right to bar-
gain collectively. The absence of this collective
bargaining denies them opportunity to influ-
ence decisions that affect their livelihoods and
families.

The Public Safety Employer-Employee Act
establishes basic minimum standards that
state laws must meet and provides a process
to resolve impasses in States without such
laws. States that already have collective bar-
gaining laws would be exempt from the Fed-
eral statute. Furthermore, this bill prohibits
strikes and does not call for mandatory bind-
ing arbitration.

| urge my colleagues to join us in supporting
the bipartisan Public Safety Employer-Em-
ployee Cooperation Act of 2001.

———

THE PUBLIC SAFETY EMPLOYER-
EMPLOYEE COOPERATION ACT
OF 2001

HON. DALE E. KILDEE

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 4, 2001

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, today | urge my
colleagues to join my friend from Ohio, Mr.
Ney, myself, and over 100 of their colleagues,
to support the Public Safety Employer-Em-
ployee Cooperation Act of 2001.

Congress has long recognized the impor-
tance of assuring and protecting the right of
workers to collectively bargain. Over the
years, federal laws have been extended to
guarantee collective bargaining to different
sectors and now the only sizeable group of
workers without the rights to collectively bar-
gain are employees of state and local govern-
ment.

Fire fighters and police officers take seri-
ously their oath to protect the public and as a
result they do not engage in worker slow-
downs or stoppages. The absence of the right
to collectively bargain denies them the oppor-
tunity to influence decisions that affect their
livelihoods and families.

The Public Safety Employer-Employee Act
establishes basic minimum standards that
state laws must meet and provides a process
to resolve impasses in states without such
laws. States that already have collective bar-
gaining laws would be exempt from the federal
statute. Furthermore, this bill prohibits strikes
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and does not call for mandatory binding arbi-
tration.

Firefighters and police men and women risk
their lives every day to protect the public. At
the very least, they should be allowed to bar-
gain for wages, hours, and safe working con-
ditions. This bill helps workers, management,
and the general public, because employer-em-
ployee cooperation leads to cost savings and
better delivery of services.

This bill is supported by the International
Association of Fire Fighters, International
Brotherhood of Police Officers, International
Union of Police Organizations, National Asso-
ciation of Police Organizations, and the Fra-
ternal Order of Police.

| urge my colleagues to join us in supporting
the Public Safety Employer-Employee Co-
operation Act of 2001.

———

HONORING DEB BUSWELL OF
LACROSSE, WI

HON. RON KIND

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 4, 2001

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, today | rise to pay
tribute to a constituent of mine, and a very
special teacher, Debra Buswell. Debra Buswell
was recently named Outstanding Environ-
mental Educator of the Year. Debra, a teacher
at Longfellow Middle School from my home
town of La Crosse, Wisconsin, is currently the
team leader for the School on the River pro-
gram, housed within Longfellow. This program
allows students to work on a variety of envi-
ronmental projects, including stocking fish with
Wisconsin's Department of Natural Resources
and compiling river information for the U.S.
Geological Survey's Upper Midwest Environ-
mental Sciences Center.

It is also with great pleasure that | recognize
the School on the River program itself as one
of eight recipients to receive a Seaworld/
Busch Gardens 2001 Environmental Excel-
lence Award. This award recognizes the ef-
forts of students to protect and preserve the
environment at a local level. In addition to na-
tional recognition for its outstanding achieve-
ments, the School on the River will receive
$15,000 for specialized equipment, 100 T-
shirts, trophies and certificates, and all-ex-
pense-paid trips for three students and one
teacher to attend ceremonies in Florida and
Missouri.

All of us in the La Crosse area applaud the
efforts of Debra Buswell and Principal Glen
Jenkins for their outstanding efforts to raise
environmental consciousness among Long-
fellow students, and at the same time, to en-
gage students in non-traditional learning envi-
ronments. This exposure to critical thinking
and higher mathematical skills, management
techniques, and team building exercises will
benefit them for years to come. With the dedi-
cation and support of the school, Principal
Jenkins, and Debra Buswell, this ten-year old
program is now beginning to receive the na-
tional recognition it deserves. | congratulate
Principal Jenkins, Debra Buswell, and the stu-
dents who participate in the program for their
hard work and dedication to improving the
local environment in their home community.

With the continued awareness of the impor-
tance to having a healthy environment, | am
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