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exprodIng &g ' body with ompresse gas
is rt aeoeptobte tO thsee who OPOe the
use of edad hrpeeneen bhme groeds.

There have been expere. with WM MHng
by electroculon, bt tlhis rqies that the

hale fihst be harpooned a d agged by a
cable back to the cateher bout so t the
electrodes can be kaantad. durig which
time the animal is consdeou

It LI clear that the cold hrpoom is the
most inhumane way of kilia and that high
technology humnane" ki Wngeapon that
have been developed are not reliable. These
devices are usually tested under ideal cend-
tons which fall to simulate the rst case
condition

Cold harpoons should not be umed on Uan
species of whale. Given the eel of technol-
ogy possesed by many IWC ebers It
should not be dUlfft to develop a Ine
alernative. The complete ban on t!s archa
ie and Inhumane hunting weapon abd be
enforced and natlom that have obe4ead to
the ban should agree on a date to sop usin
the cold harpoon and withdraw their olec-
tbou

E NAMED INTERIM FAMILYIr COURT JUDOE

.HON. JOHN L NAPIER
-OFr T CAOLLM

IN THE HOUSE Of REPRESE' TATIVS

Wednesday, December 8, 1982
* Mr. NAPIER. Mr. Speaker, I oome
from the small town of Baesttrlle,
S.C., in the northeastern pert of the
State. Bennettsville is located in one
of the smaller counties In the 8tate in
terms of population.

Until I was elected to Congress,
Marlboro County had not been the
home of a Congresma In ts cen-
tury. Congresman John L McLaurin
served in the Congress Just prior to
the turn of the century, and later
served in the U.S. Senate.

Likewise, until recently, Marlboro
County had not been the residence of

te Judical officer for oer for over 100
Last week, however. Bennetts-

attorney Jamie Lee was selected
the vacancy on the Fourth Cir-

Pamily Court to succeed Judge
LeRoy M. Want of Darlington who
died in November.

Mr. Speaker, I want to congratulate
Jamie Iee on his selection and wish
him much suoces as he approaches
his new assignment. His new position
is an extremely important one in the
South Carolina judicial structure. His
court has jurisdiction over domestic
matters and include divorces, adop-
tions, termination of parental rights,
Juveniles, and support and other such
matters-matters which go to the
heart of our family institution.

As one who has practiced law on the
opposing side from Jamie Lee, I feel
extremely comfortable as he assumes
this important post. Jamie Lee has the
temperament of a judge. He is knowl-
edgeable. He is extremely fair. He is
firm. He is compassionate.

Mr. Speaker, the people of Marlboro
County are proud of Judge Lee for his
accomplishment, and I wish to call to
the attention of my colleagues in the

ESSIONAL RECORD D- &riem of RePM
House a recent news accent and an
editorial in the Marlboroa-HyM Advo-
cate of December 2, ~t, whch detail
the anmuineme"t of his selection, his
background, and hi. accomplishments.

Lam Y"a hrNmu FemY Ob=r Jwo
Bemettsvile attorney Jamfe Lee haa been

selected to fill the vacancy in the Cth
calt Family ourt. That vacancy ccured
when Judge LeRoy M. Want of Durmngton
died in November.

Lee, 52, learned of his intertn appelnt-
ment on Monday from S.C. Oom. Richard
Riley. Lee will still have a couple of obsts-
cles to hnde as any opposition that would
Mfe age t Wm has until Friday to do so.
Lee's rnteb h llmb ieta until the legislature
acts in :'to fill the unexpired term.
wthich en*ebd 1.1984.

"It Is a hnor for me. I am very
grateful for'_ appointment and confi-
dence that has been shown in me by the
governor and the Chief Justice." Lee said.

"I realize that Judge Want's shoes will not
be easy to fill but I will do the best job that
I can," Lee said. Want had served as Family
Court Judge since 19 and died on Novem-
ber 9 after a long Illness

FXRST a LO5 YM
Lee will be the ltft _ Jodge to come

from Mrlboro ComlI av er 100 ye
Judge Joshua H. n wes the last to

be namud in 188. "I hope tat I can be a
credit to the couty and to the esimmity.
This is my hmle and it is an hear to hwe
the chance to serve," Lee sad.

Coindntaf, Jamie Lee is a grst t
nephew of Judge Hudson, as is F Clr-
cult Soeter Dure Miller, also of Bea-
nettEv11.

Lee has _b a practicing attorney here
ince graduat fmrom the Usnerity of
South Carolina Law chool in 1959. Lee and
his wife, the former Mary Brede have
three chlldern.

Lee served in the 8C. H of Repre-
sentatives 1982-196 and is a veteran of the
Korean War. He currentl holds the rank of
Lieutenant Colonel In the Uf. Air Foroe
Reserve.

Lee has ao bee an ma e member of the
Marlboro oommnnV as a Shriner, Mason.
in Boy Scouts sad te United Way.

Lee has alo srerd as attorney for the
City of Bennettsville and also for the Marl-
boro County School Board. He has also been
chairman of the Marlboro County Board of
Elections.

Lee ha innormed the Herald-Advocate
that he 1ll i from these obs and also
will close his law practice Work on th had
already started on Wednesday maori

"Whenever you receive a Judg p you
have to close down yor paetice and also
remove yourself from other duties." Lee
said.

His ne position wold man. Lee aid.
that a a Family Court Judge he would hase
Jurrisditin over all dometic claims like di-
verce, adoption, support and Juvenle case

"This means anyone under 17 years old
and would include anything from not going
to sehool to robbing a store," Lee said.

Lee sal that he would be the resident
judge I Marlboro County and his work
would tah h/a to the four counties in the
district (MMJtero, Chesterfield. Darlington.
and Dillon) and wherever else he might be
assigned by the Chief Justice o the S.C. Bu-
preme Court.

DIFFERElT FEQrno
After so many years of being on the other

side of the courtroom, how will it feel to be
behind the bench?

"It will be a different feeling to be re,
but an awful lot of people hase made the

adow/mowl{etO v _ forward to 1
wmmm OIm to .m mak to al the ipem
tM pm me Id will try to do r
best," Lee sad

A OCmrr To Us AiL
The arlboro Herald-Advocate" halls

the appoinent of Bennettsllle attorney
wihe FP. Lee to an interim appointment as

1W Court Judge for the Fourth Judicial
Ciesuit.

Lee's appointment by Go0. Richard W.
Riley this week is a historic one in that It
has been more than 105 years since the last

arrlboro County attorney was named to a
ste bech.

In W7&, Jeshua BHlrya Hudson of Ben-
nAitawe was namd Fourth Judicial Cir-
cuit Judge on Feb. 14, I17 succeeding an-
other Bennettsvife attorney Charles Plnck-
ney Townsend, who at as circuit Judge
since 19.

This is not the tlrst time that Lee's name
hl surced for aesskatis for such a
judgeshlp. When the family court system
was inaugurated in S.C. Lee was then con-
sidered a likely candidate for such a seat,
but was not then named.

it seems very appropriate to us that he
should be named to fill the interim for the
late Judge Leroy Want of Darlington, who
died in office last month.

Lee's credentials are many. illuminating
his career. State Champion B.H.S. Basket-
ban Team member, hnor guard to Gen.
Deaglas Lcrthur. University of S.C. and
UWC Lav SchoQol grdute. former member
of the S.C. House of Representativese attor-
ney In private practice here as well as serv-
ing as attorney for the Marlboro County
Board of Education and City of Bennetts-
ville. and election commissioner for Marl-
boro County.

We congratulate Jamie Lee on this signal
selection and express to him our apprecia-
tion for bringing this coveted podition home
to Marlboro County once again.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. MICHAE D. BARNES
or MARXIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTAn

Wedneaday, December 8, 1982
e Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I was
absent from the House on official busl-
ness on Monday, December 6, 1982. 1
am using this opportunity to ndicante
ray positions on some of the votes eon-
duted on that day in relatiop to HR.
6211, the Surfaoe Transorttion Act.

Rolleall No. 416, "no"; rollcall No.
417, "no"; rollcall No. 418, "no"; roll-
call No. 419, "no"; rollcall No. 420,
"aye"; rollcall No. 421, "aye."

