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The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CULBERSON).

——————

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
October 9, 2001.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN
ABNEY CULBERSON to act as Speaker pro tem-
pore on this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2001, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There
being no requests for morning hour de-
bates, pursuant to clause 12, rule I, the
House will stand in recess until 2 p.m.
today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 32
minutes p.m.) the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.

——
0 1400

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. PETRI) at 2 p.m.

PRAYER

The Reverend Dr. W. Wilson Goode,
Sr., First Baptist Church of Paschall,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, offered the
following prayer:

God, we honor You today as both om-
nipotent and omnipresent. We now be-
seech You to bless these our halls in
which the affairs of state are con-
ducted.

We pray especially for every Member
of this Congress. We seek for them wis-
dom that will help them at all times
discern right from wrong. We seek for
them passion for this Nation and for all
of its people. We seek for them, oh,
Lord, judgment in the passage of the
laws which will establish justice, free-
dom, and equality throughout the land.

We seek for Members of Congress spe-
cial concern for our children, espe-
cially those who are hungry and home-
less and living in poverty, and whose
parents are incarcerated.

God we acknowledge Your mighty
handiwork in the evolution of this Na-
tion and pray now for Your continued
protection. We pray today especially
for the men and women of our Armed
Forces. We pray for Your divine protec-
tion of them, and for the safety and
comfort of their families.

Now, Lord, grant to this Congress at
this extraordinary time in our history
an extra measure of Your blessing, that
they may guide this Nation with right-
eousness and justice. May Divine Prov-
idence always guide them as Your will
be done on Earth as in heaven. In the
name of the Lord and Savior Jesus
Christ we pray, and for His sake.
Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
BRADY) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

——————

WELCOMING THE REVEREND DR.
W. WILSON GOODE, SR., AS
GUEST CHAPLAIN

(Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I am proud to be here to wel-
come our guest chaplain, my good
friend and former employer, the right
Reverend W. Wilson Goode. Reverend
Goode has always served God and the
public at the same time. He rose from
deacon to associate pastor at the First
Baptist Church of Paschall.

He rose from a Philadelphia neigh-
borhood block captain to Philadel-
phia’s Mayor, who, in his infinite wis-
dom, appointed me as his deputy.

He went from organizing his block to
leading faith-based initiatives at the
nonprofit Public/Private Ventures. He
is Associate Professor of Political
Science and Urban Policy at Eastern
College, where he puts his experience
as Chairman of the Pennsylvania Pub-
lic Utility Commission, Deputy Assist-
ant Secretary for the U.S. Department
of HEducation, Philadelphia’s Managing
Director and Mayor of Philadelphia, to
work for his students.

Dr. Goode has been awarded 14 hon-
orary doctorates and has published an
autobiography, In Good Faith. He is a
family man, who has seen his son elect-
ed to the city council.
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More than anything else, Wilson
Goode is a person who can bring people
together. He did that as a mayor, he
did that in his candidacy, and now does
that as a reverend.

Mr. Speaker, in these troubled times
it is important that we hear from peo-
ple like W. Wilson Goode, so I welcome
him with pride, and I thank him for
being here.

Again, there are a whole lot of titles
that he holds, a whole lot of positions
that he held, but the one most endear-
ing with me, the position and title that
he holds with me, is dear friend. I
thank him, and may God continue to
bless him, and God bless our troops.

————

CALLING TERRORISTS
“TERRORISTS”

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, since Sep-
tember 11, journalists have been work-
ing overtime to report on the war on
terrorism. They have done a good job.
Terrorism, the Taliban, Afghanistan,
are not well understood by the Amer-
ican people, and our newspapers and
electronic media have been working
hard to educate us.

I have one serious concern, though.
Some of our news organizations have
decided not to use the word ‘‘terrorist”
to describe the suicidal maniacs who
took so many lives 4 weeks ago.

Now, I understand that reporters
want to be objective. I understand that
if they are going to be trusted and
taken seriously, the media does not
want to take sides.

But reporters also have a duty to re-
port the truth. There comes a point
when this kind of even-handedness
stands in the way of the truth. The
truth here is that the killers were mad-
men and terrorists, willing to take the
law into their own hands and kill thou-
sands of innocent men, women, and
children.

The lie is that they were victims of
Western imperialism who died val-
iantly for their cause. This is not a de-
bate even the media should be removed
from, it is a debate between good and
evil. If we refuse to tell the truth or
call a spade a spade, we are making the
killers just a little bit stronger.

We should call bin Laden’s Kkillers
terrorists, because that is what they
are.

——————

INTRODUCTION OF THE OFFICE OF
HOMELAND SECURITY ACT

(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day President Bush formally opened
the Office of Homeland Security and
appointed Governor Tom Ridge as its
Director. I applaud the President’s ef-
forts, and I am pleased with his vision
for the office.
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Yet, concerns have arisen regarding
how much control Governor Ridge will
actually have. As Ash Carter of the
Boston Globe noted, ‘““White House
czars have historically been toothless,
unable to control activities of cabinet
bureaucracies. To be effective as home-
land security czar, Ridge will need in-
fluence over the budgets.”

That is why I joined with the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. HARMAN)
in introducing the Office of Homeland
Security Act. Our bill will make the of-
fice permanent under color of law and
provide Governor Ridge the budget au-
thority he will need to coordinate the
Federal agencies and resources nec-
essary to protect America from ter-
rorism.

Mr. Speaker, passage of this legisla-
tion is critical to our efforts to combat
terrorism here at home. I encourage all
of my colleagues to support it.

———

SWIFT AND DELIBERATE ACTION

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in strong support of the swift and de-
liberate manner with which the Presi-
dent of the United States launched a
counterstrike this weekend against the
al Qaeda and their government pa-
trons.

By initiating military action in a
timely and overwhelming manner, we
are sending a clear message about the
price to be paid for attacking the peo-
ple of the United States of America.

The heroes of this conflict will now
be fashioned, Mr. Speaker, from among
the brave young men and women in
uniform who have been called upon to
defend our freedom. We in this Con-
gress have given those brave young
men and women everything they need
to succeed. Their duty now is to serve.
Our duty is to pray.

Let us pray for victory, but let us
also pray for the safe restoration of our
soldiers, sailors, and airmen to their
families and friends and communities.
The Bible tells us that God has not
given us the spirit of fear, but a spirit
of power and love, and of a sound mind.

Those who think America trembles
from the East to the West, from the
North to the South, will be proven
wrong, not just at the sound of our
guns, but at the fortitude that will be
demonstrated by the American people
in the days and months and years
ahead as we move toward victory in
this worthy cause.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
announces that he will postpone fur-
ther proceedings today on each motion
to suspend the rules on which a re-
corded vote or the yeas and nays are
ordered, or on which the vote is ob-
jected to under clause 6 of rule XX.
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Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken after debate is con-
cluded on all motions to suspend the
rules, but not before 6 p.m. today.

———

AUTHORIZING PRINTING OF RE-
VISED EDITION OF PUBLICATION
ENTITLED “OUR FLAG”

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution (H. Con. Res. 244) au-
thorizing the printing of a revised edi-
tion of the publication entitled ‘‘Our
Flag.”

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 244

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the

Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. PRINTING OF REVISED EDITION OF
“OUR FLAG”.

A revised edition of the publication enti-
tled ‘“‘Our Flag”’, revised under the direction
of the Joint Committee on Printing, shall be
printed as a House document.

SEC. 2. NUMBER OF COPIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subsection (b), there shall be printed a num-
ber of copies of the publication described in
section 1 as follows:

(1) 250,000 for the use of the House of Rep-
resentatives, distributed in equal numbers to
each Member of the House and each Delegate
and Resident Commissioner to the Congress.

(2) 51,500 for the use of the Senate, distrib-
uted in equal numbers to each Senator.

(3) 2,000 for the use of the Joint Committee
on Printing.

(4) 1,400 for distribution to the depository
libraries.

(b) ALTERNATIVE NUMBER.—If the total
printing and production costs of the number
of copies provided under subsection (a) ex-
ceed $150,000, there shall be printed the max-
imum number of copies of the publication
described in section 1 for which such total
costs do not exceed $150,000, with distribu-
tion allocated in the same proportion as in
subsection (a).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. NEY) and the gentleman from
New York (Mr. SERRANO) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. NEY).

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 244 is to authorize the printing
of a revised and updated version of the
House document entitled “Our Flag.”

Mr. Speaker, it is with great pride
that I stand here today and speak on
behalf of this resolution authorizing
the reprinting of the publication ‘‘Our
Flag.” Probably at no other time in re-
cent history has our flag had such sig-
nificance in many Americans’ hearts,
due to the tragic situation that oc-
curred on September 11, and also the
fact that our men and women are, as
we speak, answering the call of our
country. So it is very close to our
hearts.

But it always has been, Mr. Speaker.
Traditionally, the American flag has
been a symbol of liberty, and it has
been carried as a message of freedom to
all parts of the world.
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This book documents the history of
our flag as a symbol of liberty from the
colonial period to Pearl Harbor to
present day. It documents in detail our
patriotic customs. It describes the po-
sition and manner of displaying the
flag, as well as how to fold and care for
it. These days, our flag and its proper
care have acquired a special signifi-
cance.

Mr. Speaker, this has been a regular
publication, I would note. It has been
printed over time here in the House. It
just so happens that, also due to a
great amount of requests of flags, we
also need to again reprint ‘“Our Flag”’
so people will have the document avail-
able.

In light of the special circumstances,
though, I want to thank the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. HOYER) and his
staff, the ranking minority member,
and also my colleague, the gentleman
from New York (Mr. SERRANO), who is
here on the floor today.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HOYER) and his staff
who have worked hard to bring this bill
to the floor, working with us in a bi-
partisan manner.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this resolution, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to voice
my strong support of this measure to
reprint the congressional publication
entitled “‘Our Flag.”

Supplies of this document, last print-
ed in the 105th Congress, have been ex-
hausted. In the wake of the sinister at-
tacks on our country and our way of
life 4 weeks ago, millions of Americans
have chosen to demonstrate their soli-
darity with the victims, their love for
this great country, and their resolve to
triumph over the forces of terror by
proudly displaying our Nation’s flag.

Increased desire by Americans to
show our flag has naturally raised
many questions about the guidelines
for its proper display. The publication
“Our Flag’ answers all such questions.
It also contains much historical infor-
mation about our national flag and
about the flags of several States.

It is fitting and proper that we re-
print this document so Members may
have it all available for constituents
who need it at this crucial time in our
Nation’s history.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to
support the resolution, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY)
that the House suspend the rules and
agree to the concurrent resolution,
House Concurrent Resolution 244.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.
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Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

0 1415

AUTHORIZING PRINTING OF RE-
VISED VERSION OF ‘“HISPANIC
AMERICANS IN CONGRESS”

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution (H. Con. Res. 90) au-
thorizing the printing of a revised and
updated version of the House document
entitled ‘‘Hispanic Americans in Con-
gress,’” as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 90

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. PRINTING OF REVISED VERSION OF
“HISPANIC AMERICANS IN CON-
GRESS”.

(a) IN GENERAL.—An updated version of
House Document 103-299, entitled ‘‘Hispanic
Americans in Congress’ (as revised by the
Library of Congress), shall be printed as a
House document by the Public Printer, with
illustrations and suitable binding, under the
direction of the Committee on House Admin-
istration of the House of Representatives.

(b) NUMBER OF COPIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), in addition to the usual num-
ber, there shall be printed 30,700 copies of the
document referred to in subsection (a), of
which—

(A) 25,000 shall be for the use of the Com-
mittee on House Administration of the
House of Representatives; and

(B) 5,700 shall be for the use of the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration of the
Senate.

(2) ALTERNATIVE NUMBER.—If the total
printing and production costs of the number
of copies provided under paragraph (1) exceed
$220,000, there shall be printed the maximum
number of copies of the document referred to
in subsection (a) for which such total costs
do not exceed $220,000, with distribution allo-
cated in the same proportion as in paragraph
@D.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). Pursuant to the rule, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY) and the
gentleman from New York (Mr.
SERRANO) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. NEY).

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this is House Concur-
rent Resolution 90 authorizing the
printing of a revised and updated
version of the House document entitled
‘“‘Hispanic Americans in Congress,” and
it is an honor to be here today with my
colleague from New York to present
this resolution authorizing the print-
ing of the impressive history of His-
panic Americans in Congress.

It is also a good time as we now have
a number of Hispanic Americans serv-
ing in the 107th Congress. Seventy His-
panic Members have served in the
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United States Congress from 1822 to
the present. Currently, 21 serve as
Members in the House of Representa-
tives.

There has been a long and rich his-
tory of Hispanic Americans in Con-
gress. The first Hispanic Member, Jo-
seph Hernandez, elected by the terri-
tory of Florida, served in 1822-1823. Be-
tween the 1850s and the end of the 19th
century the Hispanic Members who
served hailed from the territory of
Louisiana. By the 1960s, more His-
panics were elected to office than in
the previous 140 years.

These numbers reflected the increase
in the Hispanic population throughout
the United States with the newly elect-
ed Members representing such States
as Texas, California, New York, Colo-
rado, and others. To date, Hispanics
have served in Congress from 10 States
in addition to Puerto Rico, Guam, and
the Virgin Islands.

The Hispanic membership in Con-
gress promises to grow even more rap-
idly as the United States enters the
21st century. Since Joseph Hernandez
was first elected, the membership has
always reflected the diversity in the
Hispanic community, which gives rea-
son for us to be proud of the contribu-
tions Hispanic Americans have made to
our country, to its history.

This underscores the importance of
documenting, in detail and with illus-
trations, the invaluable contributions
that Hispanic Americans have made for
many years as Members of Congress.
Each has made and continues to make
a tremendous contribution to their
country and to the constituents whom
they serve. Each has made an impor-
tant difference to Congress as an insti-
tution in itself and to the many issues
which they have advocated before this
body and also before the Nation.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
sponsor of this resolution, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. SERRANO),
with whom I proudly serve. Addition-
ally, I want to thank all who supported
this resolution and have worked hard
to bring it to the floor today.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I proudly rise today in
support of H. Con. Res. 90, a resolution
authorizing the printing of a revised
and updated version of the House docu-
ment entitled ‘‘Hispanic Americans in
Congress.”’” I have a copy here, and this
was something that was done a few
years ago. It needs to be updated now,
and that is the reason we have the res-
olution on the floor today.

