Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
Digital Library Collections

This 1s a PDF of a folder from our textual collections.

Collection: Correspondence, Office of: Records, 1981-1989

SERIES: I: RESPONSE TO PUBLIC FORM LETTERS
SIGNED BY ANNE V. HIGGINS

Folder Title: AVH-444 — 55 Mile Per Hour Speed Limit
Box: 24

To see more digitized collections visit:
https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digitized-textual-material

To see all Ronald Reagan Presidential Library Inventories, visit:
https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/white-house-inventories

Contact a reference archivist at: reagan.library@nara.gov

Citation Guidelines: https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/research-
support/citation-guide

National Archives Catalogue: https://catalog.archives.gov/

Last Updated: 05/20/2024


https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digitized-textual-material
https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/white-house-inventories
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/research-support/citation-guide
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/research-support/citation-guide
https://catalog.archives.gov/

444 (4th Rev.) N (ENV)
55-Mile-Per—-Hour-Speed-Limit

N

THE WHITE HOUSE LOCAL-1
WASHINGTON (2/0)

May 15, 1987 (XXX444)

Dear Mr. Or:tega:

On behalf of President Reagan, thank you for your message
regarding the 55-mile-per-hour speed limit.

As I'm sure you know, legislation permitting the States to raise
the speed limit on rural interstates to 65 miles per hour was

adopted over the President's veto on April 2. The President

vetoed the bill on largely fiscal grounds, and he made clear that
he favored the bill's speed limit provision, calling it "long past
due.” He has always believed that speed limits and other traffic
regulations should be set by State and local governments in ways
consistent with safety requirements. The President believes that
State and local authorities are best able to determine appropriate
traffic regulations within their jurisdictions. He is pleased that
under this legisiation, despite its other flaws, States will have
the freedom to set higher speed limits in designated rural areas.

A number of States have already taken action in this area, and
the appropriate course of action for citizens still concerned about
this issue is to contact their State officials. | hope you find this
information helpful.

With the President's best wishes,

Sincerely,

Anne Higgins
Special Assistant to the President

and Director of Correspondence

(5/15/87)

Mr. Michael A. Ortega~

Evening Supervisor
Correspondence Analysis Section
Room 60

Old Executive Office Building
Washington, DC 20500

AVH/CAD/AVH
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On behalf of President Reagan, thank you for your message

regarding the 55-mile-per-hour speed limit.

As I'm sure you know, legislation permitting the States
to raise the speed limit on rural interstates to 65 miles
z-
per hour was adopted over the President’s veto on April‘Z{
The President vetoed the bill on largely fiscal grounds, and
he made clear that he favored the bill’'s speed limit provi-
sion, calling it "long past due”. He has always believed
that speed limits and other traffic regulations should be
set by State and local governments in ways consistent with
safety requirements. The President believes that State and
local authorities are hest able to determine appropriate
traffic regulations within their jurisdictions. He is
pleased that under this legislation, despite its other

flaws, States will have the freedom to set higher speed

limits in designated rural areas.

A number of States have already taken action in this area,
and the appropriate course of action for citizens still con-
cerned about this issue is to contact their State officials.

I hope you find this information helpful.

With the President’s best wishes,



AVH-444 (3rd Rev.) . . (ENV)
RE: 55-Mile-Per-Hour-Speed Limit

THE WHITE HCUSE LOCAL~1
WASHINGTON (p/C)

March 12, 1987 (XXX444)

Dear Mr. Ortega:

On behalf of President Reagan, thank you for your message
regarding the 55-mile-per-hour speed limit.

The President believes, as he has said in the past, that speed
limits and other traffic regulations should be set by State and
local governments in ways consistent with safety requirements.
The President believes that State and local authorities are best
able to determine appropriate traffic regulations within their
jurisdictions.