On rolleall No. 422, on Tuesday, De-
cember 7, I would have voted "aye."·

TELECOMMUNICATIONS FOR
THE DISABLED

HN. IIMOT L WIRTH
or COLORADO

IN THE HOUIB OF Er WTATIVECS

Wednesday, December 8, 1982
* Mr. WIRTL Mr. Speaker, the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce has
unanimously reported S. 2355, the
Telecommunications for the Disabled
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Act of 1982. This bill accomplishes two
vital purposes. It changes an intrusive
and ill considered Federal regulation
that would prevent telephone compa-
nies from supplying equipment to deaf
and other handicapped individuals
under the approval of State regulatory
commissions. Second, the legislation
resolves a longstanding dispute within
the telephone industry by directing
the Federal Communications Commls-
sion to establish a technical standard
for the manufacture of telephones
that are compatible with hearing aids.

The regulation that S. 2355 modifies
is scheduled to become effective on
January 1, 1983. Unless Congress acts
this session, disabled Americans will be
unable to obtain tariffed new terminal
equipment after that date. Many dis-
abled persons rely on this equipment
to lead productive, self-sufficient, and
independent lives. Therefore, I am
pleased that the major telephone car-
riers-and unafflllated manufacturers
of telephone equipment-have Joined
with the handicapped community and
State utility commissions to support
this consensus legislation. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to insert
in the RECoRD a selection of their let-
ters, which explain the urgency of this
legislation.

DIsAsLsD Axm=cAs VrrA.uss,
Washington, D.C., September 23, 1982.

Hon. TiMorny E. Wnra,
U.S. House of Representative, Chairman,

Subcommittee on Telecommunications,
Consumer Protection and Finance, Com-
mittee on Enervy and Commerce, Wash-
*ngton, D.C

Dr. CHAIBm Wmra: I am writing to
you in response to the legislation you ar
proposing that Would amend the Communi-
cations Act of 1934 to provide reasonable
access to telephone service for persons with
impaired hearing and enable telephone com-
panies to accommodate persons with other
physical disabilities.

Quite frankly, the Disabled American Vet-
erans has supported efforts to improve the
lives of all American citizens with physical
and mental disabilities, particularly, those
disabled while in the wartime service to the
United States.

A review of the legislation which you are
proposing reveals that essential and fre-
quently used coin operated telephones will
be made compatible for specially equipped
hearing aids utilized by the hearing im-
pairedc

As equally Important, your bill will finally
permit telephone companies to make special
telephone communications equipment avall-
able to the seriously handicapped at afford-
able costs.

Chairman Wirth, the DAV believes that
your proposal will, if enacted, go a long way
towards improving the quality of life for
millions of hearing impaired and physically
handicapped Americans.

On behalf of the 687.000 members of the
Disabled American Veterans, I am pleased
to strongly endorse your proposal and
thank you for your endeavors to enable
handicapped citUzens to gain greater free-

dom and access to the mainstream of Ameri-
can society.

Sincerely yours,
EDWARD O. OALIA,
National Commander.

PARALYZZe Vwrmsus or ARicA,
Bethesda, Md., September 22, 198Z

Hon. Taonrn E. WmTu,
Chairman Subcommittee on Telecommuni-

cations, Consumer Protection, and FL-
nance Committee on Enervy and Com-
merce, U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

DrAR REPLRsEqrATrvz WrRTE: On behalf
of the 11,000 members of Paralyzed Veter-
ans of Amierica, I want to express apprecia-
tion for your efforts to promote access to
the telephone comunications system for in-
dividuals with physical Impairments Your
recognition of the importance of improved
and available communications for disabled
citizens and the essential role modern com-
municatiods play In assisting disabled
people to achieve maximum independence is
gratifying.

Your legislative proposal clearly addresses
many problemr presently facing disabled
citizens regatfflg the acquisition and pay-
ment for specialized communications equip-
ment. The recent Federal Communications
Commlssion decision, Computer UI, would
preclude many individuals from obtaining
this necessary, and often only means of con-
tact with other people including vital medi-
cal and emergency personnel Additionally,
this FCC decision serves to retard techno-
logical Innovations which benefit disabled
people by drastically restricting their use
and potential market.

Under the Computer II decision telephone
companies would be prevented from subsl-
dlzing special and unique equipment which
meet the needs of handicapped individuals
This not only will sever their primary
means of communications but will also, in
certain cases. prevent their gainful employ-
ment. This decision is unduly harsh and re-
strictive as It applies to devices for disabled
people and presents a great hardship and
peril to many of the most catastrophically
disabled citizens.

Again. thank you for your iecognitlon of
this issue. If I or any member of my staff
can further assist you in securing passage of
this legislation, please contact us.

Sincerely yours,
R. JAnr PowmLL,
Executive Director.

NATIONAL EasTER 8xAL Soci8y,
Washington, D.C., September 27, 198Z.

Hon. TrmoTHu E WiaTR,
Chairman, Subcommittee on Telecommuni-

cations Consumer Protection and Ft-
nance, Committee on Energy and Com-
merce Washington, D.C.

DEAR RPasEnTATmV WMT: I am writing
of behalf of the National Easter Seal Soci-
ety to express support for the "Telecommu-
nlcations for the Disabled Act of 1982". We
believe that this bill, H.R. 7168, amends the
Communications Act of 1934 so that the
Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) will address two issues of critical Im-
portance to persons with disabilities. With
respect to individuals with hearing nmpair-
ments, the bill provides for reasonable
access to telephone services Moreover, ELR.
7168 provides states with the flexibility
needed to allow telephone companies to eon-
tinue to meet the unique needs of individ-
uals with disabilities.

The National Society has consistently pro-
moted efforts to provide persons with dis-
abilities every opportunity to achieve fully
productive and independent lives. For this
reason, efforts by the Bell System and other

telephone companies to render the tele-
phone network accessible to persons with
disabilitles have been viewed very favorably.
In the past, these companies have readily
developed and distributed special telephone
equipment for private and public use. By In-
corporating the costs associated with special
terminal equipment into the regular rate
structure, telephone companies have en-
abled thousands of individuals with hearing,
speech, vision or mobility impairments to
purchase telephone service at a reasonable
cost

The National Easter Seal Society is con-
cerned, however, that recent action by the
FCC to deregulate terminal equipment will
Jeopardize access to the telephone network
for persons with disabilities. The FCC's
Computer II decision prohibits state com-
munications commissions from allowing
telephone companies to subsidize terminal
equipment. We believe that this ruling, al-
though apparently not directed at the
equipment used by persons with disabilities,
could, nonetheless, have a devastating
impact on their access to the telephone
system. Unless states are once again allowed
to permit telephone companies to recover a
portion of the development and distribut]e
costs of special terminal equipment, ndi
uals with disabilities may soon be confro,
ed with exorbitant telephone equipmnq
costs Disabled consumers will be force_
either forego the use of the telephone o6r
pay charges considerably higher than those
borne by the general public.

The National Society believes that HR.
7168 provides the necessary statutory flexi-
bility to permit telephone companies to con-
tinue to meet the unique needs of persons
with disabilities at a reasonable charge to
the disabled consumer. Access to the tele-
phone system is crucial to the lives of per-
sons with disabling conditions and should
not be threatened.

Furthermore, the National Easter Seal So-
clety is fully supportive of provisions within
the "Telecommunications for the Disabled
Act of 1982' ensuring reasonable access to
telephone services for person with hearing
impalrments Telephones provided for emer-
gency use or that are used frequently by
persons with hearing impairments should be
made compatible for use with a hearing aid
as soon as possible. We are also encoura
by those sections of HAR. 7168 regar
rulemaking activity and consumer edur
tion. These provisions will further enh_
access to telephone services for persons
impaired hearing.

We were pleased that HR. 7168 received
such strong and favorable support from the
Committee on Energy and Commerce. We
would urge the House to act in an expedi-
tious and equally positive manner.

Sincerely,
JosuPH D. Rowm,

Director of Governmental Affair

AmnIcAN AssOCIATION
or R ro PERasoNs.