From September 15 to October 15 of
every year since 1988, millions of Amer-
icans have celebrated the contributions
of Hispanic Americans. This is a time
for us to learn of and celebrate the
many ways that Hispanic cultures have
enriched American society. Beyond the
most commonly recognized contribu-
tions such as cuisine, music, and lan-
guage, Hispanics have left undeniable
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marks in the worlds of science, lit-
erature, sports, the Armed Forces, and
politics.

Mr. Speaker, in 1994 I asked the
House to support legislation to produce
a publication that commemorated His-
panic men and women who have served
in the United States Congress. These
House Members understood that His-
panic Americans in Congress would en-
rich the lives of those seeking knowl-
edge of Hispanic American history and
agreed to pass the bill.

This book serves as a record of his-
tory that documents political contribu-
tions and accomplishments of individ-
uals from various Hispanic cultures.
With such a publication available from
the Library of Congress and on the
Internet, a student writing a paper on
Hispanics in American politics has ac-
cess to a comprehensive reference
book. Not enough publications exist
that provide information about specific
cultures, and that is just one reason
why this publication is so necessary.

Mr. Speaker, that was 7 years ago,
and history made each day since has
not been documented. In order to main-
tain the integrity of such a publica-
tion, it must be updated. I introduced
H. Con. Res. 90 to correct some typo-
graphical errors in the premier issue
and to add new entries to commemo-
rate new Hispanic American Members
of Congress.

Because typical public school cur-
riculum largely focuses on European
and European American history, our
children are too often denied valuable
knowledge of their own or their class-
mates’ cultures and histories. Hispanic
Heritage Month and publications like
Hispanic  Americans in  Congress
present opportunities to impart knowl-
edge to Americans of all ages who may
not be aware of the impact and rich-
ness of such cultures.

Mr. Speaker, I must thank my col-
leagues for their continued support of
this project. It is because of them that
Hispanic Americans in Congress be-
came a reality.

I want to thank my colleagues, the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY) and the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
for their support and for the oppor-
tunity for me to update my picture in
the book.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, we were also
pleased to help the gentleman from
New York (Mr. SERRANO) update that
picture, although we felt it was fine as
it was.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
as much time as he might consume to
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HINOJOSA).

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to rise in support of H. Con.
Res. 90 which will authorize the re-
printing and updating of a publication
entitled, ‘‘Hispanic Americans in Con-
gress.”’

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Hispanics and Hispanic Americans
have played a fundamental role in U.S.
history. From the early Spanish ex-
plorers, to the founding of the oldest
city in the U.S. in St. Augustine, Flor-
ida, Hispanics have been a part of our
history from its earliest beginnings.

The first Hispanic Members of Con-
gress were elected from Florida, New
Mexico, and California in the early 19th
century. My home State of Texas elect-
ed its first Hispanic Representative in
1961, when it sent our friend, Henry B.
Gonzalez, to Washington. Today, there
are 21 Hispanic Members of Congress
representing seven States, two terri-
tories, and coming from all walks of
life. Hispanics still remain under-rep-
resented in Congress.

The 2000 Census figures show that
Hispanics are now the largest minority
group comprising 12.5 percent of the
population, yet they make up only 4.8
percent of Congress. If Hispanic rep-
resentation is to grow, we need young
Hispanics to run for public office.

This publication will teach Hispanic
students that no matter their back-
ground, they, too, can serve this coun-
try by becoming Members of Congress.
I believe the most important gift we
can give our children is to inspire them
to reach beyond themselves and dream
as big as they can dream.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution that will help give rise to
the next generation of Hispanic lead-
ers.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

This has the support of our chairman
of the Hispanic Caucus, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. REYES), and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA), all
Members, and certain Members on both
sides.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | am delighted to
support this concurrent resolution, introduced
by my distinguished friend from New York (Mr.
SERRANO).

During his more than 11 years in the House,
the gentleman from New York has consistently
led on issues of interest to Hispanic-Ameri-
cans. | have admired his leadership and ap-
preciated his counsel during the time we have
served together.

It was through the work of the gentleman
from New York and others that this handsome
volume was orginially compiled. It was also
my friend from New York who, as chairman of
the Congressional Hispanic Caucus during the
103rd Congress, introduced the resolution that
provided for the book’s publication.

My friend from New York recognized, as
should we all, that Hispanics and Hispanic-
Americans have played a fundamental role in
the history of the United States. Hispanics
have every reason to be proud of their role.
Christopher Columbus may have been born
an ltalian, but he was in the service of the
King and Queen of Spain when he discovered
the New World.

A Spaniard led the first European explo-
ration of lands now part of the continental
United States, in what is now Florida. Other
Spanish explorers pushed still further into
American territory.

Indeed, as Americans fought for independ-
ence from Great Britain on the east coast of
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this continent, The Spanish were exploring
and settling the west coast. Barely 2 months
after the signing of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence in 1776, the Spanish founded a little
settlement that we know today as San Fran-
cisco, CA.

Hispanics have also played a tremendous
role in the history of this institution, And they
continue to do so today.

Mr. Speaker, the first Hispanic-American to
serve in Congress, Delegate Joseph Martin
Hernandez, represented the newly acquired
Florida territory in the House during the 17th
Congress.

The first Hispanic-American  Senator,
Octaviano Larrazolo, represented New Mexico
in the 70th Congress after a public career that
included service as Governor of his State.

From 1822 to 1995, a total of 63 distin-
guished Hispanic-Americans served in the two
Houses. Since then, 9 more distinguished His-
panic-Americans have served, all of whom
continue serving today. Biographies of the
newest Hispanic-American Members, and up-
dated biographies of others, will be included in
the new edition as appropriate.

Mr. Speaker, of the more than 11,600 indi-
viduals who have served in the two Houses
since 1789, fewer than three-fifths of 1 percent
have been Hispanic-Americans. In the Con-
gresses of the 21st century and beyond, there
is no doubt that many more Hispanic-Ameri-
cans will have the honor of taking seats in the
House and Senate.

There is every reason to be proud of the
contributions of the Hispanic-Americans who
have served to date, which is why it is so im-
portant to chronicle those contributions.

Mr. Speaker, as we enter the 21st century,
we must continue to mark the service and
record the substantial contributions that His-
panic-Americans are making to the delibera-
tions of the most democratic legislative body
on Earth.

A new edition of Hispanic-Americans in
Congress will gather, in one updated volume,
useful historical information for teachers, stu-
dents, and others, describing the careers of
the Hispanic-American men and women who
have served in Congress.

| am certain the new volume, like the first
edition, will quickly become a tremendous re-
source, inspiring young Hispanic-Americans,
and indeed all young Americans, to pursue ca-
reers that could eventually bring them to
Washington to represent their neighbors in
Congress.

| urge the House to support the concurrent
resolution. | thank the distinguished chairman
for bringing it to the floor.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to commend the House leadership
for bringing House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 90 onto the floor today. This bill,
offered by my colleague and former
chair of the Congressional Hispanic
Caucus JOSE SERRANO, would authorize
the printing of an updated version of
the book Hispanic Americans in Con-
gress, 1822 to 1995. This book, by Car-
men Enciso, Tracy North, and the His-
panic Division at the Library of Con-
gress, was originally published in 1995
by the Government Printing Office
under the direction of the Joint Com-
mittee on Printing.

This book, Hispanic Americans in
Congress, has been the most com-
prehensive publication documenting
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the service of every Hispanic American
who has served in the U.S. Congress.
Through its compilation of brief biog-
raphies of every Hispanic Member,
from Joseph Marion Hernandez, elected
to represent Florida in 1822, to our col-
leagues elected in the 1990s, this book
will impress any reader with the diver-
sity of Hispanic lawmakers and the
contributions we have made to the
country as a whole.

In reading this book, you will learn
about the key leadership role played by
Hispanic Members of Congress, from all
parties, in advancing civil rights, as-
sisting farmers and migrant farm-
workers, feeding and housing the indi-
gent, enhancing bilingual education,
providing a voice for immigrant com-
munities, serving our veterans, advo-
cating democracy and development in
Latin America, supporting small busi-
nesses, revitalizing our urban econo-
mies, and protecting our environment.

It is fitting that during Hispanic Her-
itage Month, the Congress act to direct
the publication of an updated version
of Hispanic Americans in Congress.
Since it was published in 1995, nine ad-
ditional Hispanic Americans have been
elected to Congress. Anyone who reads
this book today will find no mention of
half of the current membership of the
Congressional Hispanic Caucus. I there-
fore urge all my colleagues to join me
in supporting House Concurrent Reso-
lution 90 so that we can have an up to
date and appropriate record of the serv-
ice of Hispanic Americans in the Con-
gress of this great Nation.

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, |
rise in strong support of this noncontroversial
resolution and urge its immediate passage. It
is most appropriate that we are considering
this measure during the waning days of His-
panic Heritage Month.

My home state of New Mexico has sent 17
Hispanic-Americans to Congress—that is a
record. New Mexico is also the only state that
has ever elected two Hispanic-Americans to
the United States Senate.

The presence of Hispanics predates the
founding of our Nation, and, as among the first
to settle on this continent, Hispanics and their
descendants have had a profound and lasting
influence on American history, values and cul-
ture. Since the arrival of the earliest Spanish
settlers more than 400 years ago, these Amer-
icans have contributed immensely to our
peace, freedom and legacy.

I am honored to represent a state that has
one of the largest percentages of Hispanic-
Americans. This month, as we remember with
special gratitude the gifts that Hispanics bring
to every aspect of our country, | urge His-
panic-Americans, and, indeed, all New Mexi-
cans, to take great pride in their heritage. Mr.
Speaker, for these and countless other rea-
sons, | ask that we pass this measure at once
to celebrate the contributions that Hispanic-
Americans have made in the United States
Congress.

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, | support House
Concurrent Resolution 90, which authorizes
the revision and reprinting of the book, “His-
panic Americans in Congress.”

Within the pages of “Hispanic Americans in
Congress” you will find inspirational stories of
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bravery, commitment, dedication, and selfless-
ness. Such examples include Congressman
“Ed” Roybal. Since Romualdo Pacheco in
1876, the state of California had not had a
Latino Representative to Congress. Congress-
man Edward Roybal became part of history in
1962 by becoming the second ever Latino
Member of Congress from California. “Ed”
Roybal has been an inspiration to countless
numbers of Latino citizens, community activ-
ists and elected leaders. Congressman Roybal
is one of the many examples of Latino leader-
ship that will inspire our leaders of tomorrow.

Since 1960, more Hispanics have been
elected to Congress than in the previous 140
years. We have reason to be proud of the
contributions Latinos have made to our coun-
try. The future grows brighter everyday for
Latinos. Latinos buying power is over one-third
of a trillion dollars and every day a hard work-
ing American of Latino origin is setting up a
business or buying a house. Little by little,
Latinos have worked their way to recognition.
This book will help inspire that joy of recogni-
tion, will serve history, and will motivate our
youth with positive role models.

Mr. Speaker, | please ask that we pass H.
Con. Res. 90, so we may recognize Latino
achievement and inspire new generations of
Latino Members of Congress. Let us com-
memorate Congressman Roybal and the many
others that have helped our community pros-
per.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY)
that the House suspend the rules and
agree to the concurrent resolution, H.
Con. Res. 90, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Con.
Res. 90, the concurrent resolution just
agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

————

AUTHORIZING PRINTING OF
““ASIAN AND PACIFIC ISLANDER
AMERICANS IN CONGRESS”

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and agree to the concur-
rent resolution (H. Con. Res. 130) au-
thorizing printing of the book entitled
“Asian and Pacific Islander Americans
in Congress.”’

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. REs. 130

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the

Senate concurring),
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SECTION 1. ASIAN AND PACIFIC ISLANDER AMER-
ICANS IN CONGRESS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The book entitled ‘‘Asian
and Pacific Islander Americans in Congress’’,
prepared by the Library of Congress under
the direction of the Joint Committee on
Printing, shall be printed as a House docu-
ment.

(b) SPECIFICATIONS.—The House document
described in subsection (a) shall include il-
lustrations and shall be in the style, form,
manner, and binding as directed by the Joint
Committee on Printing.

(c) NUMBER OF COPIES.—In addition to the
usual number of copies, there shall be print-
ed the lesser of—

(1) 30,700 copies of the document described
in subsection (a), of which—

(A) 25,000 shall be for the use of the Com-
mittee on House Administration of the
House of Representatives; and

(B) 5,700 shall be for the use of the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration of the
Senate; or

(2) such number of copies of the document
described in subsection (a) as does not exceed
a total production and printing cost of
$220,000, which copies shall be for the use of
the Committee on House Administration of
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration of the
Senate in the same proportions as described
in paragraph (1).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. NEY) and the gentleman from
New York (Mr. SERRANO) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. NEY).

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, again it is my pleasure
to be here today to speak on behalf of
this resolution authorizing the print-
ing of this rich history of the Asian
and Pacific Islander Americans in Con-
gress. It is also timely, as we now have
eight Members of Asian and Pacific Is-
lander descent serving in both the
House and the Senate in the 107th Con-
gress. Thirty-two Asian Pacific Ameri-
cans have served in the United States
Congress from 1903 to the present, in-
cluding 13 Resident Commissioners
from the Philippine Islands elected to
the United States Congress from 1907
to 1946. Currently six serve as Members
to the House of Representatives and
two serve as U.S. Senators.

The first Asian American elected to
Congress was Dalip Singh Saund, a
Democrat from California. Saund was a
Punjabi Sihk who immigrated to the
United States from India and fought
for Asian Americans to have the right
to be naturalized. This led the way for
his election to the United States House
of Representatives in 1954 and opened
the door to other Asian Americans.
Members who followed in office re-
flected the vibrant diversity of the
Asian and Pacific Islander population
in California and Hawaii.