On February 3, the U.S. Senate adopted an amendment to
pending highway legislation that would permit the States to raise
the speed limit on rural interstates to 65 miles per hour. This
issue has not vyet been addressed in the House of
Representatives. Should the amendment reach the President's
desk as part of an otherwise acceptable bill, he will not hesitate
to sign it into law.

I hope you find this information helpful.
With the President's best wishes,

Sincerely,

Anne Higgins
Special Assistant to the President

and Director of Correspondence

(3/12/87)

Mr. Michael A. Ortega

Evening Supervisor
Correspondence Analysis Section
Room 60

Old Executive Office Building
Washington, DC 20500

AVH/CAD/OPD/AVH
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February 10, 1987
AVH444
On behalf of President Reagan, thank you for your message

regarding the 55-mile-per-hour speed limit.

The President believes, as he has said in the past, that
speed limits and other traffic regulations should be set by
State and local governments in ways consistent with safety
requirements. The President believes that State and local
authorities are best able to determine appropriate traffic

regulations within their jurisdictions.

On February 3, the U.S. Senate adopted an amendment to
pending highway legislation that would permit the States to
raise the speed limit on rural interstates to 65 miles per
hour. This issue has not yet been addressed in the House of
Representatives. Should the amendment reach the President's
desk as part of an otherwise acceptable bill, he will not

hesitate to sign it into law.

I hope you find this information helpful.

With the President's best wishes,
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Does it save fuel? Does it save lives?
I think that it has, perhaps, been a
valid argument certainly in fuel con-
sumption and saving of lives. But
wpere it does not fit at all is to recog-
nize the diversity of the United States
of America. I have a home State that
is 6,010 miles of road posted at 55
miles an hour and a population of
about 500,000 people. That is an area
of nearly 100,000 square miles. Most
other States have fewer miles of road-
way and tremendously higher popula-
tion. Massachusetts, for example, in
this curious situation, has 789 miles of
highway posted at 55 and a population
of 5.8 million. So it is obviously going
to cost Wyoming far more per capita
to have the same effective level of
traffic law enforcement as Massachu-
setts.

I think it was also heavy handed for
the recent proposal to penalize Arizo-
na when all you have to do is get on

this beltway and see it out here. I have

described it as a kind of a giant circu-
lating suction pump. You get on there
and the three trailers will get you or
the two trailers, in and out; whether
you are in the inner loop or the outer
loop, you are in the loop-the-loop most
of the time on the beltway.

No one seems to pay that much at-
tention to speeding out here; then
they direct their attention back to the
West and Southwest.

Mr. SYMMS. If the Senator will

vield, T would like to tell the Senator.

that this morning, 55 was not the
problem. It was almost the reverse on
the beltway. It took me over 2 hours
to get here. That is about 3 miles an

Mr. SIMPSON. Indeed that is true.
The congestion of the after snows that
paralyzed the Nation’s capital.

I just want to say that you are
making a thoughtful approach. This is
a rural highway interstate amend-
ment. The States will know where
those are, which ones they will use—
who would know that better?—which
should be directed at 55 or 65. Keep
the limits here, but at least we should
not have this scoffing at the law. A
child now sits in the back seat and
watches his old man drive and put it at
62 miles per hour, because that is
where you can “get by.” They will not
get you if you go 62. 1t happens to be
that the speed limit is 55. That is a
preity poor law. We had one like that
years ago with regard to booze, but if

‘people just have the law and break it,

what does that prove? This one is
broken daily by everybody. In fact, 1
was fascinated by a little study—I
thought it was a remarkable social
study—of four young men at Michigan
University who got in four cars and
drove in a solid line filling all lanes at
55. People went goofy. They came
around them. They tried to go
through them. They hit them from
behind. They said, “All we are doing is
going 55, all of us in one phalanx.”
That was surely a social study. We cer-
tainly want to find out more about it.
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It probably did not cost anything
either. We should look at the results
of it. '

But, anyway, there it is. This is an
appropriate response. It leaves it to
the States. I think it is very important
that we do that. These long stretches
of highway are heavily traveled by all
of the people in the United States. We
have I-90, I-25, I-80 in my State, and
those are for the people of the United
States. So I think this is a very accept-
able compromise, very well crafted,
and this recognizes the unique charac-
teristics of the various States. I com-
mend all of those on both sides of the
aisle who have been involved in this
compromise, and I thank the Senator
very much.

