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helping those less fortunate. His generosity,
kindness and love has earned him the respect
of his community, family and friends.

Bill’s relationship with the Lebanon Rescue
Mission began when, at the tender age of 19,
he felt something was missing in his life. Dur-
ing this time period he was diagnosed with a
life-threatening illness. Looking for guidance,
he felt compelled to visit the Mission. Bill went
there with his mother and they met with Rev-
erend Miller. Reverend Miller talked with Bill
and read from the Bible. That night, Bill’s life
changed. He gave up drinking, gambling,
smoking and, as Bill puts it, his vocabulary
lost a lot of unnecessary words. Later, when
the doctor who had previously diagnosed Bill
with the life-threatening illness examined him
again, he found Bill to be a perfect picture of
health.

Bill started his career at a young age as a
stock clerk at Pomeroy’s, and moved onto
Hershey’s Chocolate and the Lebanon Paper
Box Company. Bill continued to work hard and
eventually landed a job at Winston Prints. He
worked his way up through the ranks, eventu-
ally becoming supervisor, and later the num-
ber three man in the company. While Bill
worked at Winston Prints his relationship with
the Lebanon Rescue Mission also flourished.
He was a dedicated and valued volunteer,
spending many hours helping those in dire
need. He became a Sunday School teacher,
superintendent and secretary to the board of
directors. In 1984, after 14 years with Winston
Prints, Bill resigned to become the full-time ex-
ecutive director of the Lebanon Rescue Mis-
sion.

Bill has been instrumental in many changes
that have taken place at the mission since
1984. The first significant change occurred in
1985 when plans were announced to build
The Agape Family Shelter for homeless
women and children. It was a huge under-
taking that included raising nearly $400,000 to
be used in refurbishing the 115-year-old
Dehuff Mansion, making it livable for up to
eighteen women and children. The shelter
continues to provide a friendly, socialable and
safe place for those who find themselves not
only homeless, but with a feeling of hopeless-
ness. The Agape Family Shelter provides
women with love, attention, and care they
drastically require. The shelter also promotes
a special program which teaches battered
women how to set goals and implement them
into their daily lives.

Bill has also helped implement a program to
help men who battle with problems with drugs
and alcohol. In addition, Bill hosted a popular
hour-long radio broadcast every Sunday morn-
ing for those who were seeking spiritual up-lift-
ing. He served as the Chaplain for the Leb-
anon County Fire Police and has been an out-
spoken advocate for the people of Lebanon
County.

Mr. Speaker, again I want to congratulate
Bill Coleman in receiving the J. Robert Ladd
Community Service Award and the Service to
Mankind Award. Through his consistent and
unselfish efforts, the community of Lebanon is
a richer place for all those who reside there.
Thank you Bill for your service to the men,
women and children of Lebanon.
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Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, today I rise to commend and celebrate the
life and 100th birthday of one of Western
North Carolina’s most beloved citizens. I had
the great opportunity to attend the birthday
celebration of Myrtle Lillian Waldrup Sprinkle
in Marion, McDowell County. While there I wit-
nessed a gentle, gracious lady full of life, vigor
and still displays an amazingly agile mind.

Mrs. Sprinkle was born on April 4, 1900 in
Madison County North Carolina. She moved to
McDowell County in 1945 with her husband as
he was named to be the pastor of Mt. Zion
Baptist Church. For all of Mrs. Sprinkle’s life
two things have mattered most. She has an
undying devotion to her church and her family.
She has been a member of Zion Hill Baptist
Church for over 55 years and taught Sunday
school for many years. Her granddaughter,
Wanda Childers, described Mrs. Sprinkle’s
faith as ‘‘unwavering.’’