The first Senator from Hawaii,
Hiram Fong, was elected in 1959. DAN-
IEL INOUYE, who was also elected in 1959
was Hawaii’s first Member of the
House. He has the distinction of having
the longest Congressional service from
any Asian American, spanning until
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the present, as he now serves as a Sen-
ator. Two Asian Pacific Islander Mem-
bers have been women, the gentle-
woman from Hawaii (Mrs. MINK) and
Representative Patricia Saiki, who is
also from Hawaii.

Overall, a grand total of 32 Asian Pa-
cific Islanders have served with dis-
tinction. We have reason to be proud of
the many achievements they have
brought to Congress and their service
here.

This is why the printing of this his-
tory is necessary. This book, ‘‘Asian
and Pacific Islander Americans in Con-
gress,”” memorializes, by detailed ac-
count, the invaluable legacy that Asian
Pacific Americans have left in their
many years as Members of Congress.

There is no doubt, that as individual
Members, these Asian Pacific Ameri-
cans have in different and invaluable
ways, made important contributions to
their country. As a whole, they have
made a difference to Congress as an in-
stitution, to the positive side, and to
the many issues which they have advo-
cated before our Nation.

I wanted to thank in particular the
sponsor of this resolution, the gen-
tleman from Guam (Mr. UNDERWOOD)
with whom I proudly serve. I would
like to thank the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HOYER), the ranking
member of the Committee on House
Administration and his staff; and the
gentleman from New York (Mr.
SERRANO), who joins me here today.
Additionally, I want to thank all who
have supported this resolution and who
have worked hard to bring it to the
floor today.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I am delighted to support this con-
current resolution, introduced by the
gentleman from Guam (Mr. UNDER-
WwWooD). Let me just preface my com-
ments by saying that I think it is prop-
er today as a Hispanic Member of Con-
gress from New York that we both
honor our flag and honor the contribu-
tion of different Members because one
thing September 11 and the aftermath
has taught us in New York and
throughout this country is that we are
people that come from different com-
munities from throughout the world,
but we know how to come together as
Americans.

Today no one should misunderstand
out of a time of coming together that
we single out different groups because
it was their contributions that also
helped us become the Nation we are
today.

The new book authorized by this res-
olution will document the service of
Asian and Pacific Islander Americans
in Congress.

From 1903 to the present, no fewer
than 33 distinguished Asian and Pacific
Islander Americans have walked these
halls. Nine are serving their States and
district with distinction today. These
Members have hailed from such diverse
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racial and ethnic backgrounds as
Chamorro, Chinese, Filipino, Japanese,
Korean, Native Hawaiian, and Samoan.

Of the 33 distinguished Members
whose careers would be chronicled in
this book, some are well known, such
as the senior Senator from Hawaii, a
bona fide war hero and Medal of Honor
winner, and our Secretary of Transpor-
tation, Norman Mineta.

Others are less well known, such as
Representative Dalip Saund of Cali-
fornia. An Indian American, Mr. Saund
came to California in 1920 to attend
college. Within a year of acquiring
American citizenship, he was elected to
a local judgeship. Just 6 years later, he
won the first of three elections to this
House, and served from 1957 to 1963.

Mr. Speaker, these and other distin-
guished Asian and Pacific Islander
Americans have played a critical role
in the history of this institution. That
role should be appropriately chron-
icled.

This resolution will bring that about,
gathering in one volume useful histor-
ical information for teachers, students,
and others, describing the careers of
the Asian and Pacific Islander Ameri-
cans who have served in Congress to
date.

I am confident that this volume, like
its predecessor volumes, ‘‘Black Ameri-
cans in Congress,” ‘‘Hispanic Ameri-
cans in Congress,”” and ‘“Women in Con-
gress,”” will quickly become a tremen-
dous resource, inspiring young people
to seek careers in public service that
may one day bring them to the halls of
Congress.

I greatly appreciate the foresight of
the gentleman from Guam (Mr. UNDER-
wooD) for introducing the resolution
and the work of the distinguished
chairman to bring it to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a yes vote.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, it is with great
pride that | support H. Con. Res. 130, to au-
thorize the printing of a book entitled “Asian
and Pacific Islander Americans in Congress”
to recognize the contributions and achieve-
ments of Asian and Pacific American mem-
bers of Congress.

Since 1903 thirty-three Asian and Pacific
American men and women have served the
American people in Congress as members of
the House and Senate. Today, | am proud to
serve alongside nine such Members who con-
tinued to break down ethnic barriers while rep-
resenting America’s ever growing diversity.

In honor of this well deserved recognition,
Mr. Speaker, | would like to call your attention
to one particular former Member, our current
Secretary of Transportation, Norman Mineta.
The Honorable Mineta’s career has been one
of historic firsts.

Norman Mineta’s distinguished career has
been marked by great achievements not only
in his field of expertise, transportation, but as
an Asian American in civil rights. Norman and
his family were among the 120,000 Americans
of Japanese ancestry forced from their homes
and businesses into internment camps during
World War |l. Forty years later Mineta served
as the driving force behind the passage of
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H.R. 442, the Civil Liberties Act of 1988, which
officially apologized for and redressed the in-
justices endured by the Japanese Americans
during World War II.

Norman, like so many Asian Pacific Ameri-
cans, has dedicated his life to public service.
After graduating from the University of Cali-
fornia at Berkeley, Mineta joined the Army and
served as an intelligence officer in Japan and
Korea. Norman entered politics in 1967, serv-
ing on the San Jose City Council until 1971
when he was elected Mayor. Norman Mineta
was the First Asian Pacific American mayor of
a major U.S. city. In 1975, Mineta was elected
to the U.S. House of Representatives, where
he represented the heart of California’s Silicon
Valley until 1995. Norman Mineta was known
in this chamber for his commitment to the peo-
ple of his district, for bipartisan consensus
building, and for his policy achievements in
transportation, technology, trade and the envi-
ronment.

After a brief turn in the private sector as a
vice-president at Lockheed Martin Corporation,
Mineta again answered the call of public serv-
ice when he was appointed by President Clin-
ton as Secretary of Commerce. Norman Mi-
neta became the first Asian Pacific American
to serve the cabinet. As a new administration
came into office this year, Norman was again
called into service by President Bush who ap-
pointed him as the Secretary of Transpor-
tation. Norman Mineta made another first as
the first Secretary of Transportation to have
previously served in a cabinet position.

Throughout his career, Norman Mineta has
never forgotten his commitment to the Asian
Pacific American community. In 1994 he
founded the Congressional Asian Pacific
American Caucus and served as its first chair-
man. The caucus is committed to advancing
and promoting issues of concern to Asian Pa-
cific Americans (APA) and ensuring that the
concerns and needs of the APA community
are met. The Caucus also works to educate
other Members of Congress and the public
about the history, contributions, and concerns
of Asian Pacific Americans.

Mr. Speaker, | look forward to the publica-
tion of “Asian and Pacific Islander Americans
in Congress” in honor of our colleagues who,
like Norman Mineta, have made history serv-
ing our country with pride.

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to speak in support of H. Con. Res. 130
which would authorize the printing of the book
entitled, “Asian and Pacific Islander Americans
in Congress.”

This book will provide not only statistical in-
formation on Asians and Pacific Islanders who
have served, and are serving our great Nation
as Members of Congress. More importantly,
this book expresses the deep conviction and
belief that Asian and Pacific Islanders have in
upholding and strengthening the freedom and
democracy we all cherish and, indeed, need to
protect.

Our diverse population is the texture of the
American fabric. Our racial differences bring to
it the quality and value of a society that is able
to embrace ethnic equality. We are, assuredly,
a Nation of opportunities for all.

The Asian and Pacific Islanders are proud
of the 33 Members who have served in Con-
gress from 1903 to present. Their contribu-
tions come from a broad range of cultures and
experiences. Many served in our armed
forces. Many have educated our children as
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teachers. It seems fitting to recognize these
individuals in a book dedicated to their con-
tributions.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, | would
like to express my gratitude to the House Ad-
ministration Committee Chairman BoB NEY
and Ranking Member STENY HOYER for their
exemplary leadership in moving House Con-
current Resolution 130 to the floor today. |
would also like to take the opportunity to ex-
tend my appreciation to fellow colleagues from
the Congressional Asian Pacific American
Caucus for their support and co-sponsorship
of this resolution.

The passage of this resolution would author-
ize the Library of Congress to print a book en-
titled “Asian and Pacific Islander Americans in
Congress” for the first time. This book would
chronicle the histories of all Members of Con-
gress of Asian and Pacific Islander descent
from 1903 to the present and would com-
plement the collection of historical references
published by the Library of Congress which
commemorate the histories of African Ameri-
cans, Hispanic Americans, and Women Mem-
bers of Congress.

In the history of Congress, there have been
33 Members who have served our nation, in-
cluding 13 Members who were Resident Com-
missioners from the Philippines during the
time it was a U.S. Territory. Benito Y Tuason
Legarda and Pablo Ocampo were the first Fili-
pinos elected as Resident Commissioners in
the 60th Congress in 1907.

Among the pioneers was Delegate Jonah
Kuhio Kalanianaole, the first Pacific Islander in
Congress who represented the Territory of Ha-
waii from 1903 to 1923. He also had the dis-
tinction of being a Native Hawaiian prince and
member of the Hawaiian royal family.

The first Asian American in Congress was
Congressman Dalip Singh Saund from Impe-
rial Valley, California. Congressman Saund
was born in Amristar, India, and immigrated to
the United States in 1920 to attend college.
He later became a U.S. citizen and was elect-
ed to serve on the judicial branch in California
before his election to the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives in 1957, where he served three
consecutive terms.

The first Delegate from Guam and
Chamorro in Congress was Antonio B. Won
Pat, who served six consecutive terms in Con-
gress after winning his seat in 1973. Nearly a
decade later, Delegate Fofo Isoefe Fiti Sunia
became the first American Samoan in Con-
gress in 1981.

There have been many other pioneering
Members of Congress, who broke through
stereotypical barriers and stand with us today,
including Senator DANIEL K. INOUYE who was
elected in 1959 as Hawaii's first Representa-
tive to the U.S. House of Representatives and
Congresswoman PATSY MINK who has the dis-
tinction of having been the first Asian Amer-
ican woman in Congress. Another important
pioneer is former Congressman Norman Mi-
neta, who helped to establish the annual com-
memoration of Asian Pacific American Herit-
age month in May and founded the Congres-
sional Asian Pacific American Caucus. Today,
Mr. Mineta continues to serve our nation as its
Secretary of Transportation. His leadership in
the Department of Transportation in the after-
math of the tragic attacks on our nation has
been steadfast and strong. The security of our
transportation systems have been reinforced
and are now stronger than ever.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

As our country continues to heal from the
terrorists attacks on September 11, 2001,
which took the lives of more than 6,000 men,
women, and children in New York City, Penn-
sylvania, and in our backyard at the Pentagon,
we also must consider the backlash that has
ensued against South Asian Americans in our
country. In the week following the tragic at-
tack, 645 Americans of Asian and Arab de-
scent experienced incidents of the hate crimes
against them. It is my hope that the production
of this book will help to educate all Americans
and pay tribute to the contributions that Asian
and Pacific Islander Americans have achieved
as Members of Congress. These Members
have been teachers, lawyers, and public offi-
cials before serving in Congress. Some have
endured and overcome the backlash of intern-
ment and racial profiling experienced during
World War Il. Some have served with our Na-
tion's military with distinction and have be-
come highly decorated war heroes. However,
one fact remains among all of these 33 indi-
viduals, each one has embraced the ideals of
our Constitution and our flag, and has fortified
the fabric of our great Nation.

The 107th Congress has 9 Members of
Asian and Pacific Islander heritage, including
three Members from Hawaii, two Members
from California, one Member from Virginia,
one Member from Oregon, and delegates from
Guam and American Samoa. As members of
the Congressional Asian Pacific American
Caucus, one of our goals is to inform other
Members about the history and contributions
of Asian and Pacific Islander Americans. This
concurrent resolution authorizing the printing
of this book will not only enable us to meet the
goal but also educate the general public on
the diversity that exists in Congress. “Asian
and Pacific Islander Americans in Congress”
will follow in the same tradition as “Hispanic
Americans in Congress”, “Black Americans in
Congress”, and “Women in Congress,” which
is also distributed to school libraries across
the Nation.

Indeed Asian and Pacific Islanders are a di-
verse constellation of people from 40 major
subpopulations including indigenous popu-
lations of Chamorros, Native Hawaiians, and
Samoans and immigrant populations from
India, Pakistan, China, Japan, Korea, the Phil-
ippines, Cambodia, Vietnam, Laos and other
countries in Asia. Like the histories of Native
Americans and Alaskan Natives, the histories
of indigenous Pacific Islanders predates the
history of the founding of our country, which
has been historically populated by immigrants
from Europe, Asia, South American and all
points abroad.

Asian and Pacific Islander Americans have
united with all Americans in condemning the
terrorist actions. Members of these commu-
nities have lost family and friends from these
horrendous attacks and are still mourning their
loss. Yet these Americans have been victim-
ized by hate crimes, committed by other
Americans. As we fight terrorism at home and
abroad, we must also address the bigotry and
discrimination that threatens to tear apart our
Nation from within. As Americans, we must
continue to teach tolerance to future genera-
tions and value our nation’s diversity. The pas-
sage H. Con. Res. 130 is an important step
toward reaching that noble goal.

Once again | would like to thank my col-
leagues, Mr. NEY and Mr. HOYER, for their
leadership in moving this important resolution
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to the House floor and urge all Members to
support the final passage of H. Con. Res. 130
in Congress.

O 1430

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. NEY) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 130.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the con-
current resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have b legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the sub-
ject of the concurrent resolution just
agreed to, H. Con. Res. 130.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

———

PROVIDING FOR APPOINTMENT OF
ROGER W. SANT AS CITIZEN RE-
GENT OF BOARD OF REGENTS
OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and pass the Senate
joint resolution (S.J. Res. 20) providing
for the appointment of Roger W. Sant
as a citizen regent of the Board of Re-
gents of the Smithsonian Institution.