Mr. SYMMS. Mr. President, I yield 6
minutes to the distinguished Senator
from Nevada. 3

Mr. HECHT. Thank you very much
Mr. President. I thank the distin-
guished Senator from Wyoming for
his kind remarks and the distin-
guished Senator from Idaho for his
very complimentary remarks and re-
minding this body about our visit with
the President of the United States last
vear. If you took our three States—
Wyoming, Idaho, and Nevada—and
combined the area—we would be one
of the major countries of the world
and yet we have a very, very sparse
population. So I feel that the Senator
understands the problem very much.

I rise in support of the Symms
amendment to modify the 55-mile-per-
hour speed limit law. Just last Fall,
Mr. President, the Senate overwhelm-
ingly appreved this exact same amend-
ment to the Highway Reauthorization
bill, allowing our States the right to
raise the speed limit up to 65-miles-
per-hour on rural interstates. While 1
would have preferred to go one step
further and allow the speed to be
raised on all highways, as 1 attempted
to do last year in an amendment I of-
fered to this same bill and in legisla-
tion I have offered over the past few
yvears, this is a good amendment and
one I believe the Senate should once
again approve,

Mr, President, when the 55-mile-per-
hour law was passed, the United
States was experiencing a period of na-
tional crisis. There is no question that
upon enactment of 55, highway fatali-
ties decreased 15 percent. But it is an
equally established fact that over the
life of 55, motorists have continually
driven faster, and contrary to the
speed kills argument, highway fatality
rates have actually declined. In fact,
for numerous reasons, America’s fatal-
ity rate is lower today than the period
immediately following enactment of
55.

The statistics are clear, Mr. Presi-
dent, but one other reason for chang-
ing the 55-mile-per-hour law, and I
think the most important is the simple
matter of States rights. With 55 on
the books, the Federal Government is
again meddling into the private lives
of each and every one of us. Washing-
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ton, is again telling us what we can,
and cannot, do and, most distressing,
Mr., President, the Federal Govern-
ment threatens daily to take away
highway funding if States fail to en-
force 55. In an era of placing premier
emphasis on returning Government
back to the people, Congress continues
to maintain a law that smacks of un-
needed intrusion into our daily lives.
This must be changed.

Mr. President, there has been much
written and said about whether or not
we should change the 55-mile-per-hour
law. I think there is no question we
should, and it is obvious that most
Americans think so too. Why then
should we not bring back some com-
monsense and reality to the issue?
Why should we not return this job
back to our States? And, why must the
Federal Government remain in the
business of telling Americans how
they should or should not drive?

Mr. President, the Symms amend-
ment merely allows our States the
right to raise the speed limit up to-65-
mile-per-hour on rural interstates. If
the Governor of New Jersey or Ohio
or even Nevada feels motorists in his
or her State should drive 55, under
this amendment, they would have the
right to maintain the speed limit at 55.
All we are asking is that if a State so
choose it be given the right to raise
speed limits up to 65 on interstates
outside urban areas which are defined
as 50,000 people or more. It's as simple
as that.

Mr. President, compliance figures
show that over 75 percent of all driv-
ers today exceed the 55-mile-per-hour
limit. Obviously, something must be
changed to bring reality and common
sense back to this issue. The time has
come to change the 55-mile-per-hour
speed limit law, Mr. President, and I
urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting the Symms amendment.

