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school integration plan. The decision under-
scored the Court’s impatience with contin-
ued federal court involvement in school de-
segregation cases.

In a third case involving a Georgia redis-
tricting plan, the Court held that the use of
race as a ‘‘predominant factor’’ in drawing
district lines makes the districts presump-
tively unconstitutional. Many states, par-
ticularly in the South, had created majority-
black or hispanic districts in the last round
of redistricting in an effort to comply with
the federal Voting Rights Act. The Court’s
decision, however, raises doubts about the
constitutionality of most, if not all, of these
plans, and may lead to the election of fewer
blacks to Congress.

FEDERALISM

The Court also addressed fundamental
questions about the distribution of power be-
tween states and the federal government. In
one case, the Court overturned a federal law
banning gun possession within 1000 feet of a
school. Congress, in passing the law, had re-
lied on its constitutional powers to regulate
interstate commerce. The Court said Con-
gress failed to prove that gun possession at
or near schools had enough bearing on inter-
state commerce to justify federal involve-
ment. The decision marked a striking depar-
ture for the Court, which has, for the last 60
years, tended to defer to Congressional judg-
ment in this area. It is uncertain, however,
whether the decision signals a broader at-
tack on federal regulation under the Com-
merce Clause, or merely singles out a poorly
drafted law.

In another, closely-watched case, the Court
ruled that in the absence of a constitutional
amendment, states may not limit the num-
ber of terms that members of Congress may
serve. The decision had the effect of over-
turning term-limit measures approved in 23
states. The Court reasoned that the Con-
stitution had clearly set forth the qualifica-
tions for service in Congress—age, residency
and citizenship—and those qualifications
could not be further restricted by the states.
The House defeated a term limits amend-
ment earlier this year, but the issue will
likely be revisited next year.

OTHER KEY DECISIONS

The Court issued several other ground-
breaking decisions this term. In one case,
which will certainly have an impact on high
schools in Indiana and around the country,
the Court held that a school district may re-
quire that all students take drug tests as a
condition of playing sports. In a victory for
environmentalists, the Court held that fed-
eral regulators may stop private landowners
from developing their property in ways that
could destroy the habitat of endangered
wildlife species.

Two religion cases opened the door to
greater government accommodation of reli-
gious speech. First, the Court held that the
University of Virginia must provide a finan-
cial subsidy to a student religious publica-
tion on the same basis as other student pub-
lications. This marks the first time the
Court has ever approved government funding
for a religious activity. Second, the Court
ruled the Ku Klux Klan had a free speech
right to erect a cross in a state park in Ohio.

CONCLUSION

This Court is engaging in a very fundamen-
tal debate on the very nature and source of
the legitimacy of the national government.
Several of the Justices have said that the
federal government exists only to the extent
that the states permit it to do so. This Court
has a very deep skepticism about federal
power.

Conservatives now control the Court, and
even the left leaning Justices are hardly in

the same camp as Blackmun, Brennan or
Marshall. The Clinton appointments, Gins-
burg and Breyer, are moderate on economic
issues and fairly liberal on social issues.
What’s missing is a justice who sees the
Court as a way to promote social justice.
The new left is much more pragmatic than
the old left.

Whatever the center of the Court ideologi-
cally speaking, it can be said that the
present majority is fragile. The replacement
of a single justice could make a big dif-
ference in the dynamics of the Court.
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TRIBUTE TO MIGUEL ANGEL
AMADEO

HON. JOSÉ E. SERRANO
OF NEW YORK
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Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, today I join
the community organization 52 People for
Progress, Inc., to do honor to Mr. Miguel
Amadeo for his noteworthy musical and public
accomplishments. Mr. Amadeo is a dear per-
sonal friend and an invaluable member of our
South Bronx community.

Better known as Mike, he started his musi-
cal career at the age of 16. Since then, he has
composed over 200 songs. A humble man, his
talent has been shared with various prominent
Latino artists such as Johnny Albino, Cuarterto
Los Hispanos, Héctor Lavoe, Andy Montanez,
Willie Colon, and Celia Cruz, among others.