The Clerk read as follows:

S.J. REs. 20

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That, in accordance with
section 5581 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States (20 U.S.C. 43), the vacancy on
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian In-
stitution, in the class other than Members of
Congress, occurring by reason of the resigna-
tion of Howard H. Baker, Jr., of Washington,
D.C., is filled by the appointment of Roger
W. Sant of Washington, D.C. The appoint-
ment is for a term of 6 years and shall take
effect on the date of enactment of this joint
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. NEY) and the gentleman from
New York (Mr. SERRANO) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. NEY).

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, it is again a pleasure to
be here with my colleague, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. SERRANO),
and to lay before the House Senate
Joint Resolution 20, which provides for
the appointment of Roger W. Sant to
serve as a citizen regent on the Smith-
sonian Institution’s Board of Regents.
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This governing board of the Smithso-
nian is comprised of 17 members, which
includes the Chief Justice of the Su-
preme Court and Vice President of the
United States, three Members each of
the U.S. House and Senate, and nine
citizens who are nominated by the
board and approved jointly in a resolu-
tion of Congress. The nine citizen
members serve for a term of 6 years
each and are eligible for reappointment
to one additional term.

Roger Sant currently serves as the
chairman of the board for AES Cor-
poration, which is a leading global
power company and was cofounded by
Mr. Sant in 1981. He graduated from
Brigham Young University and re-
ceived his MBA with distinction from
the Harvard Graduate School of Busi-
ness Administration.

Mr. Sant chairs the board of the
Summit Foundation and several other
prominent boards, including Marriott
International Resources for the Fu-
ture, the Energy Foundation, and the
National Symphony.

He has previously been director of
the Mellon Institute’s Energy Produc-
tivity Center and has authored books
on energy conservation. Mr. Sant has
also served in the Ford administration
and was a key player in forming early
initiatives to create an energy policy
in the United States.

Roger Sant’s broad business back-
ground and his educational experience,
particularly in the area of energy con-
servation, make him a strong can-
didate for nomination to the Smithso-
nian Institution’s governing Board of
Regents. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port H. Res. 20.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume,
and I rise in support of Senate Joint
Resolution 20 to appoint Roger W. Sant
to be a citizen regent of the Smithso-
nian Institution. He is the choice of the
Smithsonian Institution’s nominating
committee to fill an existing vacancy
on the Board of Regents.

Mr. Sant is the chairman of the
board of AES Corporation, a global en-
ergy company which does business in 27
countries. He has been a member of a
number of boards of cultural institu-
tions, including the National Sym-
phony and the World Wildlife Fund
International.

He is the author of ‘“‘Creating Abun-
dance—America’s Least Cost Energy
Strategy,” which advocates energy
conservation. Mr. Sant’s background
and record of service should make him
a fine candidate to take on the chal-
lenges of running the world-class muse-
ums and cultural activities through
which the Smithsonian Institution has
served the American people so well.

Mr. Speaker, the joint resolution
would appoint Mr. Sant for a 6-year
term, and he would replace Howard H.
Baker, Jr., the distinguished former
Senate majority leader and White
House Chief of Staff. The joint resolu-
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tion passed the Senate on September 13
by unanimous consent, and I urge
House passage here today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate joint resolution, S.J.
Res. 20.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate joint resolution was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the sub-
ject of the Senate joint resolution just
passed, S.J. Res. 20.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

———

PROVIDING FOR REAPPOINTMENT
OF ANNE Jd'HARNONCOURT AS
CITIZEN REGENT OF BOARD OF
REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN IN-
STITUTION

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and pass the Senate
joint resolution (S.J. Res. 19) providing
for the reappointment of Anne
d’Harnoncourt as a citizen regent of
the Board of Regents of the Smithso-
nian Institution.

The Clerk read as follows:

S.J. REs. 19

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That, in accordance with
section 5581 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States (20 U.S.C. 43), the vacancy on
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian In-
stitution, in the class other than Members of
Congress, occurring by reason of the expira-
tion of the term of Anne d’Harnoncourt of
Pennsylvania, is filled by reappointment of
the incumbent for a term of 6 years. The re-
appointment shall take effect on December
29, 2001.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. NEY) and the gentleman from
New York (Mr. SERRANO) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. NEY).

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Senate Joint Resolution 19 provides
for the vreappointment of Anne
d’Harnoncourt to serve on the Smith-
sonian Institution’s Board of Regents.

Anne d’Harnoncourt currently serves
as the George D. Widener director and
chief executive officer of the Philadel-
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phia Museum of Art. She graduated
magna cum laude from Radcliffe Col-
lege in Cambridge and received her
master’s degree with distinction from
the Courtauld Institute of Art in Lon-
don.

Mrs. d’Harnoncourt started her mu-
seum career at the Tate Gallery in
London. She has also worked at the Art
Institute of Chicago and has worked in
several different levels within the
Philadelphia Museum of Art before
being named the chief executive officer
in 1997.

Anne d’Harnoncourt has an extensive
background, as you can see, Mr. Speak-
er, in the arts, and is head of one of our
Nation’s premier museums. I believe
her strong background makes her an
excellent candidate for reappointment
to the Smithsonian Institution’s Board
of Regents, and I urge my colleagues to
support S.J. Res. 19.

I also want to thank the ranking
member, the gentleman from Maryland
(Mr. HOYER), and my colleague here
today, the gentleman from New York
(Mr. SERRANO), who have made this res-
olution possible.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise in support of Senate Joint Res-
olution 19, reappointing Anne
d’Harnoncourt as a citizen regent of
the Smithsonian Institution for a sec-
ond 6-year term. She is currently the
director and CEO of the Philadelphia
Museum of Art, and was originally
elected to the Smithsonian Board of
Regents in 1995. She has more than 30
years of experience as a museum cura-
tor and director. At the Philadelphia
Museum of Art, she has been curator,
director, and CEO in a distinguished
career.

Mr. Speaker, S.J. Res. 19 was passed
unanimously by the Senate on Sep-
tember 13, and I urge its adoption by
the House today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the Senate joint resolution, S.J.
Res. 19.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate joint resolution was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the sub-
ject of the Senate joint resolution just
passed, S.J. Res. 19.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?
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There was no objection.

PERMITTING CHAIRMAN OF COM-
MITTEE ON RULES AND ADMIN-
ISTRATION OF THE SENATE TO
DESIGNATE ANOTHER MEMBER
OF COMMITTEE TO SERVE ON
JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING
IN PLACE OF CHAIRMAN

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus-
pend the rules and concur in the Sen-
ate concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res.
67) permitting the Chairman of the
Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion of the Senate to designate another
member of the Committee to serve on
the Joint Committee on Printing in
place of the Chairman.

The Clerk read as follows:

S. CON. RES. 67

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That effective for the
One Hundred Seventh Congress, the Chair-
man of the Committee on Rules and Admin-
istration of the Senate may designate an-
other member of the Committee to serve on
the Joint Committee on Printing in place of
the Chairman.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. NEY) and the gentleman from
New York (Mr. SERRANO) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
Ohio (Mr. NEY).

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, Senate Concurrent Res-
olution 67 permits the chairman of the
Senate’s Committee on Rules and Ad-
ministration to designate another
member of the committee to serve on
the Joint Committee on Printing in
place of the chairman.

This is a very simple measure. I want
to thank my colleague, however, today,
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
SERRANO), who has been so gracious
and patient today in helping to bring
proposals to the floor that are impor-
tant to the operation of the House; and
I want to also thank the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. HOYER), our rank-
ing member of the Committee on House
Administration.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution and urge its adoption.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume
simply to concur with the chairman
and urge support for this resolution.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, | join with the
Chairman in urging adoption of Senate Con-
current Resolution 67.

This is a housekeeping measure allowing
the Chairman of the Senate Rules and Admin-
istration Committee to designate another
member of that panel to serve on the Joint
Committee on Printing in his place during the
107th Congress.

By statute, the Senate membership of the
Joint Committee on Printing consists of the
Chairman and four members of the Committee
on Rules and Administration. In order for the
Senate to depart from that statutory scheme,
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the House must concur, hence this concurrent
resolution.

Anticipating adoption of this measure, the
Senate has adopted a simple resolution elect-
ing its members of the Joint Committee for the
107th Congress. If we clear this resolution, the
Joint Committee on Printing can organize and
proceed to its business. | urge an “aye” vote.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. NEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY)
that the House suspend the rules and
concur in the Senate concurrent reso-
lution, S. Con. Res. 67.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE ON

ENERGY AND COMMERCE TO
FILE SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT
ON H.R. 3016, ANTITERRORISM
AND EFFECTIVE DEATH PEN-
ALTY AMENDMENTS

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce be al-
lowed to file a supplemental report on
the bill H.R. 3016.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

———

URGING SECRETARY OF ENERGY
TO FILL STRATEGIC PETROLEUM
RESERVE

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and agree
to the resolution (H. Res. 250) urging
the Secretary of Energy to fill the

Strategic Petroleum Reserve, as
amended.
The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 250

Whereas the United States is engaged in
military activity as a result of the terrorist
attacks of September 11, 2001;

Whereas such acts continue to pose an un-
usual and extraordinary threat to the na-
tional security and foreign policy of the
United States, including the security of im-
portant energy supplies;

Whereas our Nation imports more than
half of the crude oil it consumes from other
nations;

Whereas Congress found in the Energy Pol-
icy and Conservation Act that the storage of
substantial quantities of petroleum products
will diminish the vulnerability of the United
States to the effects of a severe energy sup-
ply interruption, and provide limited protec-
tion from the short-term consequences of
interruptions in supplies of petroleum prod-
ucts;

Whereas a severe energy supply interrup-
tion would have an adverse impact upon
American consumers and the economy;

Whereas the Strategic Petroleum Reserve
has an authorized capacity of 1,000,000,000
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barrels of crude oil, a current storage capac-
ity of 700,000,000 barrels of crude oil, and ap-
proximately 545,000,000 barrels of crude oil
currently in storage; and

Whereas marginal wells in the United
States provide an important base of domes-
tic crude oil production, make an important
contribution to our workforce and economy,
are particularly sensitive to price fluctua-
tions, and are difficult and costly to reopen:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives urges the Secretary of Energy to in-
crease the capacity of the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve to 1,000,000,000 barrels of crude
oil, to fill the Strategic Petroleum Reserve
to its capacity as soon as practicable, and to
consider purchasing from marginal wells
that would otherwise cease production, con-
sistent with current law.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BARTON) and the gentleman
from Maine (Mr. BALDACCI) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. BARTON).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on the resolution, H. Res. 250, as
amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, today the House is
going to consider a very important res-
olution dealing with our energy secu-
rity. This is a bipartisan effort; and I
would like to publicly thank the rank-
ing member of the subcommittee that I
chair, the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. BOUCHER), the full committee
ranking member, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. DINGELL), and of course
the full committee chairman, the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. TAUZIN),
for their excellent support on this reso-
lution.

This is a nonbinding resolution, so it
does not require the Secretary of En-
ergy and the President of the United
States to move to fill the Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve; but it is my intent
and my hope, and in working with the
administration officials the last sev-
eral weeks, that we will begin to do
that.

The Strategic Petroleum Reserve is
an important national asset. It was
created in the 1970s, after the last Arab
oil embargo that was imposed on the
United States and the Western democ-
racies by OPEC, the Organization of
Petroleum Exporting Countries. We
made a decision as a Nation to begin to
stockpile o0il so that never again would
our economy be held hostage to oil im-
ports. Since that time, we have accu-
mulated as much as 600 million barrels
of o0il in the reserve. Today, we have
approximately 545 million barrels.
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These reserves are in four sites on
the Gulf Coast, two in Texas and two in
Louisiana, and each of them has some-
where between 80 and 160 million bar-
rels of oil.

The reserve is authorized to have a
capacity of 1 billion barrels. It does not
have that capacity in place. It has ca-
pacity to actually store about 700 mil-
lion. As I said earlier, there are 545 mil-
lion barrels currently in the reserve.

We import about 12 million barrels a
day. Some of that oil comes from na-
tions that are not friendly to the
United States of America; Iraq is a na-
tion that comes to mind. There is a dis-
tinct possibility in the next several
months as the President pursues ter-
rorists and those that harbor them, we
may need to take military action
against some of these nations that we
are receiving oil imports from, so it
would behoove us to have in place the
ability to use this reserve and to begin
filling the reserve to its full capacity.

We could put approximately 155 mil-
lion barrels of oil in the capacity that
we have. The negotiations and the
work that we are doing right now with
DOE officials and Bush administration
officials would be to take oil in kind
from the Federal OCS. We could re-
ceive approximately 170,000 barrels per
day and put that oil into the reserve.
There would be no out-of-pocket cost
to the U.S. Treasury if we did that; and
in doing that kind of swap, we should
be able to get to 700 million barrels
without any extraneous expense.

If we want to go to the 1 billion bar-
rels, if the reserve is authorized, we
will need to appropriate funds to build
additional capacity, and we may need
to appropriate funds to purchase oil.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution before us
indicates if we need to purchase oil we
give preference to marginal wells or
stripper wells, as they are called in the
Southwest. These are wells that
produce less than 10 barrels a day.

The last time we had an oil price col-
lapse several years ago, we lost be-
tween 500,000 and 1 million barrels of
stripper well production that will never
come back.

This resolution would encourage the
Secretary of Energy to give preference
to marginal well purchases. It is au-
thorized by law that we purchase mar-
ginal well domestic oil. This would
give preference to those purchases.

We think if we could purchase some
of this oil, we could buy it at a very in-
expensive price. The acquisition cost in
the reserve today is about $27 a barrel.
The world oil market price is around
$20 a barrel. When stripper well prices
fall below $15 or $16 a barrel, they begin
to be shut down. If we subtract the roy-
alty and the taxes that they are pay-
ing, the severance taxes, stripper well
prices are already at that $15 a barrel
price. It is not demanded by this reso-
lution that we purchase oil for the re-
serve from marginal wells, but it is
given a preference.