Mrs. Sprinkle has been a pillar of strength in
her family. She is, in essence, a quiet woman,
full of humility. She has always been there for
her community and her family. Through her
life she has learned that simple things matter,
like making a quilt for every one of her 45
grandchildren. She loves nothing more than
cooking, canning vegetables, and crocheting.
Her family includes five pastors who have all
acquired her undying faith. Mrs. Sprinkle has
many relatives who can share her love, affec-
tion, and warmth. Her 14 children are Lula
Randall (deceased), Ida Lee Sprinkle (de-
ceased), Julian Sprinkle (deceased), John
Sprinkle (deceased), E.F. Sprinkle, Jr. (de-
ceased), Charles Sprinkle, Paul Sprinkle, Alvin
Sprinkle, Novella Cable, Jaunita Worley, Harry
Sprinkle, Harold Sprinkle, Jack Sprinkle, and
Eva Pollack. She also has 45 grandchildren,
112 great grandchildren, and 54 great-great
grandchildren.

I ask that my colleagues join me in con-
gratulating this amazing centenarian on the
occasion of her 100th birthday.
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Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, today I have in-
troduced H.R. 4266, the ‘‘Prohibition on United
States Government Liability for Nuclear Acci-
dents in North Korea Act of 2000.’’ I am
pleased to be joined in offering this bipartisan
legislation by a distinguished group of original
cosponsors including, among others, the
Ranking Democratic Member of the Sub-
committee on Telecommunications, Trade,
and Consumer Protection of the Committee on
Commerce, Mr. MARKEY, the Chairman of our
Subcommittee on Asia and the Pacific of the

Committee on International Relations, Mr. BE-
REUTER, the Chairman of the Committee on
Armed Services, Mr. SPENCE, and the Chair-
man of the House Republican Policy Com-
mittee, Mr. COX.

This bill prohibits the United States Govern-
ment from, in effect, issuing insurance—
backed up by the full faith and credit of the
American taxpayer—for whatever liability
claims might be made if the nuclear reactors
that the Administration is trying to give to
North Korea are involved in a catastrophic nu-
clear accident. The fact that the Administration
is considering issuing such insurance was re-
ported for the first time in yesterday’s Los An-
geles Times in an article by Jim Mann. I sub-
mit the Los Angeles Times article for the
RECORD.

As explained in the article, the American
taxpayer may ultimately be forced to pay tens
of billions of dollars in damages if the North
Koreans inadvertently create an Asian
Chernoble with the advanced nuclear reactors
that the Administration is seeking to give
them. This is not an idle fear. The North Kore-
ans have no experience whatsoever operating
advanced light water nuclear reactors of the
type the Administration plans to give them.
The existing North Korean nuclear program in-
volves graphite-moderated reactors operating
on 1950s technology, with dials, levers, and
vacuum tubes. The state of the art nuclear re-
actors that the Administration wants to give
them are far more sophisticated than anything
their technicians have ever seen.

This might not be a big problem if their tech-
nicians could be properly trained to operate
modern light water reactors. But North Korea
already has indicated that North Korean tech-
nicians will not be allowed to leave the country
to receive such training on light water reactors
currently operating elsewhere. Apparently the
North Koreans are afraid their technicians will
defect. Others fear, however, the result could
be a Chernoble on the Korean Peninsula.

Among those who fear a possible nuclear
catastrophe are the contractors who the Ad-
ministration thought would be eager to partici-
pate in this $5 billion construction project in
North Korea. The contractors are afraid that if
there is such a catastrophe they might be
sued, and the potential liability could bring
down their companies. Ordinarily in such situ-
ations, companies buy insurance on the pri-
vate market to protect themselves. In this
case, however, the private insurers apparently
have not been willing to provide sufficient cov-
erage. This is in contrast to other countries
like China, where U.S. and other private ven-
dors have been willing to go forward on nu-
clear reactor projects because their concerns
about liability have addressed by means short
of an indemnity backed up by the United
States Government.

I was surprised and alarmed to learn that
the Administration is considering offering such
an indemnity to contractors participating in the
North Korean nuclear project. It has been five
and a half years since the Agreed Framework
between the United States and North Korea
was signed. Over that period of time, there
have been innumerable consultations between
Congress and the Administration about the
Agreed Framework. It is probably no exag-
geration to say that Administration officials
have testified before Congress dozens of
times on the subject. The Administration is in-
timately familiar with our concerns about the
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potential costs of the project, and also with our
unwillingness to provide U.S. Government
funding for the construction of nuclear reactors
in North Korea. Since 1994, Congress has
routinely agreed to U.S. funding for the deliv-
ery of heavy fuel oil to North Korea pursuant
to the Agreed Framework, but we have con-
sistently prohibited U.S. funding for the con-
struction of nuclear reactors.