Washington, D.C., September 23, 1982.
Hon. TImoTHY E. WmA,
Chairman, Subcommittee on Telecommunt-

cations Consumer Protection, and Ft-
nance, Washington, D.C.

DraR CoNaszssxA WraTE: The American
Association of Retired Persons is writing in
support of H.R. 7168, the Telecommunica-
tions for the Disabled Act of 1982, designed
to promote access to the telephone network
for persons with physical impairments.

We are pleased that this legislation recog-
nizes and begins to address the problem of
telephone receiver incompatibility with
hearing aid telephone pickups The Assod-
ation is concerned that incompatible tele-
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phone equipment is restricting certain Indi-
viduals' access to the use of the telephone-
an integral part of everyday life.

Hearing impairment among the elderly hb
a widespread disability which threatens the
quality of life of our elderly by inhibiting
their communication with others The hear-
ing aid, although not a panacea, is a reha-
bilitative device which provides assistance to
many hearing Impaired elderly. Hearing
aids should serve the hearing impaired el-
derly In as many different situations as po-
sible; using the telephone is one method of
communication which should not be denied
this population.

Nor should access to the telephone be
denied to those individuals with other phys-
ical impairments who need different types
of specalnled telephone equipment. There-
fore, as contained in section (g) of H.R.
7168, it is important that telephone compa-
nies be allowed and encouraged to provide
that' specialized telephone equipment in a
manner which is affordable to those who
need access to the telephone most.

The lack of access to telephones has far-
reaching implications in such problem areat
as freedom from isolation, emergency pro-
tection, equal employment opportunities,

freedom of mobility. For example, there
elderly individuals who suffer from

chronic conditions which restrict
mobility and cause them to be con-
dlto their homes For them, the tele-
e is an essential tool for communica-

tion. It may be the only or major means for
them to have contact with others and there-
by provide protection from social Isolation
In an emergency situation, the telephone
may be their only resource for obtaining as-
sistance.

Again, AARP supports H.R. 7168, the
Telecommunications for the Disabled Act of
1982, and urges that this legislation be acted
upon favorably during this session of Con-
gresa

Sincerely,
PZea W. Huom,

Legislative Counsel

STATE or MICHIGAN,
DErARmNT or CommERCE

Lansing, Mich., September 24,1982.
Hon. TnimoTH Wam-,m
Chairman, U.S. House of Reprentaive

cubcomm.ttee on Telecommunication,
tuumet Protection and Finance,

_P Washtngton, D.C
AX RpntraTvir WraIrH: I am writing

_ou today to express my support for H.R.
h8. This bill will provide access to tele-

phone service for persons with impaired
hearing and it will also enable telephone
companies to provide other specialized ter-
ninal equipment needed by persons whose
hearing, speech, vision or mobility is im-
paired. In the latter instance, the bill au-
thorizes State commissions to allow carriers
to recover in their regulated service tariffs
reasonable costs of this equipment not
charged directly to the users of this equip-
ment. I commend you for introducing this
legislation and support you in your efforts
to enact this bill.

Sincerely,
Erac J. 8CMlMDxwnqMo,

Chairman.

C!NTEL.
Washington, D.C., September 24 1982

Hon. Joya D. Dnoma.
Chairman, House Energy and Commerce

Committee
Washington, D.C

DryA Ma. DnRosu We understand that
your committee has been very receptive to
newly introduced H.R. 7168. the Teleco
munications for the Disabled Act of 1982.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - Extensiom of Remarks
H.R. 7168 Is a bill designed to achieve a

worthwhile objective. Moreover, It involves
minimal regulatory involvement and limited
oost to telephone manufacturers, telephone

pccal*a and ratepayers. A similar bill, 8.
UM w recently passed by the Senate, and

we dofted that bill
Ceazll Corporation supports your actions

and the efforts of Mr. Wlrth and the bill's
other cosponsors to move this legislation to
the full House. I shall be happy to encour-
age support for HR 7168 as incorporated
into S. 2355 among our representatives in
the full House.

Very truly your,
MaDnm T. McCur.

AIacAv SPxna-
LAuniAOE-HzWIAOr AssocIATION,

Rockvill, Md., October 13, 1982.
Hon. Jo T. Bao,-,t,
U.S. Hose of Representattve
Washitnton D.C.

D!A, RasmrrArIv BRoYH!,: The
American 8peech-I.nguage-Hearlng Associ
aton (A A supports 8. 2355 as amended
to incorporate the changes provided by HR.
7168, the 'elecommunications for the Dis-
abled Act of 1982. We agree with the four
points discussed under Section 2 of the bill
and find that the new section, Telephone
Service for the Disabled, appropriately re-
solves many of the difficulties the speech,
language and hearing Impaired have had
with obtaining and funding the correct tele-
phone.

The telephone is an important part of the
lives of most Americans and, therefore, the
telephone should be as accessible as possible
for those Ameriecanswho have ommunica-
tive disorders. hASBHA testified on May 6,
1982, before tbM8enate Subcommittee on
Com nications, there is a rise in incidence
of hearing loss in our country. The National
Center for Health Statistics reported that in
1971 there were 14.5 million individuals with
hearing impairment and that by 1977 the
figure rose to well over 16 million. We need
to be certain that those who have a hearing
loss serious enough to warrant the wearing
of a hearing aid find that telephones are
compatible Ah the induction coils of their
hearing aid, ASHA would like to see the
telephoneeaompanles required to insure
availability of induction conl telephones in
all settings. These induction col units are
readily available at present and al consum-
ers and telephone-personnel should be made
aware that ordering a more useful tele-
phone for their ham or office is possble;
The bill calls for the belhg of pacaging
material and ths aseot should remedy the
situation in the bam and workplaces of
the hearing impi .The necessity of com-
patible essentlealephones mandated by
the bill would improve ease of telephones by
the hearing impaired when outside of their
homes and work environments.

It is our hope that you will support the
proptg passage of S. 2355 during the post-
electa session of the 97th Congress.

-S~tnswly,
r~- U x C. WHm, Ph. D,

Director, Reimbursement Policy Difviio

Aumrcan Conm oi Tm Buno,
Washitaton, D.C. September 27, 1982

Re Tel ~ b for the Dsabled
Act.

Hon. Tnruoeun WM
U.S. House ofslmentativea,
Washineton, E.
Attention: Scott Raffertl.

DEAR ERxzrrTATIm Wra:s On behalf
of the thousands of members of the Amer-
em Cvdl of the Bllnd pleaseit me tabk
th4ppgertunity to express our get for
tl& joisemannluostoens for the Disabled
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Act We believe that this legislation wv be
of benefit not only to hearing Impaired
people but also to other handlkapped per-
sons such as deaf-blind individual who
need eoatly, highly specialized telephone
equipment.

We believe that the local telephone com-
panies should be permitted to subsidize the
cost of special eqppment and installation
from the general rate base.

We appreciate your efforts in connection
with this legislation and hope that this bill
will be passed by the House without delay.

Very truly yours,
J. Scorr MARSHAw L

Director of Governmental Affair

Washington, D.C. September 27. 1982.
Hon. TnhorT E.K Wrra,
Chairman, Telecommunicattons and Fti-

nance Subcommittee, Washington, D.C
-DAR Comoassamx WraTH; The under-

signed organltions appreciate your efforts
in developing and introducing the Telecom-
munications for the Disabled Act of 1982.
We support the bill in its extension of the
oompatibility requirements of 8. 2355 to
emergency phones, hospital phones and
similar phones. We are also very supportive
of the provisions which enable state utility
commissions to allow telephone companies
to recover costs of special terminal equip-
ment for the disabled such as those who are
deaf, vision-impaired or immoble. Technol-
ogy has developed at a rapid rate in tele-
communications for the disabled. These ad-
vances can permit severely disabled people
to live independent lives; lives that might
otherwise be relegated to institutions. This
kind of technological development, together
with architectural and design developments
and developments in medical technology
permit the disabled to lead much more pro-
ductive lives

The membership of our organizations pro-
vides health care and related services to dis-
abled people. The goal of our services-the
rehabilitation of the physically disabled-is
dependent on the access of disabled people
to communicstlen systems Your bill is im-
portant to us for It makes telecommunica-
tions advances fcially feasible to the
disabled.