Mr. Speaker, I feel very strongly that
it is in our national interest to have
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the Strategic Petroleum Reserve in a
state of readiness. I can state to the
Congress, I toured one of the sites at
Big Hill down by Beaumont, Texas last
week. Their security was excellent.
Their operational capability was 100
percent. They told me that they could
begin pumping within a day of the
President giving the order to do it, per-
haps within hours if given the order to
do it.

Ironically, they said that they would
not be able to start drawing down the
oil that quickly because of the paper-
work requirements. Because of senior
officials in the DOE and the need to do
a bidding process, it might take 14 to 15
days before they could actually draw
down the oil. But operationally, they
could draw it down immediately.

Mr. Speaker, this is a very, very good
resolution. It has passed the Sub-
committee on Energy and Air Quality
with the full support of all members on
both sides of the aisle. The gentleman
from Louisiana (Mr. TAUZIN) and the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. DIN-
GELL) have agreed to bring it straight
to the floor without going to the full
committee because of the cooperative
nature of the resolution. I hope that we
can adopt this by unanimous consent.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BALDACCI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. BALDACCI asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks, and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. BALDACCI. Mr. Speaker, I want
to point out earlier this year in Sep-
tember I sent a letter to the Secretary
of Energy suggesting to him that he
also be able to look at this, and I am
pleased the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
BARTON) has brought this forward and
the committee has brought this for-
ward, especially today considering the
prices on the spot market.

I support H. Res. 250, which urges the
Secretary to fill the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve. We worked very hard to
establish a heating oil reserve, which I
am pleased to report is at capacity.
But the Strategic Petroleum Reserve
does have additional capacity.

In the War Powers Resolution that
we passed just a few weeks ago, we
found that acts of terrorism continue
to pose an unusual and extraordinary
threat to national security. Part of
that threat is to the security of our en-
ergy supplies, particularly those that
we procure from the Middle East and
other areas of the world.

This is perhaps even more salient
now that we are engaged in military
action in Afghanistan. The bill the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BARTON), the
subcommittee chairman, and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. BOUCHER),
the ranking member, authored and the
Subcommittee on Energy and Air Qual-
ity reported acknowledges this concern
and urges the Secretary of Energy to
take some very prudent steps to help
guard against a disruption of energy
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supplies by using his existing authority
to fill the Strategic Petroleum Reserve
to its current maximum capacity of
about 700 million barrels of oil.

At this time the reserve contains
only about 545 million barrels of oil, so
we could increase our Nation’s insur-
ance against an oil supply shock by
nearly 40 percent if we fill the reserve
to capacity.

This is also a very opportune mo-
ment in fiscal terms for the Secretary
to fill the reserve. Prices for crude oil
and gasoline at the pump have fallen a
great deal in the last month, so it will
cost the taxpayer less now to fill the
reserve than it would have a month
ago. For instance, the day before the
attack on our Nation spot prices for
crude averaged slightly more than $25 a
barrel. Today, the spot price for the
same product has fallen below $20 per
barrel, a 20 percent decrease in price.
We should act now, because any supply
disruption, even if it does not threaten
our security, could end up increasing
the cost to our constituents of filling
the reserve.

The resolution also urges the Sec-
retary of Energy to expand the reserve
to its fully authorized capacity of 1 bil-
lion barrels. This is an important long-
term position that is supported by
Members on a bipartisan basis. By fully
realizing the potential of the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve, we could nearly
double our protection against a severe
supply disruption from what we have
today.

Finally, the resolution urges the Sec-
retary to consider purchasing oil for
the reserve from marginal wells that
would otherwise cease production in a
manner consistent with current law.
Marginal wells are an important re-
source, and there is strong bipartisan
support for ensuring the continued op-
eration of these wells.

Although this resolution does not
carry the force of law, it does send an
important message to the administra-
tion and others that there is strong
support for filling the Strategic Petro-
leum Reserve to its maximum author-
ized capacity, and it does it in a way
that is respectful and consistent with
both current law and the War Powers
Resolution we recently passed.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the legislation.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, September 28, 2001.
SPENCER ABRAHAM,
Secretary, Department of Energy, Independence
Avenue, Washington, DC.

DEAR SECRETARY ABRAHAM: I am writing to
encourage the Department to take steps to
fully stock the Strategic Petroleum Reserve.
At this time of low oil prices, it makes sense
to ensure that we have a full Reserve to pro-
tect us from potential instability in the fu-
ture.

It is my understanding that the SPR cur-
rently holds about 544 million barrels of oil
and that its capacity is 700 million barrels. I
believe we should take advantage of the rel-
atively low oil prices we are enjoying to fill
the Reserve to capacity. As you know, these
reserves can be used to protect our nation
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against interruptions in petroleum supply.
In these uncertain times, I believe that we
should have the maximum possible reserve
supply to ensure that we are able to meet
our nation’s energy needs under a variety of
contingencies.

While prices are low, I realize that pur-
chasing the additional oil will require addi-
tional resources. I would be willing to sup-
port increased appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Energy to be dedicated to this pur-

0se.

P Thank you for your consideration of this
matter.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,
JOHN E. BALDACCI,
Member of Congress.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, we have no other speak-
ers so I am going to wrap this up
quickly. I thank the gentleman from
Maine (Mr. BALDAcCCI) for his excellent
work in the last Congress on the Re-
fined Products Reserve. That reserve is
in place. We have checked with DOE of-
ficials, and it is full. It is ready to be
utilized if there is a shortage of fuel oil
this winter in the Northeast. Hopefully
there will not be. It is another example
of the fine bipartisanship that we have
on this subcommittee and the full com-
mittee. The gentleman from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) and the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. BOUCHER) worked
with the gentleman from New York
(Mr. FOSSELLA) and the gentleman
from New York (Mr. SWEENEY), and
others on the Republican side to move
that legislation in the last Congress.

Mr. Speaker, I do not want to belabor
the point on the Strategic Petroleum
Reserve. Suffice it to say it is another
tool in our country’s arsenal as we g0
after terrorists. We do not want to give
any terrorist anywhere in the world
the idea that they can blackmail us
economically by shutting off our oil
supply.

We have invested so far in the reserve
approximately $15 billion in 1998 dol-
lars. For a very small incremental
cost, we can fill the reserve to its full
1 billion barrel capacity, and it will be
available to be used by the President of
the United States if he sees fit to uti-
lize it to protect our economy.

Mr. Speaker, I hope we can pass this
with all yeas and no nays, to send a
very strong signal to our potential en-
emies around the world that we are not
only ready to fight terrorism dip-
lomatically and militarily, but we are
also ready to use our economic might if
we have to.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. BALDACCI. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BARTON) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 250, as amended.
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The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). In the opinion of the Chair,
two-thirds of those present have voted
in the affirmative.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

————

HERBERT H. BATEMAN POST
OFFICE BUILDING

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 1749) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 685 Turnberry
Road in Newport News, Virginia, as the

‘“Herbert H. Bateman Post Office
Building”’.
The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1749
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. HERBERT H. BATEMAN POST OFFICE
BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 685
Turnberry Road in Newport News, Virginia,
shall be known and designated as the ‘“‘Her-
bert H. Bateman Post Office Building”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the Herbert H. Bateman
Post Office Building.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS) and the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN
DAVIS).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks on the bill, H.R. 1749.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 1749. This legislation will name
the local Post Office at 685 Turnberry
Road in Newport News as the ‘‘Herbert
H. Bateman Post Office Building,”
after former Representative Herb Bate-
man, who represented the First Con-
gressional District of Virginia for 9
terms in the United States Congress.

Herb Bateman was a true Virginia
gentleman and a great American pa-
triot. His loyalty to our Nation and his
unyielding efforts to ensure its protec-
tion have always been met with great
admiration. Considering the current
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events of the day, his fervent support
for our Nation’s armed forces takes on
an even more significant role.

Herb Bateman will always be remem-
bered in the First Congressional Dis-
trict as a loyal public servant of the
people, and an honorable and dedicated
man. This postal renaming legislation
demonstrates our deep respect and
gratitude for Herb’s tireless service to
the betterment of our community, Vir-
ginia and our great Nation.

The First District will always re-
member his numerous contributions to
the area. The Herbert H. Bateman Post
Office is a fitting tribute to our friend.
His service to the defense of our coun-
try, the betterment of our waterways
and infrastructure, and his numerous
other accomplishments will not soon
be forgotten. I encourage all Members
to support H.R. 1749.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
Committee on Government Reform, I
am pleased to join my colleague in the
consideration of a postal naming bill.
H.R. 1749, which names a Post Office in
Newport News, Virginia, after Herbert
H. Bateman, was introduced by the
gentlewoman from Virginia (Mrs. JoO
ANN DAVIS) on May 8, 2001.

Mr. Speaker, Herbert H. Bateman
was born in 1928 in Elizabeth City,
North Carolina, and lived in Newport
News since childhood. He attended the
College of William and Mary and
Georgetown University Law Center. He
practiced law, served in the Air Force
and the Virginia State Senate. He was
elected to represent the First Congres-
sional District of Virginia in 1982.
While in Congress, Representative
Bateman was a senior member of the
House Committee on Armed Services
and the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure until his untimely
death on September 11, 2000.

As a Member of this body, Represent-
ative Bateman is remembered as being
a strong supporter of the military and
protector of the large shipbuilding in-
dustry in Newport News, Virginia. Rep-
resentative Bateman was recognized as
a defender of our national security, a
staunch advocate for the readiness of
our armed forces, and worked tirelessly
to ensure the Naval superiority of
America.

O 1500

In short, he was a great patriarch.

Mr. Speaker, I want to commend and
thank the gentlewoman from Virginia
(Mrs. Jo ANN DAvis) for introducing
this measure.

Mr. Speaker, I would just indicate, I
know that the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. ScoTT) had intended to be
here and wanted to speak on this bill.
Unfortunately, he did not make it. I
would simply again commend the gen-
tlewoman from Virginia.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of
my time.

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to be here
today to pay tribute to Mr. Bateman’s
humble service. I am grateful for his
service and am delighted that I could
in this small way honor the life of Herb
Bateman with this legislation. I urge
all Members to support this measure.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, | join my col-
leagues in support of H.R. 1749 to designate
a post office in Newport News, Virginia as the
“Herbert H. Bateman Post Office Building.”

The Virginia Delegation is pleased to sup-
port this bill. He was well thought of and highly
respected by all of us. The delegation has al-
ways worked cooperatively and in a bipartisan
fashion on issues affecting Virginia and Herb
steadfastly contributed to that spirit.

It is fitting that we pay tribute to Herb's
memory and service by naming a post office
for him. Herb’s hard work and dedication to
the constituents of the 1st Congressional Dis-
trict of Virginia, which he always referred to as
“America’s 1st District”, was well known.

Herb and | served neighboring districts in
the House and during my service in the Vir-
ginia Legislature, he was either my state Sen-
ator or my Congressman, so we had many op-
portunities to work together to represent the
interests of the residents of the Hampton
Roads area. Having worked side by side, |
can tell you that Herb Bateman was a hard
working and effective legislator during his
many years of public service.

He conscientiously promoted the needs of a
district with a strong military and federal pres-
ence. As a member of the Armed Services
committee, he made military readiness and
the concerns of military families his highest
priorities. Because of his total dedication,
America enjoys a strong military and school
districts with a large military presence receive
additional federal funding through Impact Aid.

In Hampton Roads, we have been particu-
larly grateful for Herb'’s leadership because we
continue to build aircraft carriers and sub-
marines, NASA budgets reflect a higher pri-
ority for the aeronautics research proudly done
at NASA Langley Research Center and the
Thomas Jefferson National Accelerator Facility
(Jefferson Lab) continues to excel.

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, it is fitting that we
honor Herb’s memory and service to the 1st
Congressional district and to this body by
naming a post office for him.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to sup-
port the bill.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, |
rise in support of H.R. 1749, which would des-
ignate the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 685 Turnberry Road in Newport
News, Virginia as the “Herbert H. Bateman
Post Office Building.” | would also like to
thank my colleague, Representative JO ANN
DAvis, Herb’s successor in America’s First
District, for her leadership in introducing this
legislation.

My friend and former colleague Herb Bate-
man was a true gentleman and a great patriot.
I will never forget his kind and valuable tute-
lage when | first came to Congress, nor will |
forget how he demonstrated to all of us the
importance of caring more about doing good
than getting credit.
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On a political and ideological level, there
was much to learn from Herb: His fiscal con-
servation and commitment to restraining big
government and protecting taxpayers’ interest.
His unwavering support of a strong military
and of the men and women who dedicate their
lives to protecting our nation. His dedication to
cleaning up the Chesapeake Bay, and so
much more.

Herb Bateman took great pride in serving
the people of America’s First District for 18
years. In doing so, he was an asset not only
to the people of the Northern Neck and the
Eastern Shore of Virginia, but to the nation as
a whole. It is fitting, therefore, that we take
steps to honor and memorialize Herb, so that
his service to America will never be forgotten.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, | join my fellow
members of the Virginia congressional delega-
tion and our colleagues today in support of
H.R. 1749, the Herbert H. Bateman Post Of-
fice Designation Act, and thank Congress-
woman JOo ANN DAvis of the First District for
introducing this legislation to honor the mem-
ber of Congress who preceded her.

Heb loved being a member of Congress. He
was a decent, hard-working, likeable man who
could reach across the aisle to work together
for the best interests of America.

He loved representing the people of Vir-
ginia’s First Congressional District, and
beamed with pride in calling his district,
“America’s First District.” He worked tirelessly
for his district. He grew up and practiced law
in Newport News, and was a graduate of the
College of William and Mary, so he had a spe-
cial affinity for the people he represented.

Aside from his love for the First district, his
achievements as a legislator were impressive.
As chairman of the House Armed Service sub-
committee on military readiness, he was a dili-
gent champion for the defense interests not
only of the Tidewater area of Virginia which he
represented, but most importantly for a strong
defense for our nation.

