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"Today we are here to announce that tomorrow we will file a discharge 
petition to get our bill, the General Aviation Revitalization Act, to the floor of 
the House for a vote. This modest bill to bring liability relief to general 
aviation and components manufacturers now has tremendous bipartisan support 
with 302 House cosponsors. The Senate last M arch approved this bill 91-8.
We must let the House have the opportunity to work its will on this legislation.

"W e know that some members of Congress resist discharge petitions as a 
matter of principle. But what else should one do when a congressional 
committee resists the will of a vast majority of the body? How does one get a 
bill to the floor when powerful interest groups say no to even considering a bill 
when seventy percent of the House says yes? I realize that some discharge 
petitions can emasculate the committee process. As a rule of thumb normal 
legislation should not go this route, but this is not a norm al situation. Our 
dilemma represents the classic reason why the House created the discharge 
petition process.

"I first introduced legislation in 1986 to modify product liability laws as 
they affect small airplanes. I have reintroduced the legislation in each 
succeeding Congress, with a great deal of support in each chamber. This 
year’s bill was jointly referred to the Public W orks Committee and the Judiciary 
Committee. It was reported out of the full Public W orks Committee just last 
week. In previous Congresses it has been reported out of both the Aviation 
Subcommittee and the full Public W orks Committee.

"One hearing was held this year in a Judiciary subcommittee. We intend 
to continue to work with the Judiciary Committee in an attempt to get the bill to 
the floor. However, no further action has been scheduled by the full committee 
at this time.

(more)
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"The bill is strongly supported by aviation manufacturers, aviation users 
and pilots, aviation consumer groups and is actively supported by the 
International Association of Machinists, (whose jobs are at stake in this bill), 
the Air Line Pilots Association, as well as some local chapters of the United 
Auto Workers.

"Virtually no single engine airplanes have been produced in America 
since the mid-1980’s, largely because of the incredibly serious problems created 
by the unlimited liability of very old airplanes. The production of piston engine 
and training aircraft made in the United States has dropped by 95 percent. The 
main reason has been the high cost of unlimited liability expenses for the 
200,000 aircraft in the fleet today. With the average age of the single engine 
aircraft being 28 years, manufacturers remain responsible for aircraft produced 
40 and 50 years ago.

"Since 1983, 100,000 jobs have been lost in the industry. Foreign 
manufacturers have picked up many of these losses. In 1980, there were 29 
manufacturers of piston aircraft in the U.S. and 15 foreign manufacturers. In 
1992, there were nine U.S. and 29 foreign manufacturers of piston aircraft.
The future of commercial and military aviation is being threatened by the 
weakness of the American general aviation industry.

"Over the years, we have tried to get this issue to the House floor for 
consideration, but opponents for the most part have not been interested in 
working out a solution to the problems, believing that the House Judiciary 
Committee could keep this bill from ever reaching the floor. But, a bipartisan 
group of senators, led by Senator Nancy Kassebaum, succeeded in working out 
a compromise bill in the Senate, supported even by long-time foe Howard 
Metzenbaum. With over two-thirds of the House, in both parties, supporting 
this bill, we believe it is now time to use this extraordinary procedure to get 
this bill to the floor.

"We are not asking members of the House to join us in this procedure to 
guarantee any result on the House floor. We only ask that the principles of 
democracy and traditions of fair play permit us to get the bill to the floor and 
let the chips fall where they may. Our petition for discharge seeks 
consideration of a rule, H.Res. 405, which will bring S. 1458 to the floor, and 
will allow the Judiciary Committee to offer whatever germane substitute it 
wishes to put forward. Therefore, any opponents have a fair chance to modify 
the bill.

"We believe that passage of the bill will create at least 25,000 jobs in the 
next five years. That is why the Machinists Union so strongly supports it. We 
believe it is structured so as to allow victims to recover damages against 
manufacturers for a period of up to 18 years after a general aviation airplane is 
produced, and for longer periods if the manufacturer is proven to have 
concealed relevant information from the FAA.

"In sum, we believe the bill is fair. We just want to make sure that we 
get fair treatment by getting an opportunity to present the legislation to the 
membership for a vote."