Sincerely,
American Congress dt Rehabilitation

Medicine; American Academy of Phys-
ical Medicine & Rehabilitation; and
Association of Academic Psychiatrists.

By Their Counsel:
RICEAID i. Vav,, IZe

NoarT AxcucSa TmLEPHOm
Associanow.

WasMngto D.C., November 30, 1982.
Hon. Ti WmrH,
House of Represetatves
Waotsi*on, D.C.

DZa O a WI raT Your staff has
asked for Y views of the North American
Telephone he on H.R. 7168L The
Telecomm unicat the Disabled Act of
1982 As you per~h we were pleased
to have been invited to participate in Ut d-
velopment of this important legislation
Upon review of the final provisions of the
Bill and Its Report bIed be Conw-
Dingell for the House Conrttee on lgy
and Commerce on Se~kar 28, IB we
wish you to know that we stu 0m
enactment a the legislation in e *
now submitted.



E 5018 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - Extensions c
We have particularly appreciated the co- would be extended to ocean-mining firms on

operation of your staff in working with us the basis of their existing assets and not
to acc-mplish this taskI their ability to produce seabed minerals,

Sincerely. The advantage of a treaty, then, would
EDw.n B. Svac, not be in the area of financing but in pro-

.ectuie Di.rector* viding the clnate in which potential seabed
developers might risk their capital on such
ventures And the industry seems willing to

LAW OF THE SEA TREATY

HON. JACK FIELDS
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPREESENTATIVE
Wednesday, December 8, 1982

* Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I com-
mend this article from Reason maga-
zine to the attention of my colleagues:

LIs WrrouTr mT TREATY
What happens If the US government

stands firm in its decision not to sign the
, United Nations law of the Sea treaty? Does

it leave the United States in international
isolation? Will it be Impossible for US firms
ever to mine the seabed?

It is true that on April 30 the United
States was joined by only three other na-
tions in voting against the Conference
treaty. In the aftermath, the words 'tolat-
ed" and 'solation" have shown up fre-
quently in news reports and former dlplo-
mats' comments on the US vote and on
President Reagan's July Announcement that
the United States would not be signing the
agreement.

Yet 17 other nations-including the Soviet
Union, Britain, and West Germanv-falied,
by abstaining, to vote for the treaty. Al-
though greatly outnumbered by the 130 na-
tions voting for the agreement, the abstain-
ing and nay-voting countries are the source
of 60 percent of world production and of
contributions to the United Nations. In fact,
the only major Indistrial nations voting for
the treaty were France and Japan-and
both pointed out that they were not saying
whether they would ultimately ratify the
treaty.

Sixty ratifications are needed for the
treaty to go into effect, but analysts now
speculate that they may be a long time in
coming. Moreover, If 60 ratifications do
come through, they may well be mainly
from small nations If s, the US govern-
ment's desire for further negotiations on an
alternative "minitreaty" could bear fruit.
The now-defunct Reciprocating States
Agreement (RSA)-negotiated by Prance,
West Germany, Britain, and the United
States within the context of UNCLO--
could be the starting point.

The aim of the R8A was to provide a
framework for harmonizing national ocean-
mining legislation among its signatories and
for delineating mine sites. It was to be open
to signing by any nation, signatory or non-
signatory to the law of the Sea treaty, in-
dustrial or developing. It attempted, not to
regulate seabed mining, but to provide an
international legal environment in which
development of oceanbed resources might
proceed.

Critics of the US stance against the UN
treaty worry that, without it, US firms will
be unable to obtain financing for the huge
capital investments needed to explore and
mine the ocean floor. The mining industry
itself, however, has enthusiastically sup-
ported the Reagan administration's refusal
to sign the treaty. As pointed out in a Heri-
tage Foundation report ("The Law of the
Sea Treaty: Can the US Afford to Sign?"), it
seems doubtful that financing would be
forthcoming anyway under the restrictive
conditions imposed by the treaty, ad with
or without the Law of the Sea treaty, credit

bet on there being a viable alternative to
the Law of the Sea regime.e

HON. HENRY 8. REUSS

SpEECa or

HON. JOHN J. LaFALCE
or Nrzw YORK

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATrvES

Tuesday, December 7, 1982
* Mr. LA FALCE. Mr. Speaker, for the
past 8 years, I have had the privilege
of serving with a truly gifted man, an
individual who will leave his mark on
this body When he retires at the end of
the 97th Congress. Today, Mr. Speak-
er, I wish to take a few moments to
pay tribute to the work and the genius
of my dear friend and colleague,
HrERY REUss.

During his 28 years as the US. Rep-
resentative from Wisconsin's fifth
Congressional District, Hmwa Rznss
has employed his intellectual gifts to
improve our banking system, to en-
hance international relations, to speed
pollution control efforts and, in his
last term, to focus special attention on
the chronic needs of our economy. It
has been a career marked by brilliant
Ideas, and this chamber will be at a
loss to replace the man and his genius.

Even a cursory review of those 28
years reveals the extent of this bril-
liance. As a young Congressman from
Milwaukee, HNxRY developed the idea
of the Peace Corps and saw it bloom
into one of America's best-known and
admired tools of foreign aid. 8eVeral
years later, as America's attention fo-
cused on the problems of pollution, he
unearthed the unused Refuse Act of
1899, which prohibited the dumping of
pollutants into navigable waters. He
used the act to file hundreds of law-
suits and turned over the money won
to Wisconsin's Department of Natural
Resources to help its antipollution
programs.

His leadership as chairman of the
House Banking Committee built the
groundwork for major changes in Fed-
eral regulation of the financial Institu-
tions industry. Having worked closely
with Chairman Rguss on such matters
as the Depository Institutions Deregu-
lation and Monetary Control Act of
1980, I know that his vision for a mod-
ernized banking system has been in-
strumental in the changes now under-
way in this industry.

I also know that his leadership skills
were instrumental in creating and
passing the financial package neces-
sary to save New York City from bank-
ruptcy in the mid-1970's. As a young
member of-the Economic Stabilization
SubconmIlttee, I took a special Inter-
est in this legislation because of its po-
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tential effects on my home State of
New York and other cities across
America. Thinking back to those
times, it is difficult to recall a more
complex and emotional battle at the
subcommittee and committee level It
was a privilege to serve on a committee
led by an individual who allowed all
parties to be heard and who forced the
committee to produce a strong and
reasoned bill.

On the Joint Economic Committee,
both as chairman during this Congress
and as a member during previous ses-
sions, H=nRY's strong and forceful
voice has been heard often. Over a
decade ago. HENRY authored a contro-
versial JEC subcommittee report
urging the Nixon administration to
close the gold window and move to a
system of floating exchange rates.
During this Congress, with our eco-
nomic future uncertain, Chairman
REUss has conducted one of the most
aggressive and broadminded hear
schedules in this history of the
mittee. During the Reuss era, the
has held over 170 days of hearings
issued approximately 15 percent of
total number of publications--studies,
reports, hearing records-in the 36-
year history of the committee. Those
hearings have touched virtually every
facet of the national and international
economic scene. Included among those
hearing topics have been agricultural
policy, the Nation's economic outlook,
deregulation of natural gas, defense
spending, the economic status of
women, President Reagan's New Fed-
eralism proposals, urban policy, inter-
national trade, income distribution,
and the Federal budget. The commit-
tee has published reports on Poland,
studies of the economic- situation in
Cuba, and researched the status of the
semiconductor industry in Eastern
Europe and Its effect on our try
with Soviet bloc nations. _

Chairman REuss's strong and
sistent efforts to focus on issues
fecting the stability and growth
America's economy are-symbolic of his
-personal commitment to this Cham-
ber. Even as he began the work of
packing 28 years of work, he developed
and proposed a program of Infrastruc-
ture investment and job creation that
the House will consider during this
special session.

Mr. Speaker, in The Other America,
author Michael Hartington wrote
that-

The millions who are poor in the United
States tend to become Increasingly
Invisible. * * * It takes an effort of the in-
tellect and will even to see them.