Mr. SYMMS. Mr. President, how
much time do I have remaining?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator has 14 minutes remaining. -

Mr. SYMMS. I thank the distin-
guished Presiding Officer and I thank
the distinguished Senator from
Nevada. I thank him for his tireless
support on this issue. Because of his
efforts we could not have come as far
as we have. :

Mr. President, our next speaker in
favor of this amendment is the distin-
guished Senator from Texas. He has
long been an advocate of this proposal.
He introduced legislation on it. He was
a great deal of help. This cartoon by
Trobr—and I do not know which news-
paper this came from--has a picture, 1
would say to the distinguished Presid-
ing Officer, of the devil and Oliver T.
Boggle. As the devil is giving him his
sentence, he says, ‘“Oliver T. Boggle,
vou have sinned. You are condemned
to drive between Amarillo and Barstow
at the national speed limit.” I think
the Senator from Texas can really ap-
preciate, with the wide expanses of
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surely this is an Eastern-Western dis-
parity—that levels of concern in the
West are greater but not necessarily
urban-rural. The State of New York
has the sixth largest rural population
in the Nation, considerably larger
than most States that are rural, and
our roads through rural areas are not
necessarily flat, but they are nonethe-
less genuine countryside.

Mr. President, might I ask how
much time remains.in opposition? ’

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Four
minutes.

Mr. MOYNIHAN. I will not try the
patience of our congenial Presiding
Officer more than that.
simply like to make two points, Mr.
President, both relevant. '

The first is that we do have research
in this field. The Transportation Re-
search Board of the National Re-
search Council has published a report
55! A Decade Of Experience.” A
learned committee was established to
carry out the study. The chairman was
Prof. Alan Altshuler, professor of po-
litical science at New York University,
and the findings are really quite per-
suasive, We have seen as a conse-
quence of the 55-mile-an-hour limit
that there is quite an unprecedented
decline in motor vehicle fatalities. The
only previous recorded experience
came around World War II when
there was great decline in motor vehi-
cle transport.

But I say once again tha.t we would
not be in this situation were it not for
a shameless and shameful dereliction
of duty by the National Highway Traf-
fic Safety Administration which
stands mute with respect to the dis-
charge of its duties by this body. Had
we only one piece of paper from the
Administrator, Ms. Steed, we would be
clearly able to legislate in a better
manner. It was for such purposes that
Congress by law established that ad-
ministration. The persistent pattern
by avoiding some responsibility, lack
of interest, is to be deplored but at

 least on this occasion to be noted. .

~ Mr. President, I have made my re-
marks. I perhaps have a minute re-
maining. I wonder if my distinguished
friend from Idaho wishes to rebut and
devastate these last remarks?

Mr. SYMMS. No. I thank my good
friend from New York. I think the
case has been made very well.

I think all Senators know where
they stand. I would just say to my col-
leagues in closing that this amend-
ment is a modest, moderate amend-
ment to relax the speed limit on rural
interstates only and only permissive;
that is, if the States choose to do so. I
think for my colleagues who have not
caught up with it that is the main
thing.

I thank the distinguished floor
leader from New York, and return the
time back to him. I thank the distin-
guished chairman.

Mr. KASTEN. Mr. President, I rise
in support of the Symms amendment
to raise the rural interstate speed to

I would .
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65 miles per hour. The last time this
matter was up for consideration I
voted to maintain current law. Since
that time I have heard from many
people in Wisconsin., The cards, let-
ters, phone calls and personal contacts
have been overwhelmingly in support
of raising the speed limit to 65 miles
per hour.

Here is just an example of the let-
ters I've received: -

PavuLr HoFF,

Shorewood, WI, October 2, 1986.
Senator ROBERT KASTEN,

‘Senate Office Building,

Washington, DC.

DEeaR SEN. KASTEN: It was dlsappomtmg to
learn that you had voted against the amend-
ment allowing states to raise the 55 mile per
hour speed limit. This nation has the maost
efficient highway system in the world, trav-
eled by cars that are the safest ever pro-
duced, yet we are hampered by an unrealis-
tic speed limit.