He believed in a strong military and a strong
navy. He always understood the need for ade-
quate training before sending our forces into
harm’s way. He was relentless in the pursuit
of military excellence, and he could work with
anybody on any side of an issue. Most impor-
tantly, when meeting the challenges faced by
this great country, party really made no dif-
ference.

It is especially fitting that we recognize
Herb's legislative accomplishments in the area
of defense as America’s armed forces bravely
undertake operations in Afghanistan as we
speak. He was a protector of our national de-
fense, and he initiated the practice of listening
to the field commanders of our armed forces—
the captains and colonels and majors—and
not solely relying on the Pentagon brass to get
the real picture about our nation’s defense
forces.

| have no doubts that Herb’s past work will
contribute to a successful conclusion to our
on-going military efforts. Herb was a champion
of increasing our military readiness, and if we
can do anything to honor his memory, it will
be to continue to invest in improving and
maintaining our nation’s defense readiness.

He also worked to protect the welfare of the
men and women in uniform and their families,
and those who have retired from the service of
their country.

Herb also worked hard for commuters in the
First District. Through his seat on the Trans-
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portation and Infrastructure Committee, he fo-
cused on improving the highways and bridges
in the Tidewater area and protecting the
Chesapeake Bay’s oyster and crab production.

It is fitting that we honor the memory of
Herb Bateman, a devoted public servant of the
Commonwealth of Virginia and our nation, by
designating the postal facility at 685 Turnberry
Road in Newport News, Virginia, as the Her-
bert H. Bateman Post Office Building.

| urge my colleagues to unanimously sup-
port H.R. 1749 in tribute to the late Herb Bate-
man.

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
the Herbert H. Bateman Post Office Building
Designation Act introduced by my colleague,
Representative JO ANN DAVIS to pay tribute to
my dear friend Congressman Herb Bateman.

Many of my colleagues have spoken about
Herb's distinguished service to Virginia as a
State Senator and his legislative accomplish-
ments as a Member of Congress. Herb exem-
plified leadership and honor in his service to
Congress on the Armed Services Committee
and the Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee and to his country in his service in
the U.S. Air Force during the Korean war. But
Herb was more than a distinguished Member
or colleague, he was a dear and personal
friend.

| am honored and grateful to have had the
opportunity to have known Herb Bateman.
Herb and his wife Laura have been great per-
sonal friends to my wife Emilie and me and
Laura continues to be a close friend. It is al-
ways sad to lose someone from the Congres-
sional family, but Herb will be remembered for
his accomplishments and leadership, but most
of all for his friendship. We have lost a great
friend and leader.

Herb was a highly respected Member of the
House of Representatives. While | am sad-
dened by his passing, his extensive contribu-
tions to Virginia, this Nation, and the fond
memories that | have of our friendship will live
on forever. That is why, | am pleased to speak
today in support of this resolution.

Mr. SCHROCK. Mr. Speaker, it is my pleas-
ure to rise today in support of H.R. 1749,
which will honor our good friend, Congress-
man Herb Bateman. For eighteen years, Herb
served Virginia's first district, which he faith-
fully referred to as ‘America’s First District.’
Herb was a public servant in the truest sense,
and was a devoted friend to America’s armed
forces.

For more than 30 years of public service in
both the Senate of Virginia and in this body,
Herb reminded us of the need to sustain
America’s military superiority. As Chairman of
the House Armed Services’ Subcommittee on
Readiness, he was dedicated to the task of
keeping America’s forces reactive and able to
respond with speed and force. We hope that
the American military is never forced to prove
its strength, but as we have seen over the
past few days, America's military is strong,
and it is able to respond, both quickly and
powerfully when needed. We have Herb to
thank, in part, for this sustained strength. He
fought relentlessly to build America’'s Navy
and to adequately train America’s servicemen
and women before sending them into harm’s
way in today’s changing face of combat.

We all lost a good friend last year, when
Herb passed away near the end of his final
term in the House. His legacy lives on with his
wife Laura, their children, and the facility we
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are naming today. The Herbert H. Bateman
Post Office Building will remind us of Herb'’s
service, his friendship and of the lessons he
taught us during his time in Congress.

| thank the gentlelady from Virginia for spon-
soring H.R. 1749, and | urge passage of this
legislation.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 1749.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 1
minute p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 6 p.m.

————
0 1832

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. PETRI) at 6 o’clock and 32
minutes p.m.

—————

REPORT ON H.R. 3061, DEPART-
MENTS OF LABOR, HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES, AND EDU-
CATION, AND RELATED AGEN-
CIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2002

Mr. REGULA, from the Committee
on Appropriations, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 107-229) on the
bill (H.R. 3061) making appropriations
for the Departments of Labor, Health
and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2002, and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the Union Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule XXI, all points of
order are reserved on the bill.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, the Chair will
now put the question on each motion
to suspend the rules on which further
proceedings were postponed earlier
today.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

House Concurrent Resolution 244, by
the yeas and nays;

House Resolution 250, by the yeas and
nays.

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the time for any electronic vote after
the first such vote in this series.

AUTHORIZING PRINTING OF RE-
VISED EDITION OF PUBLICATION
ENTITLED “OUR FLAG”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 244.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. NEY)
that the House suspend the rules and
agree to the concurrent resolution, H.
Con. Res. 244, on which the yeas and
nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 412, nays 0,
not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 372]
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Kaptur Napolitano Shaw
Keller Neal Shays
Kelly Nethercutt Sherman
Kennedy (MN) Ney Sherwood
Kennedy (RI) Northup Shimkus
Kerns Nussle Shows
Kildee Oberstar Shuster
Kilpatrick Obey Simmons
Kind (WI) Olver Simpson
King (NY) Ortiz Skeen
Kingston Osborne Skelton
Kirk Ose Slaughter
Kleczka Otter Smith (MI)
Knollenberg Owens Smith (NJ)
Kolbe Oxley Smith (TX)
Kucinich Pallone Snyder
LaFalce Pascrell Solis
Lampson Pastor Souder
Langevin Paul Spratt
Lantos Payne Stark
Largent Pelosi Stearns
Larsen (WA) Pence Stenholm
Larson (CT) Peterson (MN) Strickland
Latham Peterson (PA) Stump
LaTourette Petri Stupak
Leach Phelps Sununu
Levin Pickering Sweeney
Lewis (CA) Pitts Tancredo
Lewis (GA) Platts Tanner
Lewis (KY) Pombo Tauscher
Linder Pomeroy Tauzin
Lipinski Portman Taylor (MS)
LoBiondo Price (NC) Taylor (NC)
Lofgren Pryce (OH) Terry
Lowey Putnam Thomas
Lucas (KY) Quinn Thompson (CA)
Lucas (OK) Rahall Thompson (MS)
Luther Ramstad Thornberry
Maloney (CT) Rangel Thune
Maloney (NY) Regula Thurman
Manzullo Rehberg Tiahrt
Markey Reyes Tiberi
Mascara Reynolds Tierney
Matheson Riley Toomey
Matsui Rivers Towns
McCarthy (MO) Rodriguez Traficant
McCarthy (NY) Roemer Turner
McCollum Rogers (KY) Udall (CO)
McCrery Rogers (MI) Udall (NM)
McDermott Rohrabacher Upton
McGovern Ros-Lehtinen Visclosky
McHugh Ross Vitter
MecInnis Rothman Walden
MeclIntyre Roukema Wamp
McKeon Roybal-Allard Waters
McNulty Royce Watkins (OK)
Meehan Rush Watson (CA)
Meek (FL) Ryan (WI) Watt (NC)
Meeks (NY) Ryun (KS) Watts (OK)
Mica Sabo Waxman
Millender- Sanders Weiner

McDonald Sandlin Weldon (FL)
Miller, Gary Sawyer Weldon (PA)
Miller, George Saxton Weller
Mink Schaffer Wexler
Mollohan Schakowsky Whitfield
Moore Schiff Wicker
Moran (KS) Schrock Wolf
Moran (VA) Scott Woolsey
Morella Sensenbrenner Wu
Murtha Serrano Wynn
Myrick Sessions Young (AK)
Nadler Shadegg Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—18
Bereuter LaHood Radanovich
Bishop Lee Sanchez
Bono McKinney Smith (WA)
Conyers Menendez Velazquez
Issa Miller (FL) Walsh
Jones (OH) Norwood Wilson
O 1855

Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon changed her

vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the concurrent resolution was agreed

to.

The result of the vote was announced

YEAS—412
Abercrombie Coble Gephardt
Ackerman Collins Gibbons
Aderholt Combest Gilchrest
Akin Condit Gillmor
Allen Cooksey Gilman
Andrews Costello Gonzalez
Armey Cox Goode
Baca Coyne Goodlatte
Bachus Cramer Gordon
Baird Crane Goss
Baker Crenshaw Graham
Baldacci Crowley Granger
Baldwin Cubin Graves
Ballenger Culberson Green (TX)
Barcia Cummings Green (WI)
Barr Cunningham Greenwood
Barrett Dayvis (CA) Grucci
Bartlett Dayvis (FL) Gutierrez
Barton Davis (IL) Gutknecht
Bass Davis, Jo Ann Hall (OH)
Becerra Davis, Tom Hall (TX)
Bentsen Deal Hansen
Berkley DeFazio Harman
Berman DeGette Hart
Berry Delahunt Hastings (FL)
Biggert DeLauro Hastings (WA)
Bilirakis DeLay Hayes
Blagojevich DeMint Hayworth
Blumenauer Deutsch Hefley
Blunt Diaz-Balart Herger
Boehlert Dicks Hill
Boehner Dingell Hilleary
Bonilla Doggett Hilliard
Bonior Dooley Hinchey
Borski Doolittle Hinojosa
Boswell Doyle Hobson
Boucher Dreier Hoeffel
Boyd Duncan Hoekstra
Brady (PA) Dunn Holden
Brady (TX) Edwards Holt
Brown (FL) Ehlers Honda
Brown (OH) Ehrlich Hooley
Brown (SC) Emerson Horn
Bryant Engel Hostettler
Burr English Houghton
Burton Eshoo Hoyer
Buyer Etheridge Hulshof
Callahan Evans Hunter
Calvert Everett Hyde
Camp Farr Inslee
Cannon Fattah Isakson
Cantor Ferguson Israel
Capito Filner Istook
Capps Flake Jackson (IL)
Capuano Fletcher Jackson-Lee
Cardin Foley (TX)
Carson (IN) Forbes Jefferson
Carson (OK) Ford Jenkins
Castle Fossella John
Chabot Frank Johnson (CT)
Chambliss Frelinghuysen Johnson (IL)
Clay Frost Johnson, E. B.
Clayton Gallegly Johnson, Sam
Clement Ganske Jones (NC)
Clyburn Gekas Kanjorski

as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:
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Ms. SANCHEZ. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall
vote No. 372 on October 9, 2001 | was un-
avoidably detained. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yea.”

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the minimum time for electronic vot-
ing on each additional motion to sus-
pend the rules on which the Chair has
postponed further proceedings.

———————

URGING SECRETARY OF ENERGY
TO FILL STRATEGIC PETROLEUM
RESERVE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
resolution, H. Res. 250, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BAR-
TON) that the House suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution, H. Res. 250,
as amended, on which the yeas and
nays are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 409, nays 3,
not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 373]

YEAS—409
Abercrombie Camp Doggett
Ackerman Cannon Dooley
Aderholt Cantor Doolittle
Akin Capito Doyle
Andrews Capps Dreier
Armey Capuano Duncan
Baca Cardin Dunn
Bachus Carson (IN) Edwards
Baird Carson (OK) Ehlers
Baker Castle Ehrlich
Baldacci Chabot Emerson
Baldwin Chambliss Engel
Ballenger Clay English
Barcia Clayton Eshoo
Barr Clement Etheridge
Barrett Clyburn Evans
Bartlett Coble Everett
Barton Collins Farr
Bass Combest Fattah
Becerra Condit Ferguson
Bentsen Conyers Filner
Berkley Cooksey Flake
Berman Costello Fletcher
Berry Cox Foley
Biggert Coyne Forbes
Bilirakis Cramer Ford
Blagojevich Crane Fossella
Blumenauer Crenshaw Frank
Blunt Crowley Frelinghuysen
Boehlert Cubin Frost
Boehner Culberson Gallegly
Bonilla Cummings Ganske
Bonior Cunningham Gekas
Borski Davis (CA) Gephardt
Boswell Davis (FL) Gibbons
Boucher Dayvis (IL) Gilchrest
Boyd Davis, Jo Ann Gillmor
Brady (PA) Davis, Tom Gilman
Brady (TX) Deal Gonzalez
Brown (FL) DeFazio Goode
Brown (OH) DeGette Goodlatte
Brown (SC) DeLauro Gordon
Bryant DeLay Goss
Burr DeMint Graham
Burton Deutsch Granger
Buyer Diaz-Balart Graves
Callahan Dicks Green (TX)
Calvert Dingell Green (WI)

Greenwood
Grucci
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Harman
Hart
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Houghton
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Israel
Istook
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Kanjorski
Keller
Kelly
Kennedy (MN)
Kennedy (RI)
Kerns
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kirk
Kleczka
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
LaFalce
Lampson
Langevin
Lantos
Largent
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Leach
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Lucas (OK)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)

Kaptur

Allen
Bereuter
Bishop
Bono
Delahunt

Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McCrery
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Mica
Millender-
McDonald
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mink
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Osborne
Ose
Otter
Owens
Oxley
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pelosi
Pence
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Quinn
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Rehberg
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Rush

NAYS—3
Paul
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Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrock
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw

Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Shuster
Simmons
Simpson
Skeen
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Visclosky
Vitter
Walden
Wamp
Waters
Watkins (OK)
Watson (CA)
Watt (NC)
Watts (OK)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu

Wynn
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

Royce

NOT VOTING—18

Issa

Jones (OH)
LaHood
Lee
Menendez

Miller (FL)
Norwood
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Radanovich Smith (WA) Walsh
Sanchez Velazquez Wilson
0O 1903

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the resolution, as amended, was agreed
to.