For over a quarter of a century,
HmNRY Rruss has commanded his in-
tellect to see the pressing needs of this
Nation. The legacy he leaves behind is
one of vigor and brilliance in pursuit
of improved economic conditions for
all people.·

of Remarks
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exploding a living body with compresed ga
Is not acceptable to those who oppose the
use of cold harpoons on humane grounds.

There have been experiments with killin
by electrocution, but this requires that the
whale first be harpooned and dragged by a
cable back to the catcher boat so that the
electrodes can be implanted, during which
time the animal Is conscious

It i clear that the cold harpoon Is the
most Inhumane way of kmlin and that high
technology "humane" killing weapons that
have been developed are not reliable. These
devices are usually tested under deal condi-
tions which fall to simulate the worst cue
conditions

Cold harpoons should not be used on any
species of whale. Given the level of technol-
og possessed by many IWC members, it
should not be difficult to develop a humane
alternative. The complete ban on this archa-
ic and inhumane hunting weapon should be
enforced and nations that have objected to
the ban should agree on a date to stop using
the cold harpoon and withdraw their objec-
tions.e

LEE NAMED INTERIM FAMILY
COURT JUDGE

HON. JOHN L NAPIER
or sotU'r CAROLINA

IN u HOUSE OFP REPREZSTATIVZS

Wednesday, December 8, 1982

* Mr. NAPIER. Mr. Speaker, I come
from the small town of Bennettsvllle,
S.C., in the northeastern part of the
State. Bennettsville is located in one
of the smaller counties In the State In
terms of population.

Until I was elected to Congress,
Marlboro County had not been the
home of a Congressman in this cen-
tury. Congressman John L. McLaurin
served in the Congress just prior to
the turn of the century, and later
served In the U.S. Senate.

Likewise, until recently, Marlboro
County had not been the residence of
a State judicial officer for over 100
years. Last week, however, Bennetts-
ville attorney Jamie Lee was selected
to fill the vacancy on the Fourth Cir-
cuit Family Court to succeed Judge
LeRoy M. Want of Darlington who
died in November.

Mr. Speaker, I want to congratulate
Jamie Lee on his selection and wish
him much success as he approaches
his new assignment. His new position
is an extremely important one in the
South Carolina judicial structure. His
court has jurisdiction over domestic
matters and include divorces, adop-
tions, termination of parental rights,
Juveniles, and support and other such
matters-matters which go to the
heart of our family institution.

As one who has practiced law on the
opposing side from Jamie Lee, I feel
extremely comfortable as he assumes
this important post. Jamie Lee has the
temperament of a judge. He is knowl-
edgeable. He is extremely fair. He Is
firm. He is compassionate.

Mr. Speaker, the people of Marlboro
County are proud of Judge Lee for his
accomplishment, and I wish to call to
the attention of my colleagues in the
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House a recent news account and an
editorial in the Marlboro-Herald Advo-
cate of December 2, 1982, which detail
the announcement of his selection, his
background, and his accomplishments.

Lax NHaD INm FPMILY CoumT Jvmor
Bennettsville attorney Jame Lee has been

selected to fill the vacancy in the 4th Cir-
cutt Family Court. That vacancy occurred
when Judge LeRoy M. Want of Darllngton
died in November.

Lee, 52, learned of his Interim appoint-
ment on Monday from SC. Gov. Richard
Riley. Lee will still have a couple of obsta-
cles to hurdle a any opposition that would
file against him has until Friday to do so.
Lee's interim term lats until the legislature
acts in 1985 to fill the unexpired term,
which ends March 1 1984

"It is a great honor for me. I am very
grateful for the appointment and confl-
dence that has been shown in me by the
governor and the Chief Justice," Lee said.

"I realie that Judge Want's shoes will not
be easy to fill but I will do the best job that
I can," Lee said. Want had served as Family
Court Judge since 1977 and died on Novem-
ber 9 after a long illnem

FIRsT IN 105 YrAR·
Lee will be the first state Judge to come

from Marlboro County in over 100 years.
Judge Joshua H. Hudson was the last to

be named in 1878. "I hope that I can be a
credit to the county and to the community.
This is my home and It is an honor to have
the chance to serve," Lee said

Coincidentally, Jamie Lee Is a great-great
nephew of Judge Hudson, as Fb ourth Cir-
cuit Solicitor DuPre Miller, also of Ben-
nettsville.

Lee has been a practicin attorney here
since graduating from the University of
South Carolina Law School in 1959. Lee and
his wife, the former Mary Breeden, have
three chlldern.

Lee srved in the B.C. House of Repre-
sentatives 1962-1866 and is a veteran of the
Korean War. He currently holds the rank of
Lieutenant Colonel in the U.S. Air Force
Reserve.

Lee has also been an active member of the
Marlboro community as a Shriner, Mason.
in Boy Scouts and the United Way.

Lee has also served as attorney for the
City of Bennettsville and also for the Marl-
boro County School Board. He has also been
chairman of the Marlboro County Board of
Elections.

Lee has informed the Herald-Advocate
that he will resign from these jobs and also
will close his law practice. Work on that had
already started on Wednesday morning.

"Whenever you receive a Judgeship you
have to close down your practice and also
remove yourself from all other duties." Lee
said.

His new position would mean, Lee said,
that as a Family Court Judge he would have
Jurisdiction over all domestic claimr like di-
vorce, adoption, support and Juvenile cases

"This means anyone under 17 years old
and would Include anything from not going
to school to robbing a store," Lee said.

Lee said that he would be the resident
Judge in Marlboro County and his work
would take him to the four counties in the
district (Marlboro, Chesterfield, Darllngton.
and Dillon) and wherever else he might be
assigned by the Chief Justice of the S.C. Su-
preme Court.

DIFFERTr r 0maI

After so many years of being on the other
side of the courtroom, how will it feel to be
behind the bench?

"It will be a different feeling to be sure,
but an awful lot of people have made the
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adtjstment and I am looking forward to it. I
would like to say thmnks to all the people
that helped me and I will try to do my
best," Le Said.

A Carr ro Us ALL
The "Marlboro Herald-Advocate" halls

the appointment of Bennettsvllle attorney
Jamie F. Lee to an Interim appointment as
FPamiy Court Judge for the Fourth Judicial
Circuit.

Lee's appointment by Oov. Richard W.
Riley this week is a historic one in that it
has been more than 105 years since the last
Marlboro County attorney was named to a
state bench.

In 1878, Joshua Hillary Hudson of Ben-
nettsville was named Fourth Judicial Cir-
cuit Judge on Feb. 14, 1878. succeeding an-
other Bennettsvlille attorney Charles Pinck-
ney Townsend, who sat a drcuit Judge
since 1873.

This Is not the first time that Lee's name
ha surfaced for consideration for such a
Judgeship. When the family court system
was inaugurated in S.C., Lee was then con-
sidered a likely candidate for such a seat,
but was not then named.

It seems very appropriate to us that he
should be named to fill the interim for the
late Judge Leroy Want of Darlington, who
died in office last month.

Lee's credentials are many, illuminating
his career: State Champion B.H.S. Basket-
ball Team member, honor guard to Gen.
Douglas McArthur, University of S.C. and
USC Law School graduate, former member
of the S.C. House of Representatives, attor-
ney in private practice here as well as serv-
ing as attorney for the Marlboro County
Board of Education and City of Bennetts-
ville, and election commissioner for Marl-
boro County.

We congratulate Jamle Lee on this signal
selection and express to him our apprecia-
tion for bringing this coveted position home
to Marlboro County once agalLne

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. MICHAEL D. BARNES
or MARYLAoD

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESKNTATIVES

Wednesday,. December 8, 1982

* Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I was
absent from the House on official busi-
ness on Monday, December 6,. 1982. I
am using this opportunity to indicate
my positions on some of the votes con-
ducted on that day in relation to H.R.
6211, the Surface Transportation Act.

Rollcall No. 416, "no"; rollcall No.
417, "no"; roIlcall No. 418, "no"; roll-
call No. 419, "no"; rollcall No. 420,
"aye"; rollcall No. 421, "aye."