Raising the limit will increase fuel con-
sumption only slightly, it will allow enforce-
ment resources to be more reasonably allo-
cated and will allow for more efficient use
of the highways. :

If traffic fatalities are your concern, pass
a seat belt law or get drunk drivers off the
roads. Improved driver education courses
would also be a wise investment.

Please endorse any action which would
return control of speed limits to the states.

Sincerely, .
" PauL HoOFF.

DEear SeEnaTor: I usually agree with your
decisions but your vote to maintain the 55
mph speed limit disappointed me. I feel the
speed limit should be a state’s right issue.
Each state has differing geography and
should be considered when establishing the
speed llmit.

R.J. LuypvIx.
5725 CENTURY AVE,
Middleton WI, Seplember 24, 19886.

Senator RoBerRT KASTEN: How can you pos-
sibly not vote for approval of 65 mph on
major highways?

What rationale do you see in authorlzmg
55 m.p.h. on county gravel roads and the
same on interstate highways?

Ridiculous!!

You should reconsider and vote in favor of
65 m.p.h..

LeonarD E, LEWIS.
P.O. Box 654
Racine, WI, September 25, 1386.
Senator RoBsT. KASTEN, JR.,
Milwaukee, WI. -

Dear SeENaTOR KasTEN: I cannot believe
you voted against this antiquated 55 m.p.h.
bill, I have heard all the Arguments against
it and still think we are living in the dark
ages with this law. Even some law enforce-
ment agencies are against it, our cars, trucks
and highways are certainly built to drive 65
m.p.h. easily in interstates.

I travel a lot in business and do not speed.
but I do not drive 55 m.p.h. either as most
citizens do not, but the time lost at 55 is very
costly and I do not believe it saves lives, all
agencies Pro and Con have their figures of
course, but I certainly am against this law.

I just want to let our law makers know how
I feel.

Yours truly,
RoBERT LATZ.
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SEPTEMEBER 25, 1986.
Honorable Senator ROBERT W. KASTEN: I
disagree with your vote against the 65
m.p.h. amendment. A law no one obeys is a
bad law, and the 55 m.p.h. speed limit is a
bad law,
I drive the I system everyday, the 55 speed

‘limit wastes my time, and money. Besides

the tax money your wasting trying to en-
force it.
Thank you, .
: Tom GILLESPIE.

Mr. President, in the State of Wis-
consin the rural interstates make up
82 percent of the interstate system.
This amendment will simply give the
State of Wisconsin the right to decide
whether to increase the speed limit on
these roads. I urge my colleagues to
join me in supporting this amendment.

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
understand the Senator’s amendment
would permit raising the speed limit
up to 65 miles per hour for any rural
portion of the Interstate System. I
wish to ask whether it is the intent of
the amendment’s sponsor that this
provision shall apply to all States with
highways designated as part of the
Interstate System, and that this would
include those rural portions in Alaska
designated as part of the Interstate
System for the 4R allocation.

Mr. SYMMS. I thank. the Senator
for his question. He is correct about
the meaning of this provision, includ-
ing the portion pertaining to the
effect on highway routes in Alaska.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, the issue
involved in this vote is not whether
the Federal Government should dic-
tate to the States what their speed
limit should be. The supporters of this
amendment still- want to dictate a
speed limit to the States—but instead
of saying, as we do now, “you have to
have no higher than a 55-mile-per-
hour speed limit or you will lose part
of your Federal highway funding,” -
they want to say, “you must have no
higher than a 55-mile-per-hour speed
limit on most of your roads and no
higher than a 65-mile-per-hour limit
on some of your roads, or you will lose
part of your Federal highway fund-
ing.” So let’s be clear on that point:
the supporters of this amendment still
want to tell States what they are al-
lowed to do with regard to speed
limits.