The result of the voted was an-
nounced as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Ms. SANCHEZ. Mr. Speaker, during rollcall
vote No. 373 on October 9, 2001 | was un-
avoidably detained. Had | been present, |
would have voted “yea.”

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair announces that he will
postpone further proceedings today on
the motion to suspend the rules in
which a recorded vote or the yeas and
nays are ordered, or on which the vote
is objected to under clause 6 of rule
XX.

Any record vote on the postponed
question will be taken tomorrow.

SUPPORTING THE GOALS OF
PREGNANCY AND INFANT LOSS
REMEMBRANCE DAY

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and agree to the resolution (H. Res.
254) supporting the goals of Pregnancy
and Infant Loss Remembrance Day.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 254

Whereas each year, approximately 1,000,000
pregnancies in the United States end in mis-
carriage, stillbirth, or the death of a new-
born baby;

Whereas it is a great tragedy to lose the
life of a child;

Whereas babies sometimes live within or
outside their mothers’ wombs for only a
short period of time;

Whereas even the shortest lives are still
valuable, and the grief of those who mourn
the loss of these lives should not be
trivialized;

Whereas more than 35 States have des-
ignated October 15, 2001, as Pregnancy and
Infant Loss Remembrance Day;

Whereas the observance of Pregnancy and
Infant Loss Remembrance Day can give vali-
dation to those who have lost a baby through
miscarriage, stillbirth, or other complica-
tions;

Whereas Pregnancy and Infant Loss Re-
membrance Day will provide the people of
the United States with an opportunity to in-
crease their understanding of the great trag-
edy involved in the deaths of unborn and
newborn babies; and

Whereas Pregnancy and Infant Loss Re-
membrance Day will enable the people of the
United States to consider how, as individuals
and communities, they can meet the needs of
bereaved mothers, fathers, and family mem-
bers and work to prevent the causes of these
deaths: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives supports the goals of Pregnancy and In-
fant Loss Remembrance Day.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from



October 9, 2001

Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS) and the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Davis)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN
DAVIS).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks on House Resolution 254.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of this resolution. House Resolution 254
supports the compassionate goals of
Pregnancy and Infant Loss Remem-
brance Day. I congratulate the distin-
guished majority leader for introducing
this resolution, which is so important
to millions of Americans who have suf-
fered the anguish of a miscarriage, a
stillbirth, or the death of a newborn
baby.

BEach year, around 1 million preg-
nancies in the United States end in
miscarriage, stillbirth, or the death of
a newborn baby. This is a great tragedy
for the mothers and fathers involved
and for those who care for them. As
this resolution recognizes, Mr. Speak-
er, even the shortest lives are valuable;
and we must not underestimate or
trivialize the grief of those who mourn
these lost lives.

Pregnancy and Infant Loss Remem-
brance Day will promote education,
awareness, and support for grieving
parents nationwide and throughout the
world. The goal of Pregnancy and In-
fant Loss Remembrance Day is to help
families live with their loss and to help
others relate to their loss.

All too often, families grieve in si-
lence and some are never able to come
to terms with their loss. But it does
not have to be that way, Mr. Speaker.
Observing this day can give validation
to those who have lost a baby through
miscarriage, stillbirth, or other com-
plications; and it will provide all of us
with an opportunity to better under-
stand how devastating the loss of an
unborn or newborn baby is.

Through Pregnancy and Infant Loss
Remembrance Day, we as individuals,
and our communities, can also focus on
how to meet the needs of the bereaved
parents and their families. It is impor-
tant for all of us to learn how to com-
fort those who must come to grips with
such a terrible loss, and it would be an
opportunity for us to reemphasize the
importance of working to prevent these
deaths.

Mr. Speaker, 43 States have des-
ignated October 15 as Pregnancy and
Infant Loss Remembrance Day. The
House should support the goals of these
important efforts. I encourage all
Members to support this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, first of all, let me com-
mend the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
ARMEY) for introducing this resolution.
I rise in strong support of it.

When a baby or child dies, there is
deep grief for the hopes, dreams and
wishes that will never be. What is left
behind is a sense of loss and a need for
understanding.

This resolution, H. Res. 254, Sup-
porting the Goals of Pregnancy and In-
fant Loss Remembrance Day, and H.
Con. Res. 415, Establishing a National
Children’s Memorial Day, which was
passed last session, serve to help be-
reaved parents deal with their grief and
to increase awareness of the services
and programs that are available to
them.

Many lives are touched when there is
a loss of a pregnancy, infant, or child.
It is estimated that miscarriages occur
in 15 to 20 percent of all pregnancies.
Each year in the United States, about
25,000 babies, or 68 babies every day,
are born still. This is about one still-
birth in every 115 births. Approxi-
mately 80,000 infants, children, teen-
agers, and young adults die each year
from various causes.

Pregnancy and Infant Loss Day,
which would be held on October 15, and
National Children’s Memorial Day,
which is observed on December 10, will
assist in helping to heal and bringing a
process of healing to families coping
with and recovering from the loss of an
infant or loved one.

People who come into contact with a
grieving family have a role in helping
to resolve their grief. The role of each
person will be determined by his or her
relationship with the family and the
stage of grief that family is in. Fami-
lies will always struggle to cope with
the devastating crisis precipitated by a
loss of a pregnancy, infant, or a child.
As a community, we should remember,
no one can take the pain away from a
grieving family. Pain is a normal part
of grieving. Parents often cry, feeling
ill or depressed, or have other emo-
tional responses months or years after
a death. Parents often want to talk
about their loss and are pleased when
others take the time to listen.

There will always be need for com-
passionate support for grieving fami-
lies, and I hope that all Americans will
take the time to show their compas-
sion for families that have experienced
the loss of an infant or a child on Octo-
ber 15 and December 10.

Again, I commend the gentleman for
such a thoughtful resolution which
speaks to the needs of people not only
all over our country, but all over the
world. I support the resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. ARMEY), the sponsor of the bill
and our distinguished majority leader.
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Mr. ARMEY. Mr. Speaker, let me
first thank the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. Davis) for
being willing to stay late today and
consider this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I think the legislation
has been pretty well explained already
in its substance and there may indeed
be no reason for me to speak on it. But,
Mr. Speaker, I think that every now
and then in our life, we do these things
that come under the heading of the
things you do for love. Every now and
then we do those things that come
from the heart. We always pause and
appreciate those Members, those col-
leagues, those friends, and that family
that take a little time out of their
lives to share with us those few mo-
ments that we might spend on these
things.

Mr. Speaker, I believe we could prob-
ably find a pretty unanimous con-
sensus in America that there is prob-
ably no grief that comes to a parent
that is greater than the grief of losing
a child. In fact, this Nation has on
many, many occasions poured its heart
out on behalf of parents at the time of
a loss of a child; and yet, Mr. Speaker,
there are some parents who have to
suffer this grief and this heartbreak al-
most in silence because their loss is
not so recognized nor appreciated by
those around them. Why the loss is so
great is because, Mr. Speaker, we who
are blessed with the privilege of being
mom and dad have as a gift from God
that little vessel in which we pour all
of our hopes and all of our dreams and
all our prayer.

O 1915

And we wonder, when does this
begin? Some people believe that maybe
the magic moment when one begins to
recognize that one has a wonderful re-
sponsibility is when you come home,
you have been to the doctor, and the
doctor says, ‘“Well, you are going to
have a baby;” that wonderful moment
of sharing.

Some people believe that maybe one
does not feel the full realization until
after the child has been born. Someone
thinks maybe we have to have the lit-
tle one around the house for a while.

I think for most parents, and I have
had the privilege of enjoying parents
with their children for a lot of years,
and one of the great wonders of my life
is I am now a Grandpa, most parents
someplace along the line, very soon
after they realize ‘“We are going to
have a baby,” begin the process of
building a very, very major part of
their life’s dreams into hopes and plans
for that child.

Those parents oftentimes, all too
many times, have the little one lost to
them as a stillborn, or sometimes per-
haps as just a barely new infant, with
just a few minutes of life outside the
womb. I am afraid that we do not al-
ways appreciate that that loss is as
great and as heartfelt and as lifelong as
if they had had the child for years, to
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see them go through all the many
things they had planned.

So on October 15, we want to join
with 43 States, including my own great
State of Texas, and say to those par-
ents who have had to all too many
times suffer while feeling alone and not
understood, ‘“We are going to take a
little time out and we are going to
think of your loss, and we are going to
think of your baby as you know your
baby in your dreams. We are going to
know, along with you, your loss is
great, your heart is heavy, and it will
be with you forever. And yes, we will
hope for you to have other children,
but we will take a moment to say that
we do understand with you that no
matter how many children more you
might have in your life, those children
do not, cannot, and will not replace
that very, very special baby.”’

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, let me just
once again commend the esteemed ma-
jority leader for such a well-thought-
out and well-developed resolution.

Oftentimes when there is great trag-
edy or a tremendous need or a calam-
ity, and we try and determine what it
is we can do to help, I think in these
instances there is one thing that we
can all do. That is to show, display,
and demonstrate a level of under-
standing and sensitivity to those who
are indeed experiencing the loss. So a
level of understanding is something
that we can all give.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of
my time.

Mr. Speaker, once again, I commend
the majority leader, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ARMEY), for bringing
this important resolution to the House.
I also thank the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. BURTON), chairman of the
Committee on Government Reform, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. WELDON),
chairman of the Subcommittee on Civil
Service and Agency Organization, as
well as the ranking members of the full
committee and subcommittee, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. WAXMAN)
and the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
DAvViIs), for expediting consideration of
this resolution.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today to speak in strong support of H.
Res. 254. This bill supports the goals of Preg-
nancy and Infant Loss Remembrance Day, by
promoting, supporting, educating, and increas-
ing the awareness regarding grieving parents
nationwide.

In 1995, 15.7 percent of pregnancies ended
in fetal demise—miscarriage or stillbirth. In
1996, 983,000 babies died from miscarriage
and stillbirth. These figures do not include
neonatal loss, Sudden Death Syndrome, or
other causes.

Many parents grieve alone or in silence,
sometimes never coming to terms with their
loss. Mothers especially suffer firsthand the
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emotional and physical pain and heartache as-
sociated with such a tragedy.

Remembering this Day is the right step in
helping all Americans relate to and assist par-
ents who suffer the loss of an unborn or still-
born child.

| urge my colleagues to support H. Res. 254
to remember the families who have experi-
enced the tragedy of losing a child by mis-
carriage or stillbirth.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, I
urge all Members to support House
Resolution 254, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PETRI). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS) that the
House suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, House Resolution 254.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof),
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

———

THE UNITED STATES AND THE
WORLD COMMUNITY MUST DO
MORE FOR THE PEOPLE OF AF-
GHANISTAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Georgia (Ms. MCKINNEY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. McKINNEY. Mr. Speaker,
Medecin Sans Frontieres, the 1999 win-
ner of the Nobel Peace Prize, has today
accused the United States of con-
ducting nothing more than cynical
military propaganda when we describe
our operations in Afghanistan as ‘‘hu-
manitarian.”

The tragic truth is, they are right.
The Bush administration’s celebrations
concerning the U.S. Air Force drops of
food packages, totalling 75,000 food ra-
tion packages over the 2 days of Sun-
day and Monday, are not deserved.
Medicine Sans Frontieres accuses us of
little more than window dressing, seek-
ing to divert public attention from a
scandalous humanitarian disaster that
could soon rival the Rwandan/Congo-
lese catastrophe of 1994 and 1995.

Before the September 11 crisis, the
U.N. World Food Program estimated
that there were 2 million civilians in
Afghanistan totally dependent on for-
eign food aid. The World Food Program
was trucking in 500 tons a day, or
enough to feed only 1 million people.
So just 4 weeks ago, each day that
went by, some 1 million Afghan men,
women, and children were without
food.

But now the situation is much worse.
Our military operations have started,
and the number dependent on food aid
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has grown rapidly while international
food distribution has actually fallen to
almost nothing. The BBC reports today
that UNICEF believes that the number
of Afghans in need has now grown to 5.5
million people, of which an estimated
70 percent are women and children.

Mr. Speaker, that staggering number
of people, 5.5 million, easily exceeds if
not even doubles the population of
some of the largest cities in our own
country. Can we imagine how horrified
we would be, and how we would, as a
nation, react if the entire population of
cities such as Dallas or San Diego or
San Francisco or Detroit were starving
to death?

Mr. Speaker, that is the scale of the
humanitarian catastrophe now con-
fronting Afghanistan. These 5.5 million
people desperately require about 2,750
tons of food aid each day, based on
World Food Program estimates of 500
tons per million people per day. And
this says nothing about the medical
needs of these people.

Clearly, our two airdrops of 37,000 ra-
tion packages, though well-intentioned
and bravely carried out by U.S. Air
Force air crews, are not nearly enough
to prevent a humanitarian disaster.
Maybe, as alleged by Medecin Sans
Frontieres, it does help soothe our col-
lective conscience, but it does little
more.

The Heritage Foundation has called
Afghanistan the worst U.S. foreign pol-
icy failure of all time, and I have vis-
ited the Afghan refugees in their camp.

In addition, Mr. Speaker, the U.S.
Government should be promoting de-
mocracy in Afghanistan. Bobby Ken-
nedy had the following to say: ‘“‘Can we
ordain ourselves the awful majesty of
God, to decide what cities and villages
are to be destroyed; who will live and
who will die; who will join refugees
wandering in the desert of our own cre-
ation?”

Although Bobby Kennedy was refer-
ring to our involvement in Vietnam,
his words apply to our involvement in
Afghanistan. The United States and
the world community must do more for
the people of Afghanistan. Mr. Speak-
er, the clock is ticking for 5.5 million
innocent people.

————
THE BRIDGE ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
DEMINT) is recognized for 56 minutes.

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. Speaker, today the
gentleman from Washington (Mr.
BAIRD) and I are introducing the
BRIDGE Act of 2001. BRIDGE is short
for Business-Retained Income During
Growth and Expansion. This is bill
number H.R. 3062.