On rollcall No. 422, on Tuesday, De-
cember 7, I would have voted "aye."o

TELECOMMUNICATIONS FOR
THE DISABLED

HON. TIMOTHY E. WIRTH
or coLoRADo

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, December 8, 1982
* Mr. WIRTH. Mr. Speaker, the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce has
unanimously reported S. 2355, the
Telecommunications for the Disabled
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Act of 1982. This bill accomplishes two
vital purposes. It changes an intrusive
and ill considered Federal regulation
that would prevent telephone compa-
nies from supplying equipment to deaf
and other handicapped individuals
under the approval of State regulatory
commlssions. Second, the legislation
resolves a longstanding dispute within
the telephone industry by directing
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion to establish a technical standard
for the manufacture of telephones
that are compatible with hearing aids.

The regulation that S. 2355 modifies
is scheduled to become effective on
January 1, 1983. Unless Congress acts
this session, disabled Americans will be
unable to obtain tariffed new terminal
equipment after that date. Many dis-
abled persons rely on this equipment
to lead productive, self-sufficient, and
independent lives. Therefore, I am
pleased that the major telephone car-
riers-and unaffiliated manufacturers
of telephone equipment-have joined
with the handicapped community and
State utility commissions to support
this consensus legislation. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to Insert
in the RacoRD a selection of their let-
ters, which explain the urgency of this
legislation.

DIrsaLs AmRIcAm VrrEaSum,
Washington, D.C., September 2, 1982.

Hon. ToTnry E. WraTH,
U.S House of RePresentatitvc Chairman,

Subcommittee on Telecommunications,
Consumer Protection and Finance, Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, Wash-
tngton, D.C.

Drsa CHAIRMAN WirTH: I am writing to
you In response to the legislation you are
proposing that would amend the Communl-
cations Act of 1934 to provide reasonable
access to telephone service for persons with
impaired hearing and enable telephone com-
panies to accommodate persons with other
physical disabilities.

Quite frankly, the Disabled American Vet-
erans has supported efforts to improve the
lives of all American citizens with physical
and mental disabilities, particularly, those
disabled while In the wartime service to the
United States

A review of the legislation which you are
proposing reveals that essential and fre-
quently used coin operated telephones will
be made compatible for specially equipped
hearing aids utilized by the hearing Im-
paired.

As equally important, your bill will finally
permit telephone companies to make special
telephone communications equipment avail-
able to the seriously handicapped at afford-
able costs.

Chairman Wlrth, the DAV believes that
your proposal will, if enacted, go a long way
towards improving the quality of life for
millions of hearing impaired and physically
handicapped Americans.

On behalf of the 687,000 members of the
Disabled American Veterans, I am pleased
to strongly endorse your proposal and
thank you for your endeavors to enable
handicapped citizens to gain greater free-
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dom and acem to the maintream of Ameri-
can society.

Sincerely yours,
EDwAnD 0. OALtw,
National Commander.

PARALYED VmrEzas or A rIcA,
Bethesda Md., September 22, 1982.

Hon. TnmaroT E. WmTa,
Chairman Subcommittee on Telecommuni-

cations, Consumer Protection, and Fi-
nance Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, U.S. House o Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

-DrAR RzPRsznsTATrv Wrarm On behalf
of the 11,000 members of Paralyzed Veter-
ans of America, I want to express apprecia-
tion for your efforts to promote access to
the telephone comunicatlons system for in-
dividuals with physical Impairments. Your
recognition of the Importance of Improved
and available communications for disabled
citizens and the essential role modern com-
munications play in assisting disabled
people to achieve maximum independence is
gratifying.

Your legislative proposal clearly addresses
many problems presently facing disabled
citizens regarding the acquisition and pay-
ment for specialized communications equip-
ment. The recent Federal Communications
Commission decision, Computer IL, would
preclude many individuals from obtaining
this necessary, and often only meana of con-
tact with other people including vital medi-
cal and emergency personnel Additionally,
this FCC decision serves to retard techno-
logical innovations which benefit disabled
people by drastically restricting their use
and potential market.

Under the Computer II decision telephone
companies would be prevented from subsi-
dizing special and unique equipment which
meet the needs of handicapped individuals
This not only will sever their primary
means of communications but will also, in
certain cases, prevent their galnful employ-
ment. This decision is unduly harsh and re-
strictive as it applies to devices for disabled
people and presents a great hardship and
peril to many of the most catastrophically
disabled citizens

Again, thank you for your recognition of
this issue. If I or any member of my staff
can further assist you In securing passage of
this legislation, please contact uL

Sincerely yours,
R. JACK POWUL,
Executive Director.

NAnonAL EASTER 8AL SocIrR,
Washington, D.C., September 27, 1982

Hon. TnroTwH E. WrEra,
Chairman, Subcommittee on Telecommunt-

catfons, Consumer Protection and Fit-
nance, Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, Washtngton, D.C

DEA RPRESENTAT£ V WIRTH: I am writing
of behalf of the National Easter Seal Soci-
ety to express support for the '"Telecommu-
nications for the Disabled Act of 1982". We
believe that this bill, HR. 7188, amends the
Communications Act of 1934 so that the
Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) will address two issues of critical im-
portance to persons with disabilities. With
respect to individuals with hearing impair-
ments, the bill provides for reasonable
access to telephone services. Moreover, H.R
7168 provides states with the flexibility
needed to allow telephone companies to con-
tinue to meet the unique needs of individ-
uals with disabilities

The National Society has consistently pro-
moted efforts to provide persons with dis-
abilities every opportunity to achieve fully
productive and independent lives For this
reason, efforts by the Bell System and other
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telephone companlies to render the tele-
phone network accessible to persons with
disabilities have been viewed very favorably.
In the past, these companies have readily
developed and distributed special telephone
equipment for private and public use. By in-
corporating the costs associated with special
terminal equipment into the regular rate
structure, telephone companies have en-
abled thousands of individuals with hearing,
speech, vision or mobility impairments to
purchase telephone service at a reasonable
cost.

The National Easter Seal Society is con-
cerned, however, that recent action by the
FCC to deregulate terminal equipment will
jeopardize access to the telephone network
for persons with disabilities. The PCC's
Computer II decision prohibits state com-
munications commissions from allowing
telephone companies to subsidize terminal
equipment. We believe that this ruling, al-
though apparently not directed at the
equipment used by persons with disabilities,
could, nonetheless, have a devastating
impact on their access to the telephone
system. Unless states are once again allowed
to permit telephone companies to recover a
portion of the development and distribution
costs of special terminal equipment, Indlvid-
uals with disabilities mav soon be confront-
ed with exorbitant telephone equipment
costs Disabled consumers will be forced to
either forego the use of the telephone or
pay charges considerably higher than those
borne by the general public.

The National Society believes that H.R.
7168 provides the necessary statutory flexi-
bility to permit telephone companies to con.
tinue to meet the unique needs of persons
with disabilities at a reasonable charge to
the disabled consumer. Access to the tele-
phone system Is crucial to the lives of per-
sons with disabling conditions and should
not be threatened.

Furthermore., the National Easter Seal So-
ciety is fully supportive of provisions within
the "Telecommunications for the Disabled
Act of 1982" ensuring reasonable access to
telephone services for person with hearing
impairments. Telephones provided for emer-
gency use or that are used frequently by
persons with hearing impairments should be
made compatible for use with a hearing aid
as soon as possible. We are also encouraged
by those sections of H.R. 7168 regarding
rulemaking activity and consumer educa-
tion. These provisions will further enhance
access to telephone services for persons with
impaired hearing.

We were pleased that H.R. 7168 received
such strong and favorable support from the
Committee on Energy and Commerce. We
would urge the House to act in an expedi-
tious and equally positive manner.

Sincerely,
JoszH D. RoIm,

Director of Governmental Affairs.

AMRaIrcA AssocATIno
or RIRrD PERsoNS,

Washington, D.C., September 23, 1982.
Hon. TrioTry E. WraTH,
Chairman, Subcommittee on Telecommuni-

cations, Consumer Protection, and Ft-
nance, Washington, D.C.

DrAR CoNRoassms WIRnT~ The American
Association of Retired Persons is writing in
support of H.R. 7168, the Telecommunica-
tions for the Disabled Act of 1982, designed
to promote access to the telephone network
for persons with physical impairments.