Besides being a gifted and prolific com-
poser, Mr. Amadeo is also a dedicated mem-
ber of our South Bronx community. He has
been a longtime supporter of the organization
52 People for Progress which aspires to im-
prove the conditions of the community through
music, culture, and art. He worked for 40
years serving customers at his record store,
Casa Amadeo, in the South Bronx. Indeed, in
the late 1970’s when businesses were fleeing,
Mike stayed, endured and continued to write
his songs and serve his loyal clientele.

The music of Miguel Amadeo has enlight-
ened and brought hope to thousands of listen-
ers. His gentle nature has changed the lives of
many individuals who have been touched by
him. It is not frequent that we find both, musi-
cal talent and commitment to the community,
in one individual.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to recognize citi-
zens like Mr. Amadeo, who with their talent,
fortitude, diligence, and relentless dedication
give back to their community and set an ex-
ample for others to follow. Today, Mike will re-
ceive a well deserved public recognition in the
same community theater he helped to build. I
ask my colleagues to join me and the South
Bronx community in conveying best wishes
and deep gratitude to Mr. Miguel Amadeo.
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BY THE HISTORIC CHATTAHOO-
CHEE COMMISSION
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Mr. EVERETT. Mr. Speaker, today I, along
with members of the Alabama and Georgia

delegations, rise to introduce a measure on
behalf of the Historic Chattahoochee Commis-
sion, a State agency of both Alabama and
Georgia.

On October 14, 1978, President Carter
signed Public Law 95–462 which granted the
consent of Congress to the Historic Chat-
tahoochee Compact between the States of
Alabama and Georgia. Earlier, both States
had passed identical legislation to authorize
the creation of this compact for the operation
of the Historic Chattahoochee Commission.
The Commission, a bi-State heritage tourism
agency, serves 11 Georgia and 7 Alabama
counties along the lower Chattahoochee River.

At present, the Historic Chattahoochee
Commission’s board nomination process is
cumbersome. The commission’s 28 board
members—14 from each State—are appointed
‘‘* * * by the historical commission or organi-
zation or similar historical body or other des-
ignated authority in each of the counties rep-
resented by the Commission who shall be
bona fide residents and qualified voters of the
party states.’’ In some counties, there are no
historical or preservation groups and organiza-
tions. In other countries, there are two or three
historical or preservation organizations. Coun-
ty or city governments and even some tourism
or commerce organizations have been called
upon to nominate board members in counties
without historical or preservation groups. This
process is often confusing and time consum-
ing. In an effort to resolve this inefficiency, the
Historical Chattahoochee Commission’s board
of directors proposed to amend the interstate
compact to simplify the commission’s board
selection procedures. This legislation seeks to
ease this process.

In 1993, the Alabama Legislature approved
Act 93–643 and the Georgia General Assem-
bly endorsed Act 326 which amended the His-
torical Chattahoochee Commission’s interstate
compact to provide for a different board selec-
tion process. This amendment, and the legis-
lation I am introducing today, specifies that

The Commission shall consist of 28 mem-
bers who shall be bona fide residents and
qualified voters of the party states and coun-
ties served by the Commission. Election for
vacant seats shall be by majority vote of the
voting members of the Commission board at
a regularly scheduled meeting.

On August 19, 1993, the Alabama Attorney
General’s office rendered an opinion that the
Historical Chattahoochee Commission,

* * * cannot use the amended version of
the enabling legislation to select new board
members until the consent of Congress is
given by the amending of Public Law 95–462.

On February 2, 1994, the Georgia Attorney
General’s office issued an opinion that:

* * * the Georgia amendment expressly re-
quires that both the Georgia and Alabama
amendments of the Historic Chattahoochee
Compact be approved by Congress prior to
becoming effective. Without such approval,
the Commission does not have the authority
to act under the Georgia or Alabama amend-
ment.