The 55-mile-per-hour speed limit was
enacted in 1973 as part of a national
strategy for saving lives and for
energy security. And no one denies that
the new national speed limit has con-
tributed to both. In reverse order of
importance, a National Research
Council study of 2 years ago found
that the 55-mile-per-hour speed limit
saves about 167,000 barrels of petrole-
um per day. The study pointed out
that although this is less than 2 per-
cent of the Nation’s average highway
fuel consumption, the savings could be
extremely important in the event of
another disruption in oil supply. For
example, the amount of oil saved by
the 55-mile-per-hour speed limit repre-
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sents about 10 percent of the shortfall
experienced during the Arab oil em-
bargo.

While the imminent crisis that led to
adoption of a national energy strategy
may have passed, the need for such a
strategy still exists. The recent oil
price increases resulting from an
OPEC decision to hold down produc-
tion shows that the power of that
cartel is not yet broken. It would be
shortsighted, and in my view, extreme-
ly foolish, for Congress to weaken a
very successful energy conservation
measure, which would be the effect of
this amendment.

There is also no doubt that the 55-
mile-per-hour speed limit has had the
other most positive effect. To quote
from the Director of the Michigan
State Police:

The 55-mph speed limit has resulted in an
unprecedented decrease in highway injuries
and fatalities. Studies of the national statis-
tics, taking other safety improvements into
consideration, reflect that the 55 mph speed
limit continues to reduce 2,000 to 4,000 fa-
talities, 2,500 to 4,500 serious injuries, and
34,000 to 61,000 minor injuries per year.

Although this amendment would

only allow States to raise the speed -

limit on rural interstates, these are
not the only roads that are likely to
become less safe as a result of higher
speeds. The Michigan State Police di-
rector has pointed out to me that rais-
ing the limit on rural interstates is
likely to have a “spillover” effect, re-
sulting in motorists traveling faster on
other roads—and all roads would be
less safe as a result.

The transportation experts in Michi-
gan tell me that they support reten-
tion of the 55-mile-per-hour limit, al-
though they would like to see compli-
ance by the States measured in a dif-
ferent way. A provision of the House-
passed highway bill would institute a
new system for measuring compliance
which gives more weight to speed limit
viclations between, say, 65 and 170
miles-per-hour than to violations be-
tween 55 and 60 miles-per-hour. This
would lessen the burden on States
that stand to lose highway funds, and
I think it is the approach we should be
taking. We should not be backing
away from our commitment to energy
security and highway safety.

Mr. WALLOP. Mr. President, today I
Join my friends Senators Burpick and
SymMs in asking our colleagues to ap-
prove legislation which will allow the
individual States to regain control
over their highways by permitting
them to raise speed limits on their
rural interstate highways to 65 miles
per hour, a measure we approved last
fall by a 20-vote margin.

President Dwight D. Eisenhower
made- the creation c¢f the Interstate
Highway System a priority in his ad-
ministration after marveling at the
ability ¢f Germany’s autobahns to
quickly and effeciently transport mas-
sive reserves of war materials. He fig-
ured that the same system would
greatly improve America’s competi-
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tiveness by increasing the efficiency of
business transportation.

The sysiem was to provide & uniform
design to allow for safe travel at
speeds of at least 70 miles per hour,
even with high-load capacity. Today,
the Federal Interstate System is near-
ing completion, the product of an in-
vestment of almost $100 billion. As we
consider a bill to authorize money for
the completion of the system and the
renovation of its aging parts, it is ap-
propriate that we reconsider the speed
limit issue. .

Rural interstate highways represent
only 6 percent of all roads currently
posted at 55 miles per hour, and ac-
count for 19 percent of all traffic on
those roads. In my home State of Wy-
oming, the 179 miles along Interstate
25 between our most important busi-
ness centers, Cheyenne and Casper,
could be traveled in 2 hours, 45 min-
utes with a speed limit of 65 miles per
hour a saving of one-half hour. From
Cheyenne to Rock Springs, along
Interstate 80, the 4-hour trip would be
45 minutes shorter at 65. When plan-
ning travel, those tlmes become signif-
icant.