We are pleased that this legislation recog-
nizes and begins to address the problem of
telephone receiver incompatibility with
hearing aid telephone pickups. The Associ-
ation is concerned that incompatible tele-
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phone equipment is restricting certain indl-
viduals' access to the use of the telephone-
an Integral part of everyday life.

Hearing impairment among the elderly is
a widespread disability which threatens the
quality of life of our elderly by inhibiting
their communication with others. The hear-
ing aid, although not a panacea, is a reha-
billitative device which provides assistance to
many hearing impaired elderly. Hearing
aids should serve the hearing impaired el-
derly in as many different situations a pow
sible; using the telephone is one method of
communication which should not be denied
this population.

Nor should access to the telephone be
denied to those individuals with other phys-
ical impairments who need different types
of specialized telephone equipment. There-
fore, as contained in section (g) of HJR.
7168, it is important that telephone compa-
nies be allowed and encouraged to provide
that specialized telephone equipment in a
manner which is affordable to those who
need access to the telephone most.

The lack of access to telephones has far-
reaching implications in such problem areas
as freedom from isolation. emergency pro-
tection, equal employment opportunities,
and freedom of mobility. For example, there
are elderly individuals who suffer from
severe chronic conditions which restrict
their mobility and cause them to be con-
fined to their homes. For them, the tele-
phone is an essential tool for communica-
tion. It may be the only or major means for
them to have contact with others and there-
by provide protection from social isolation.
In an emergency situation, the telephone
may be their only resource for obtaining as-
sistance.

Again, AARP supports HLR, 7168. the
Telecommunications for the Disabled Act of
1982, and urges that this legislation be acted
upon favorably during this session of Con-
gress.

Sincerely,
Prra W. HuoaMS,

Legislative Counsel

STan orF McuIoGAN,
DEPAR-rm or CoimMce,

Lansing, Mich, September 24, 1982.
Hon. TIMoTHY WriTH,
Chairman, U.S. House of Representatives,

Subcommittee on Telecommunications,
Consumer Protection and Financ4e
Washington, D.C.

DEAR RzPRsmRrArvx WinT: I am writing
to you today to express my support for HER.
7168. This bill will provide access to tele-
phone service for persons with impaired
hearing and it will also enable telephone
companies to provide other specialized ter-
minal equipment needed by persons whose
hearing, speech, vision or mobility is im-
paired. In the latter instance, the bill au-
thorizes State commissions to allow carriers
to recover in their regulated service tariffs
reasonable costs of this equipment not
charged directly to the users of this equip-
ment. I commend you for introducing this
legislation and support you in your efforts
to enact this bill.

Sincerely,
Eiac J. Sc DznxWurwo,

Chairman.

Washington, D.C, September Z4, 1982
Hon. Jomn D. DIaimi,
Chairman, House Energy and Commerce

Committee,
Washington, D.C

DAR ML DngLnu We understand that
your oommittee has been very receptive to
newly introduced H.R. 7168, the Telecom-
munications for the Disabled Act of 1982.

H.R. 7168 is a bill designed to achieve a
worthwhile objective. Moreover, it involves
minimal regulatory involvement and limited
Cost to telephone manufacturers, telephone
companies and ratepayera A similar bill, a
2355, ws recently passed by the Senate, and
we supported that bill.

Central Corporation supports your actions
and the efforts of Mr. Wlrth and the bill's
other cosponsors to move this legislation to
the full House. I shall be happy to encour-
age support for H.R. 7168 as incorporated
into 8. 2355 among our representatives in
the full House.

Very truly yours,
Maarnt T. McCuv

AmuAxR 8Sz.cn-
LAGvUAoa-HAtrNOra AssocIAnoN,

Rockvile, Md., October 13, 1982
Hon. JAms T. BRoymLL,
U.S. House of Representatves
Washington, D.C

DZA RrPaRrEATIVr BROWY1.=: The
American Speech-Language-Hearing Associ-
ation (ASHA) supports 8. 2355 as amended
to Incorporate the changes provided by H.R.
7168, the 'elecommunicatlons for the Dis-
abled Act of 1982. We agree with the four
points discussed under Section 2 of the bill
and find that the new section, Telephone
Service for the Disabled, appropriately re-
solves many of the difficulties the speech,
language and hearing Impaired have had
with obtainin and funding the correct tele-
phone.

The telephone is an Important part of the
lives of most Americans and, therefore, the
telephone should be as accessible as possible
for those Americans who have communica-
tiUve disorders. As ASHA testified on May 6,
1982, before the Senate Subcommittee on
Communications, there s a rise In incidence
of hearing loss in our country. The National
Center for Health Statistics reported that in
1971 there were 14.5 million individuals with
hearing Impairment and that by 1977 the
figure rose to well over 16 million. We need
to be certain that those who have a hearing
loss serious enough to warrant the wearing
of a hearing aid find that telephones are
compatible with the induction coils of their
hearing aids ASHA would like to see the
telephone companles required to Insure
availability of induction coil telephones in
all settings These induction coil units are
readily available at present and all consum-
ers and telephone personnel should be made
aware that ordering a more useful tele-
phone for their home or office is possible.
The bill calls for the labeling of packaging
material and this action should remedy the
situation in the homes and workplaces of
the hearing impaired. The necessity of com-
patible essential telephones mandated by
the bill would improve ease of telephones by
the hearing impaired when outside of their
homes and work environments

It is our hope that you will support the
prompt passage of 8. 2355 during the post-
election session of the 97th Congress

Sincerely,
STrvm C. WmTr. Ph. D.,

Director, Reimbursement Policy Dtivison

AMrCAN CoUiCL FOR TnE BLIND,
Washington, D.C, September 27, 198Z

Re Telboommunlcaons for the Disabled
Act.

Hon. TRmog WraM,
U.S. House qfRepresenati,
Washington, D.C
Attention: Scott Raferty.

Doas RarsszImTAxv WrWr: On behalf
of the thousands of members of the Ameri-
can Council of the Blind, please let me take
this opportunity to express our support for
the Teleoommuncations for the Disabled

Act. We believe that this legislation will be
of benefit not only to hearing impaired
people but also to other handicapped per-
sons such as deaf-blind individual's who
need costly, highly specialized telephone
equipment.

We believe that the local telephone com-
panies should be permitted to subsidize the
cost of special equipment and installation
from the general rate base.

We appreciate your efforts in connection
with this legislation and hope that this bill
will be passed by the House without delay.

Very truly yours,
J. SCorr MARSHALL,

Director of Governmental Affairs.

Washinoton, D.C, September 27, 1982.
Hon. TimorTy E. WraTH,
Chairman, Telecommunications and Fi-

nance Subcommittee, Washington, D.C.
DEAR CosaNESSAN WIRTnc The under-

signed organizations appreciate your efforts
In developing and introducing the Telecom-
munications for the Disabled Act of 1982.
We support the bill in its extension of the
compatibility requirements of S. 2355 to
emergency phones, hospital phones and
similar phones We are also very supportive
of the provisions which enable state utility
commissions to allow telephone companies
to recover costs of special terminal equip-
ment for the disabled such as those who are
deaf, vision-impaired or immobile. Technol-
ogy has developed at a rapid rate in tele-
communications for the disabled. These ad-
vances can permit severely disabled people
to live independent lives; lives that might
otherwise be relegated to institutions This
kind of technological development, together
with architectural and design developments
and developments in medical technology
permit the disabled to lead much more pro-
ductive lives

The membership of our organizations pro-
vides health care and related services to dis-
abled people. The goal of our services-the
rehabilitation of the physically disabled-is
dependent on the access of disabled people
to communications systems. Your bill is im-
portant to us for it makes telecommunica-
tions advances financially feasible to the
disabled.

Sincerely,
American Congress of Rehabilitation

Medicine; American Academy of Phys-
ical Medicine & Rehabilitation; and
Association of Academic Psychiatrists.

By Their Counsel:
RicnARD E. VavnL, EsQ.

Nonm AmnRcsA TLmzxoH '
AssOCIATIOq,

Washington, D.C., November 30, 1982.
Hon. Tm WraR,
House of Representttives,
Washington. D.C.