With this requirement in mind, it is with
pleasure that I join with my colleagues Rep-
resentative BEVILL, Representative BISHOP,
Representative BROWDER, Representative
CRAMER, and Representative HILLIARD in see-
ing that the amendment to the Historical Chat-
tahoochee Commission’s interstate compact
becomes effective. Senator SHELBY has intro-
duced S. 848 in the Senate and he is joined
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in support by Senators HEFLIN, COVERDELL,
and NUNN.

During the 104th Congress, I look forward to
gaining the support of the House in advancing
this legislation expeditiously, as it has already
been approved by the States of Alabama and
Georgia.
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Mr. BROWDER. Mr. Speaker, Sylacauga,

AL, is an exceptionally pleasant, attractive
community in the Third District of Alabama,
which I have the honor to represent in this
House of Representatives. Members of the
House may be familiar with the fact that the
Capitol contains marble from Sylacauga. So
does the U.S. Supreme Court, the Lincoln Me-
morial and a number of other beautiful build-
ings across America.

Sylacauga is a small, progressive city with
almost 25,000 residents. It has good schools,
libraries, museums, parks, churches, and a di-
versified industrial base—all of the things that
would make a person want to call Sylacauga
home.

One of the city’s best known native sons is
Jim Nabors, who will be coming back home to
Alabama on July 28. The occasion will be
Jim’s presentation of the memorabilia from his
career in entertainment to the native son col-
lection at Sylacauga’s Isabel Anderson Comer
Museum.

Jim’s collection was assembled during more
than 35 years as a singer, actor, and come-
dian. As many of us remember, Jim appeared
for years as the star of ‘‘Gomer Pyle USMC’’
and later in the ‘‘Jim Nabors Hour,’’ where his
remarkable singing ability was featured.

Despite his international fame as a singer
and entertainer, Jim has always taken pride in
introducing himself to the world as a small
town guy ‘‘from Sylacauga, AL.’’ Obviously he
has not forgotten where he came from and it
is equally apparent that Sylacauga has not for-
gotten him.

In addition to the presentation and reception
at the museum, Jim will participate in the
grand finale of Sylacauga’s outstanding pro-
gram in commemoration of the 50th anniver-
sary of the end of World War II. He will open
the celebration with his popular rendition of
the Star Spangled Banner. He also will
present awards and certificates of appreciation
to veterans of World War II.

I want to take this opportunity to congratu-
late the city of Sylacauga on this valuable gift
of Jim Nabor’s memorabilia and to commend
Jim for being the kind of person that his
hometown is proud to remember.
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Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, on July 16 I had

the privilege of addressing a group of Ukrain-

ian-Americans in Glen Spey, NY, concerning
developments in the New Independent State
of Ukraine.

In honor of the upcoming fourth anniversary
of the independence of Ukraine, I would like to
insert some of my remarks into the RECORD at
this point for the review of my colleagues.

As we approach the anniversary of Ukrain-
ian independence this August 24, I invite my
colleagues to join me in expressing our very
best wishes for the success of political and
economic reforms in that important European
State.

Mr. Speaker the text of my speech follows.
I am hopeful that my colleagues may find it of
interest.

It is good to be here with some of my good
friends from the Ukrainian-American com-
munity.

I would like to take a moment to say a few
things about Ukraine, now approaching the
fourth anniversary of its independence.

The last few years have not been easy ones
for the Ukrainian people.

Despite Ukraine’s natural weath—particu-
larly in its agricultural resources—it has
suffered greatly from its dependence on
trade links purposely created by the former
communist regime to control Ukraine—and
from the physical and psychological residue
left in the wake of many decades of com-
munist repression, propaganda and corrup-
tion.

By no means, however, can Ukraine be con-
sidered as down and out.

As we all well know, Ukraine and its peo-
ple have weathered far worse times—times of
world war, times of civil war, times of mass
starvation, and times of fascist and com-
munist dictatorship and atrocities.