Opponents of our plan say that the
lower national limit conserves fuel. A
1984 National Academy of Sciences
study, commissioned by the Congress,
found a 2-percent annual fuel saving.
The same year, the Transportation
Research Board estimated the savings
at only 1 percent.

Savings of lives are also cited, and a
great reduction in highway fatalities
did result after the speed limit was
dropped to 55. We all know, however,
that the 1973 Arab oil embargo, which
prompted the drop, caused a marked
decrease in the number of cars on the
roads of our Nation. Also, safety inno-
vations in automobiles and highway
design, mandatory safety belt laws,
and an increased safety consciousness
among Americans must have helped to
bring about the lower fatality count. If

‘we are to argue the logic that lowering

the speed limit lowers highway traffic
deaths, lowering the 1limit 1o zero
would totally eliminate the problem.
Mr. President, we can talk all day
about the benefits of a lower or higher
speed limit, but that would be skirting
the point of this amendment. Our
State governments and legislatures are
perfectly qualified to weigh the fac-
tors both pro and con in this debate,

and to make choices approprigte for .

the people whom they represent. As
we vote today to continue improving
the world’s largest and most complex
transportation system, I urge my col-
leagues to go one step further, and
return to the citizens of each State
their right to determine a speed limit
for their own safety needs.

Mr. MOYNIHAN. Finally, Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that
Mr. Jim Gould, Mr. Randy Hardock,
staff members of the Finance Commit-
tee, be allowed the privilege of the
floor during the con51derat10n of S.
3817.

February 3, 1987

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator has 6 seconds remain-
ing.

Mr. MOYNIHAN. Mr. President, I
yield back the remainder of my time.

ORDER OF BUSINESS
Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 3
minutes.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. With
out objection, it is so ordered.

VOTE ON VETO OVERRIDE ON
H.R. 1 ON WEDNESDAY

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I pro-
pound a request that has been cleared
with the distinguished Republic leader
[Mr. Dorrl. 1 understand that Mr.
Symms, who will respond as acting Re-
publican leader at this time, is on the
floor and prepared to do so.

I ask unanimous consent that on to-
morrow, at 2 p.m., the Senate proceed
to the consideration of the veto mes-
sage on H.R. 1, the clean water bill;
provided further that there be 1 hour
of debate on that message, the time to
be equally divided between Senators
Burpick and STAFPFORD or their desig-
nees; provided further that no motions
to commit or postpone be in order; and
that the Senate vote on the override
at the hour of 3 p.m. tomorrow. ’

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is
there objection?

Mr. SYMMS. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. President, and I shall not
object, I confirm what the majority
leader has said. The minority leader
has notified me that he has approved
this and it has been cleared through
the Republican hotline.

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I thank’
the able acting Republican leader.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

RECESS UNTIL 2 P.M.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
time for debate having expired and
the hour of 12 noon having arrived,
under the previous order, the Senate
will now stand in recess until the hour
of 2 p.m.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:02
p.m., recessed until 2 p.m.; whereupon,
the Senate reassembled when called to

order by the Presiding Officer (Mr.
BURDICK).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair, in his capacity as the Senater
from North Dakota, suggests the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. KASTEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.
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THE WHITE HOUSE . LEGIS~1
WASHINGTON

August 27, 1986 (XXX444)

Dear Mr. Ortega:

On behalf of President Reagan, thank you for your message
regarding the 55-mile-per-hour speed limit.

The President believes, as he has said in the past, that speed
limits and other traffic regulations should be set by State and
local governments in ways consistent with safety requirements.
The President believes that State and local authorities are best
able to determine appropriate traffic regulations within their
jurisdictions.

Because any changes in Federal law concerning the speed limit
would require action by the Congress, you may also wish to

contact those who represent you in that body to inform them of
your views.