Not once over the last five and a half years
has the Administration come to us and told us
they were considering imposing a contingent
liability on the U.S. Government in connection
with the construction of nuclear reactors in
North Korea that could run into the tens of bil-
lions of dollars. Our staff had to ferret out this
information through the conduct of congres-
sional oversight, and most members of Con-
gress first learned about it yesterday when
they read about it in the press.

According to yesterday’s press report, the
Administration is considering imposing this li-
ability on the American taxpayer by reinter-
preting an old law in such way as to ensure
that congressional approval will not be re-
quired. It is totally unacceptable that the Ad-
ministration would consider obligating the
American taxpayer in this way without the ap-
proval of Congress. The bipartisan legislation
we are introducing today will make sure that
the Administration cannot get away with this.
[From the Los Angeles Times, Apr. 12, 2000]

A RISKY POLICY ON N. KOREA

(By Jim Mann)
Warning to American taxpayers. Without

knowing it, you may soon take on responsi-
bility for what could be billions of dollars in
liability stemming from nuclear accidents
in, of all place, North Korea.

At the behest of the General Electric Co.,
the Clinton administration is quietly weigh-
ing a policy change that would make the
U.S. government the insurer of last resort
for any disasters at the civilian nuclear
plants being built for the North Korean re-
gime.

In case of a Chernobyl-type disaster in
North Korea (a country not known for ad-
vanced safety procedures), the U.S. might
wind up paying legal claims.

The proposed U.S. government guarantee,
now being intensively studied by the State
and Energy departments, would be aimed at
easing the way for construction of two light-
water nuclear reactors in North Korea.
Those reactors are a key element in the Clin-
ton administration’s 1994 deal in which
North Korea agreed to freeze its nuclear
weapon program.

North Korea, which has defaulted on debts
in the past, is too poor and unreliable to be
counted on to pay legal claims arising from
a nuclear accident. Private insurers are un-
willing to take on the potentially astronom-
ical claims of a North Korean Three Mile Is-
land. So, American companies supplying
parts for the North Korean reactors worry
that, if there were a disaster, they would be
sued.

Both the Clinton administration and GE
confirmed that the company asked several
months ago to be indemnified by the U.S.
government before participating in the
North Korea deal.

‘‘We would like indemnity before we sign’’
any contract, said a spokesman for GE,
which makes the steam turbines that would
be used in the project.

‘‘If there’s an accident, they [GE officials]
have to understand on what basis they’d be
covered,’’ explained Charles Kartman, the
State Department’s special envoy for North
Korea.

Kartman acknowledged that GE’s request
was unusual, if not unique: Other firms par-
ticipating in the North Korea project have
been willing to go ahead without the indem-
nity GE is seeking in hopes that the unset-
tled liability questions could be worked out
over the next few years.

How will the Clinton administration go
about granting new legal protection to GE?
It is reluctant to seek a new law from the
Republican Congress, which often has criti-
cized the administration’s policy of engage-
ment with North Korea.

That roadblock has set administration
lawyers scurrying through the U.S. code, and
they have found an obscure law that might
be used in a new way to cover GE.

This law—Title 85, Section 804—was in-
tended to indemnify companies that took
part in nuclear cleanup operations. But the
State and Energy departments are now
thinking of applying it to protect the firms
participating in the North Korean civilian
reactor project.

Presto! One little legal reinterpretation by
the administration and one huge new legal
liability for American taxpayers.

Not to worry, insisted Kartman. The idea
that the U.S. government will ever have to
pay these claims is ‘‘very hypothetical.’’

He noted that the parts for the North Ko-
rean reactors would not be shipped for sev-
eral more years and, in the meantime, the
U.S. and other countries are trying to work
out a new international agreement that
would limit liability in nuclear accidents.