I am very confident that, with the help and
understanding of its friends—particularly
that of the United States—Ukraine will
begin to gain its feet and move forward to
the long-term prosperity and democracy it
richly deserves.

I am more confident of this than ever be-
fore, given the strong leadership of Ukrain-
ian President Leonid Kuchma.

Since his election last year, President
Kuchma and his government have moved
with determination to implement the eco-
nomic reforms that Ukraine so badly needs.

In closing, let me note how the United
States has helped and is continuing to help
Ukraine in this difficult time.

We have provided vital assistance to
Ukraine to help it begin retraining its mili-
tary forces and to settle and retrain those of
its troops that are demobilized as Ukraine
dismantles its soviet-era nuclear missiles.

We have assisted Ukraine in arriving at
agreements with Russia concerning Russian
compensation for Ukrainian nuclear war-
heads and concerning Russian energy sup-
plies for Ukraine.

I am also certain that at this time our gov-
ernment is continuing to advise the Ukrain-
ian government on how to arrive at an ac-
ceptable agreement with Russia concerning
the division and basing of the Soviet-era
Black Sea Fleet.

The United States quite frankly played a
crucial role in arranging the recent agree-
ment of Ukrainian debt rescheduling.

That agreement helped Ukraine qualify for
the billions of dollars in loans and credits it
is now receiving from international financial
institutions.

Finally, assistance from the United States
in support of economic reforms in Ukraine is
helping that country in several very impor-
tant ways.

The United States is helping the Ukrainian
government target its limited resources to

best help the most needy segments of its
population during the transformation to a
market-based economy commences.

It is helping train Ukrainian entre-
preneurs, bankers, businessmen and stu-
dents.

The United States is helping transfer
state-owned enterprises to private ownership
by Ukrainian citizens.

It is helping Ukrainian energy industries
to become more efficient and productive.

We are helping the Ukrainian government
and the Ukrainian Parliament to better or-
ganize themselves and operate in a manner
that will fulfill their proper roles in a demo-
cratic government.

The United States is helping Ukraine find
the means to shut down the dangerous reac-
tors at Chernobyl—and to help the unfortu-
nate victims of radiation poisoning from the
1986 reactor explosion, both in Ukraine and
in neighboring Belarus.

Perhaps most important, United States as-
sistance is helping fund programs to explain
to the Ukrainian people the changes that are
underway and how they will help build a bet-
ter Ukraine for them and their children.

In closing, let us, as we look to the future,
realize that we must continue to work to en-
sure the stability of Ukraine—because the
stability of all of Europe may depend upon
it.

In that regard, it makes a great deal of
sense for us to continue assisting Ukraine
and to work to see that Ukraine takes its
rightful place in Europe, particularly with
regard to organizations such as the European
Union and NATO.

May God Bless America.
And, may God bless peace, democracy, and

prosperity for Ukraine.
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MISSED VOTE ON HOUSE
RESOLUTION 192
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OF KANSAS
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Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, due to the fact
that I was unavoidably detained last evening,
I missed the rollcall vote on House Resolution
192, which called for the House inspector gen-
eral to complete a more detailed audit of the
House, Had I been present on rollcall vote No.
525 I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’
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LEGISLATIVE ACCOMPLISHMENTS
OF THE REPUBLICAN LED CON-
GRESS

HON. RON PACKARD
OF CALIFORNIA
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Wednesday, July 19, 1995

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
take this opportunity to taut a few of the ac-
complishments of the 104th Congress. Con-
trary to the claims of the Democratic Leader-
ship Council that despite all the hype about
the Republican revolution, the Republicans
have offered very little, the Republican led
Congress has ended business as usual in
Congress and continues to lead the charge in
implementing the changes mandated by the
American people last November.

On the first day of the 104th Congress we
passed the Congressional Accountability Act
so that Congress applied all laws to itself that
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