DxAR CoarGzasMa WirTH: Your staff has
asked for the views of the North American
Telephone Association on H-R. 7168, The
Telecommunlcations for the Disabled Act of
1982. As you perhaps know, we were pleased
to have been invited to participate in the de-
velopment of this important legislation.
Upon review of the final provisions of the
Bill and Its Report issued by Congressman
Dingell for the House Committee on Energy
and Commerce on September 28, 1982, we
wish you to know that we strongly endorse
enactment of the legislation in the form It is
now submitted.

E 5017



E 5018
We have particularly apprecii

operation of your staff in work
to accomplish this taskl

Sincerely,
EDwIn B. SPI

Executive

LAW OF THE SEA TR

HON. JACK FIELD
OF T -

IN THE HOUSE OF aREPRsEN
Wednesday, Decdmber 8

* Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speak.
mend this article from Resa
zine to the attention of my ,

Lrr Wrrmou'r T TpRr
What happens if the US

stands firm in Its decision not
United Nations law of the Sea t
It leave the United States in il
isolation? Will it be impossible i
ever to mine the seabed?

It is true that on April 30
States was Joined by only thre
tions in voting against the
treaty. In the aftermath, the we
ed" and '%isolation" have sho
quently in news reports and fc
mats' comments on the US v
President Reagan's July announ
the United States would not be
agreement

Yet 17 other natlons-Includin
Union, Britain, and West Germ
by abstaining, to vote for the
though greatly outnumbered by
tions voting for the agreement,
ing and nay-voting countries an
of 60 percent of world produc
contributions to the United Nati
the only major industrial natior
the treaty were France and
both pointed out that they weri
whether they would ultimntely
treaty.

Sixty ratifications are need
treaty to go into effect, but a
speculate that they may be a I
coming. Moreover, if 60 ratil
come through, they may well
from small nations. If so, the
ment's desire for further negoti
alternative "minitreaty" could
The now-defunct Reciprocat
Agreement (RSA)-negotiated
West Germany, Britain, and
States within the context of
could be the starting point.

The aim of the RSA was t,
framework for harmonizing nat
mining legislation among its sigr
for delineating mine sites. It waz
to signing by any nation, signal
signatory to the law of the Sei
dustrial or developing. It attem
regulate seabed mining, but to
international legal environmen
development of oceanbed resoi
proceed.

Critics of the US stance aga]
treaty worry that, without it, U
be unable to obtain financing f
capital investments needed to
mine the ocean floor. The mini
Itself, however, has enthuslas
ported the Reagan admlnistrati
to sign the treaty. As pointed oi
tage Foundation report ("The
Sea Treaty: Can the US Afford I
seems doubtful that financing
forthcoming anyway under the
conditions imposed by the treat
or without the Law of the Sea t

CONGROIONAL RECORD - Extensions of Re December 9, 1982
ited the co- would be extended to ocean-mining firms on tential effects on my home State of
ing with us the basis of their existing assets and not New York and other cities across

their ability to produce seabed minerals. America Thinking back to those
The advantage of a treaty, then, would

XvcAM, not be in the area of financing but in pro- times It Is difficult to recall a more
Director.* viding the climate in which potential seabed complex and emotional battle at the

developers might risk their capital on such subcommittee and committee level. It
ventures And the industry seems willing to was a privilege to serve on a committee

EATY bet on there being a viable alternative to led by an Individual who allowed all
the Law of the Sea regime.d parties to be heard and who forced the

S . committee to produce a strong and
HON. HENRY S. REUSS8 reasoned bill

1 TATIMVZ On the Joint Economic Committee,
a, 1982 aPzC or both as chairman during this Congress
er, I com- HON. JOHN J. LaFALCE and as a member during previous ses-
son maga- orFn e dXW T aions, HENRY's strong and forceful
colleagues: THW HO Of E TATv voice has been heard often. Over a
cA gu decade ago, HENRY authored a contro-

government Tuesday, December 7,1982 versial JEC subcommittee reportgovernment
to sign the · Mr. LA FAICE. Mr. Speaker, for the urging the Nixon administration to

teaty? Does past 8 years, I have had the privilege close the gold window and move to a
nternational of serving with a truly gifted man, an system of floating exchange rates.
'or US firms individual who will leave his mark on During this Congress, with our eco-

this body when he retires at the end of nomic future uncertain, Chairman
the Unitecr the 97th Congress. Today, Mr. Speak- Rruss has conducted one of the most

e otheer na er. I wish to take a few moments to aggressive and broadminded hearingConference
ords 'o/at- pay tribute to the work and the genius schedules in this history of the com-
wn up ire- of my dear friend and colleague, mittee. During the Reuss era, the JEC
ormer diplo- HENRY REUSS. has held over 170 days of hearings and
ote and on During his 28 years as the U.S. Rep- issued approximately 15 percent of the
cement that resentative from Wisconsin's fifth total number of publications-studies,
signing the Congressional District, HENRY Russ reports, hearing records-in the 36-

th has employed his intellectual gifts to year history of the committee. Those
an-fal improve our banking system, to en- hearings have touched virtually every

treaty. Al hance international relations, to peed facet of the national and international
the 130 nsa pollution oontrol efforts and, in his economic scene. Included among those

the abstan- last term, to focus special attention on hearing topics have been agricultural
e the source the chronic needs of our economy. It policy, the Nation's economic outlook,

tion and of has been a career marked by brilliant deregulation of natural gas, defense
ions. In fact, ideas, and this chamber will be at a spending, the economic status of

is voting for loss to replace the man and his genius
Japan-and Evwomen, President Reagan's New Fed-

e not saying eralst proposals urban policy. inter-ratlfy the years reveals the extent of this bril- natioaltradeincome dstrbutoti eiance. As a young Congressman from national trade, income distribution,

led for the Milwaukee. HERY developed the idea and the Federal budget. The commit-
nalysts now of the Peace Corps and saw it bloom tee has published reports on Poland,
long time in into one of America's best-known and studies of the economic situation In
flcatlons do admired tools of foreign aid. Several Cuba, and researched the status of the

be mainly years later, as America's attention fo- semiconductor Industry In Eastern
US govern. cused on the problems of pollution, he Europe and Its effect on our trade

ations on an with Soviet bloc nations
bear fruit. unearthed. the unused Refuse Act of bloc natons

ing States 1899, which prohibited the dumping of Chairman Rzuss's strong and con-
by France, pollutants into navigable waters. He sistent efforts to focus on issues af-
the United used the act to file hundreds of law- fecting the stability and growth of
UNCLOS- suits and turned over the money won America's economy are symbolic of his

to Wisconsin's Department of Natural personal commitment to this Cham-
D provide a Resources to help its antipollution ber. Even as he began the work of
ional ocean-ional oceand programs packing 28 years of work, he developednatories and
a to be open His leadership as chairman of the and proposed a program of infrastruc-
tory or non- House Banking Committee built the ture investment and job creation that
a treaty. in- groundwork for major changes in Fed- the House will consider during this
pted, not to eral regulation of the financial institu- special session.
provide an tions industry. Having worked closely Mr. Speaker, in The Other America,

at In which with Chairman Russ on such matters author Michael Harrlngton wrote
urces might as the Depository Institutions Deregu- that-

Lnst the UN lation and Monetary Control Act of
18 firms vUll 1980, I know that his vision for a mod- The mllllonz who ar poor in the Unitedfirm i 1980, I know that hirs vision for a mod- States tend to become increasingly
or the huge ernized banking system has been in- invisible. td It takes an effort of the in-
explore and strumental in the changes now under- tellect and will even to see them.
ing industry way In this industry.
tically sup- I also know that his leadership skill For over a quarter of a century,
ion's refusal were instrumental in creating and HENRY Riuss has commanded his in-
ut in a Hert- passing the financial package neces- tellect to see the pressing needs of this
Law of theo Si°gn?"), Lt sary to save New York City from bank- Nation. The legacy he leaves behind i
I would be ruptcy in the mid-1970's. As a young one of vigor and brilliance in pursuit
a restrictive member of the Economic Stabilization of improved economic conditions for
ty, and with Subcommittee, I took a special inter- all people.*
reaty, credit est in this legislation because of its po-