But ask yourself this: If the proposed
international accord Kartman describes is
such a sure thing and the prospects of claims
from a nuclear accident are so remote, why
can’t the Clinton administration persuade
GE to go ahead without the indemnity it is
seeking? Why does the U.S. Government,
rather than GE, have to take responsibility
for this supposedly hypothetical risk?

Viewed strictly from GE’s self-interest, its
request has a certain logic. GE is a relatively
small player in the North Korea project;
most of the work is being done by South Ko-
rean companies. The sale of GE’s steam tur-
bines will bring in roughly $30 million, yet
the company fears it could face lawsuits
ranging in the billions.

Why don’t the organizers of the North
Korea project simply do without GE and find
another company more willing to take the
risk?

They could. But doing that would require a
redesign of the North Korea project, would
lead to delays of a year or more and would
increase the overall costs—most of which are
being paid by South Korea. So, on the whole,
everyone involved is eager to avoid losing
the big American company.

For GE, it seems, the Clinton administra-
tion brings good things to life. The rest of us
are left to pray that we don’t get stuck with
massive bills from nuclear plants we won’t
run in a country over which we have no con-
trol.
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Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased

to join with Chairman HYDE, Commercial and
Administrative Law Subcommittee Chairman
GEKAS, and Ranking Member NADLER in intro-
ducing the ‘‘Internet Tax Reform and Reduc-
tion Act of 2000.’’.

As the Ranking Member of the Judiciary
Committee, I have been proud of our Commit-
tee’s bipartisan accomplishments in helping to
maintain our Nation’s leadership in the infor-
mation economy. These include modernizing
our patent and copyright laws, insuring the
availability of trained workers, and our pas-
sage last Congress of the Internet Tax Free-
dom Act.

Today, I join with my colleagues in intro-
ducing the Internet Tax Reform and Reduction
Act of 2000 as the starting point in our proc-
ess of considering possible legislative re-
sponses to the issue of the applicability of
State and local taxes on the Internet. The leg-
islation we are introducing today reflects the
views of number of Advisory Committee on
Electronics Commerce Members led by Vir-
ginia Governor James Gilmore.

I believe it is important that their views be
converted into legislative language so that the
Congressional review process can commence.
I intend to work with Chairman HYDE and Rep-
resentatives GEKAS and NADLER in seeing that
the other members of the Commission, includ-
ing Utah Governor Michael Leavitt, are given
the same opportunity. I also expect that the
Judiciary Committee’s Subcommittee on Com-
mercial and Administrative Law will hold a se-
ries of hearings during which all interested
parties, including State and local elected offi-
cials, the technology community, and retailers
will be able to offer their views.

The bill we are introducing today would
amend the Internet Tax Freedom Act to im-
pose a permanent moratorium on State and
local taxes on Internet Access. It would also
extend for 5 years the duration of the morato-
rium applicable to multiple and discriminatory
taxes on electronic commerce and impose a 5
year moratorium on sales of digital goods and
products. Further, the bill would set forth fac-
tors for the determination of jurisdictional
nexus by the States with regard to Internet
transactions, encourage the States to adopt a
simplified sales and use tax, and set up an
advisory commission on uniform sales and
use taxes.

The issue of the application of State and
local taxes on the Internet is one of the most
important matters facing the Judiciary Com-
mittee and the Congress. The Internet has led
our robust economy into the 21st century. Its
use in both the commercial and consumer
sectors has skyrocketed, spurring the develop-
ment of new businesses, products and serv-
ices, and new and less expensive research
and communications methods. At the same
time, the Internet poses many new and novel
State and local taxation issues. The Internet is
not a partisan issue by any means, and I am
happy to join with my colleagues as we begin
to address this critical issue.
f

CONGRESS NEEDS TO ‘‘WAKE UP’’
TO THE IMPORTANCE OF SLEEP

HON. JIM RAMSTAD
OF MINNESOTA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, April 13, 2000

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, today I pay
tribute to the Edina, Minnesota, School Dis-
trict, which was recently recognized by the Na-
tional Sleep Foundation as the 2000 Sleep
Capital of the Nation.
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