With the President's best wishes,

Sincerely,

Anne Higgins
Special Assistant to the President

and Director of Correspondence

(8/27/86)

Mr. Michael Ortega

Evening Supervisor
Correspondence Analysis Section
Room 60

Old Executive Office Building
Washington, DC 20500

AVH/JWF /DE/CAD/AVH
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On behalf of President Reagan, thank you for your message

regarding the 55-mile-per-hour speed limit.

The President believes, as he has said in the past, that
speed limits and other traffic regulations should be set by
State and local governments in ways consistent with safety
requirements. The President believes that State and local
authorities are best able to determine appropriate traffic

regulations within their jurisdictions.

Because any changes in Federal law concerning the speed
limit would require action by the Congress, you may also
wish to contact those who represent you in that body to

inform them of your views.

With the President's best wishes,
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THE WHITE HOU_,S_-E

WASHINGTON

November 28, 1986 (XXX444)

Dear Mr. Ortega:

On behalf of President Reagan, thank you for your message
regarding the 55-mile-per-hour speed limit.

The President believes, as he has said in the past, that speed
limits and other traffic regulations should be set by State and
local governments in ways consistent with safety requirements.
The President believes that State and local authorities are best
able to determine appropriate traffic regulations within their
jurisdictions.

Although legislation affecting this issue was adopted by the U.S.
Senate earlier this year, the 99th Congress adjourned with no
final action being taken to alter existing law. New action the
55-mile-per-hour speed limit is possible when the 100th Cc..4ress
convenes in January. You may therefore wish to contact those
who represent you in the new Congress to inform them of your
views.

With the President's best wishes,

Sincerely,
Anne Higgins

Special Assistant to the President
and Director of Correspondence

(11/28/86)

Mr. Michael A. Ortega

Evening Supervisor
Correspondence Analysis Section
Room 60

Old Executive Office Building
Washington, DC 20500
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November 21, 1986
AVH444
On behalf of President Reagan, thank you for your message

regarding the 55-mile-per-hour speed limit.

The President believes, as he has said in the past, that
speed limits and other traffic regulations should be set by
State and local governments in ways consistent with safety
requirements. The President believes that State and local
authorities are best able to determine appropriate traffic

regulations within their jurisdictions.

Although legi ation affecting this issue was adopted by the
U.S. Senate earlier this year, the 99th Congress adjourned
with no final action being taken to alter existing law. New
action on the 55-mile-per-hour speed limit is possible when
the 100th Congress convenes in January. You may therefore
wish to contact those who represent you in the new Congress

to inform them of your views.

With the President's best wishes,

orPD
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 14, 1986 (XXX444)

Dear Mr. Ortega:

On behalf of President Reagan, thank you for your message
regarding the 55-mile-per-hour speed limit.

The President believes, as he has said in the past, that speed
limits and other traffic regulations should be set by State and
local governments in ways consistent with safety requirements.
The President believes that State and local authorities are best
able to determin~ appropriate traffic regulations within their
jurisdictions.

The Senate has passed legislation to repeal the 55-mile-per-hour
limit and to give State authorities the flexibility to set higher
limits under certain conditions. Action on this issue is pending
in the House of Representatives. Because any changes in
Federal law concerning the speed limit would require further
action by the Congress, you may wish to contact those who
represent you in that body to inform them of your views.

With the President's best wishes,

Sincerely,

Anne Higgins
Special Assistant to the President

and Director of Correspondence

(10/14/86)

Mr. Michael A. Ortega

Evening Supervisor
Correspondence Analysis Section
Room 60

Old Executive Office Building
Washington, DC 20500

AVH/NWF /DE /CAD/AVH
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On behalf of President Reagan, thank you for your message

regarding the 55-mile-per-hour speed limit.

The President believes, as he has said in the past, that
speed limits and other traffic regulations should be set by
State and local governments in ways consistent with safety
requirements. The President believes that State and local
authorities are best able to determine appropriate traffic

reqgulations within their jurisdictions.
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