I am introducing the bill on behalf of

myself, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. BAIRD), the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. CRANE), the gen-

tleman from California (Mr. MATSUI),
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. MAN-
ZULLO), the gentlewoman from New
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York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ), the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. TOOMEY), the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PASCRELL), the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. LEWIS) and the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania (Ms. HART).
We are confident many other Members
will join us in cosponsoring this very
timely and bipartisan bill.

This bill is the result of extensive
discussions with Members, staff, and
business trade groups, hearings before
the Committee on Small Business, as
well as the vital input of Tatum CFO
Partners, a national financial services
firm.

I appreciate the work of the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Chairman MAN-
ZULLO) and the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Chairman TOOMEY) in sched-
uling the hearings on access to capital
for small and growing businesses, and
their support of the bill, as well as the
support of the ranking member of the
Committee on Small Business, the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Ms.
VELAZQUEZ), and other members of the
Committee on Small Business, as well
as members of the Committee on Ways
and Means, who have joined us as origi-
nal sponsors of this bill.

Based on extensive experience in pro-
viding chief financial officers for
emerging growth companies, Tatum
CFO has helped bring awareness to the
problems small businesses and me-
dium-sized businesses face during high-
growth periods, and they have been in-
strumental in helping to design this
legislative solution.

Currently, a number of business
trade groups are supporting the
BRIDGE Act, including the Council of
Growing Companies, the National As-
sociation of Small Business Investment
Companies, Small Business Survival
Committee, and Small Business Legis-
lative Council.

These groups represent thousands of
small and emerging growth businesses.

The BRIDGE Act is designed to ad-
dress two significant financial prob-
lems for fast-growing entrepreneurial
businesses. First, fast-growing compa-
nies quickly outstrip capital financing
based on the entrepreneur’s personal
credit, and they soon face what is
called a capital funding gap, when their
business financing needs grow between
$250,000 and $1 million.

O 1930

This bill bridges that gap until a
company reaches 10 million in sales, a
size that is significant enough to read-
ily attract external financing at an af-
fordable rate.

Second, fast-growing companies on
accrual accounting may be profitable
for tax purposes but face an increasing
negative cash flow as the company ex-
pends its cash to keep up with growth.
The faster the rate of sales growth, the
more the company faces a negative
cash flow under accrual accounting.
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Most importantly, the Bridge Act
would benefit the vital entrepreneurial
segment of our economy which has pro-
vided most of the net new jobs in this
country over the last decade as well as
during the current economy as much
larger firms downsize.

The Bridge Act would allow a firm
growing by 10 percent or more and with
sales of 10 million or less to defer, not
deduct, up to $250,000 in Federal income
tax liability for 2 years and to pay the
deferred tax over the following 4-year
period. Interest would be paid to the
government at the Federal under-
payment rate during the entire deferral
period. The tax-deferred amount would
be deposited in a trust account at a
bank and/or other financial institution
and could be used as collateral for busi-
ness loans. The Bridge Act would sun-
set after 2005 to allow a review by Con-
gress and a study by the General Ac-
counting Office.

In summary, the Bridge Act would
allow growing entrepreneurial busi-
nesses to retain a portion of their Fed-
eral income tax liability for a limited
period, payable with interest during a
critical time when outside financing is
extremely difficult and costly to ob-
tain. The bill would provide additional
needed capital to be reinvested in the
firm’s continued growth. This added
capital source would help to create a
potential of up to 641,000 new jobs dur-
ing the first 3 years thus helping to re-
invigorate our economy.

I have attached to this statement a
table showing how the new job projec-
tions are derived as well as the esti-
mated revenue effect of the bill. The
joint tax committee staff estimates
that the bill with the 2005 sunset would
result in a temporary revenue loss dur-
ing the first 4 years, followed by a rev-
enue pick-up during the next 6 years
for a net revenue gain of over a billion
dollars for the 10-year period.

Mr. Speaker, the Bridge Act is a bi-
partisan proposal that would have a
significant economic job tax revenue
multiplier effect which is needed in the
current economic situation. The bill is
very timely and needs to be passed this
year in order to have the most impact
on the down economy and the capital
markets.

In my statement, I am including a
summary explanation of the Bridge Act
and the economic reasons for the bill
as well as the table showing the pro-
jected new jobs and estimated revenue
effect.

SUMMARY AND REASONS FOR THE BRIDGE ACT

Bridge Act Summary: The Bridge Act
would allow a deferral of up to $250,000 in
Federal income tax for two years, with pay-
ment over a 4-year installment period, and
with interest paid on the deferral at the Fed-
eral rate. Businesses that grow at least 10%
in gross receipts above the prior 2-year aver-
age would be eligible if they are on accrual
accounting for tax purposes and have $10
million or less in gross receipts. The deferred
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amounts would be placed in a trust account
at a bank or other qualified intermediary,
for use as collateral for a business loan. the
deferral would sunset after 2005, with a GAO
study (in consultation with the Treasury and
the IRS).

Capital Needs of Growing Entrepreneurial
Businesses: The Bridge Act would provide an
efficient source of critically needed capital
funding for entrepreneurial businesses to
keep investing and growing. Capital funding
in the range of $250,000 to about $1,000,000 is
very difficult and costly to obtain for grow-
ing businesses. Limited capital availability
limits the ability of the business to keep ex-
panding sales and employment. A rapidly
growing company can grow itself out of cash,
unless it can obtain outside financing. The
temporary tax deferral would allow the en-
trepreneur to utilize the funds in the busi-
ness until it can grow large enough to obtain
financing from more traditional sources.

Employment and Economic Growth: By
providing needed capital to keep expanding
the business, the Bridge Act would assist the
entrepreneurial sector (the ‘“‘emerging
growth companies’’) that has created most of
the net new jobs in the U.S. economy in the
past decade. A Cognetics, Inc. study, Who'’s
Creating Jobs? 1999 (David Birch, Jan
Gundersen, Anne Haggerty, William Parson),
indicates that 85% of the new jobs for 1994-
1998 were created by companies with 100 or
fewer employees. There are indications that
these rapidly growing companies are the
only ones that are generating net new job
growth in the current economic situation.
The bill would help to reinvigorate the econ-
omy by offsetting employment cutbacks
elsewhere in the economy. The Bridge Act
would provide critically needed capital for
these companies, which could help create
over 600,000 new jobs during the first three
years, based on sample data from financial
statements of profitable firms with $10 mil-
lion in sales or less (database sample pro-
vided by Dr. Michael Camp, Economist and
Vice President of Research, the Kauffman
Center for Entrepreneurial Leadership, Kan-
sas City, MO) (see attached Table).

A recent study by the National Commis-
sion on Entrepreneurship (High-Growth
Companies: Mapping America’s Landscape,
July 2001) reports that rapidly growing com-
panies (156% or more growth per year in their
Census survey for 1992-1997) are in all indus-
try sectors and in all Labor Market Areas in
every State in the United States. For State
data, see web at: www.ncoe.org/lma

Timing of Income Tax Liability for Grow-
ing Small Businesses: Because of the micro-
economics of rapid growth, an expanding
business on accrual accounting that is expe-
riencing increased revenues and book (ac-
crued) profits can also be simultaneously ex-
periencing negative cash flow due to rein-
vestment of the cash to fund the growth.
When a growing business, with negative cash
flow, has to come up with immediate cash to
pay an accrued tax liability, this can have a
severe adverse financial effect on the firm’s
ability to survive until it receives more cash
inflow. The bill would allow the realignment
of the timing of the tax payment until the
entity can more readily obtain the necessary
capital to pay the tax, which would be pay-
able in installments over four years after a 2-
year deferral (all with interest).
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PROJECTED NEW JOBS UNDER THE BRIDGE ACT TAX DEFERRAL FOR GROWING ENTREPRENEURIAL BUSINESSES, FISCAL YEARS 2002-2004

[Data in thousands of dollars, except as noted]—[Based on $250,000 tax deferral limit and 10% business growth rate]

2002 2003 20041

(1) Tax revenue effect (Joint Tax estimate)

(2) Assumed average business revenue per $1 of capital 2

(2,400,000) (6,300,000) (8,200,000)
3.36 3.36 3.36

(3) Projected increase in business revenue under Bridge

8,064,000 21,168,000 27,552,000

(4) Assumed business revenue per full-time employee 2

88.515 88.515 88.515

(5) Projected new jobs from increase in business revenue (not 000s) 3 (rounded)

91,000 239,000 311,000

Ljoint Tax revenue estimates of proposal, with Dec. 31, 2005 sunset ($ billions): —6.0 (2005); +1.4 (2006); +6.9 (2007); +6.9 (2008); +5.2 (2009); +2.9 (2010); +0.8 (2011), for a net total of a positive (+) 1.1 for 2002-2011.
2 Average based on a sample database of financial statements of 72,682 profitable firms with revenues of $10 million or less, as compiled by the Kauffman Center for Entrepreneurial Leadership (Kansas City, MO) (data compilation for
the sample coordinated and confirmed by Dr. Michael Camp, Vice President of Research). Original data was collected by Dun & Bradstreet. Neither the Kauffman Center nor Dun & Bradstreet should be considered as endorsing any specific

legislative proposal.

3Projected, potential new jobs as a result of the additional capital provided to the firms under the Bridge Act tax deferral, calculated as follows: (1) x (2) = 3; (3)/(4) = 5.

ECONOMIC EFFECTS OF THE
SEPTEMBER 11 CATASTROPHE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SCHROCK). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SHERMAN) is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, let me
begin with a commentary on the com-
ments from the gentlewoman from
Georgia, who quoted French sources as
criticizing as inadequate our relief sup-
plies to the people of Afghanistan.

I agree we should do as much as we
can to feed the people of Afghanistan
and to get that food to them. And I ad-
mire the courage of American pilots
who are doing just that, but let us put
this into context.

During World War I and World War
II, the French did very little to deliver
food to the Germans. In fact, it really
was not part of our strategy during
World War II to drop food onto German
cities; and in fact, the French, aspiring
for their own freedom, cheered as we
bombed Dresden, not with food but
with bombs.

America has reached a new level of
humaneness in its decision that not
only does it wage war against a govern-
ment, the Taliban, but it also wages
food aid to the civilians under the con-
trol of that government. And I think
that we should first give America cred-
it for reaching this new plateau in hu-
maneness before we criticize the fact
that we are not doing enough, and I am
sure that we will do more.

I rise chiefly to deal with the eco-
nomic effects of the September 11 ca-
tastrophe. I urge that what we do be
temporary, be fast, and be consistent
with our Nation’s long-term budgetary
and fiscal needs. Keep in mind, that on
September 10, before this disaster, we
faced a tough budgetary situation, that
next decade the baby boomers will be
retiring and Social Security will have
to pay out benefits, and in order to do
that, we cannot abandon our long-term
efforts of fiscal responsibility to deal
with the short-term economic down-
turn.

We need to adopt fixes to stimulate
the economy that are fast, like pro-
viding $300 or $600 of tax relief to those
Americans of the most modest means
who did not get any tax relief out of
the bill we passed earlier this year.
Why? Because those Americans will
spend that money. They will buy
things.

In contrast, we should not provide a
capital gains cut because that is a cut

not for people who buy stock but for
people who sell it. At this point, a cap-
ital gains tax cut could only be called
the ‘‘Panic-Selling Facilitation Act” in
that it provides tax relief not to those
who can keep their investments in
America but those who dump their
stocks.

It is important that our relief be
temporary so that we can demonstrate
to investors around the world that we
will return to fiscal responsibility and
pay off the national debt at least by
2015 or 2016. Doing that is not only crit-
ical for being able to meet Social Secu-
rity’s commitments to the baby boom-
er generation, but also to bring long-
term interest rates down because no
one will lend money for 10- and 20- and
30-year terms.

Investors will not provide mortgages
and long-term financing unless they
are certain that long term the dollar
will be valuable and will be stable be-
cause the Federal Government will re-
turn to the effort to pay down the na-
tional debt.

Our departure from fiscal responsi-
bility must be temporary. If we insti-
tute permanent changes, we will be in
trouble.

I might also add that, in building in-
frastructure, we should build the infra-
structure that we need to provide for
homeland security. We need to build
security structures near our reservoirs
and nuclear plants, and that is where
we should focus our infrastructure
building, as much as I would like to see
us focus on the other needs of the coun-
try, the needs that existed before this
event such as dealing with congestion
on freeways in Los Angeles, the most
congested city in our country.

We ought to be careful, Mr. Speaker,
in adopting the fiscal policies that will
guide this country through this dif-
ficult period. If we adopt major
changes in our spending and taxation
and get out of town by the end of Octo-
ber we will not have been careful. We
will have simply rushed something
through. We cannot get it done in Oc-
tober, and we cannot wait till Feb-
ruary.

And so we in Congress ought to be
willing to be here through the month
of November to do what this country
needs but to do it carefully.

————————

NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM
DEMONSTRATION FEES

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SCHROCK). Under a previous order of

the House, the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. SOUDER) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

CAPITAL GAINS

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, first be-
fore I discuss what I intend to discuss
here for a few minutes, a matter of im-
portance, the National Park System,
let me make a brief comment on cap-
ital gains.

Depending on when the effective date
of the capital gains cut came in, it is
unlikely that a whole lot of people in
the stock market have capital gains.
But we are also looking at real estate
questions, at companies expanding.
And the idea that somehow we will
spend our way out of a recession, rath-
er than grow our way out, is back-
wards. If we do not have real sub-
stantive incentives to get people back
to work in all sectors of our economy,
we are in deep trouble in this economy.

DEMONSTRATION FEES

Mr. Speaker, I would like to talk
about demonstration fees. This was
supposedly a test to see whether it
would relieve the financial pressures on
our national parks. At some point, ei-
ther this demonstration has worked or
it has not. It is time to either make
them permanent or remove them. In
fact, we have had very few complaints,
almost none at most parks. The fees
range from $10 to $30 to enter the park,
negligible compared to most entertain-
ment in America. Fees for special serv-
ices for those related costs, camping,
back country expenses, are logical be-
cause the money goes directly to pay
for those expenses.

These fee dollars have helped supple-
ment the park’s complete projects ef-
forts. For example, 6 percent in 1999 of
Yellowstone Park’s revenue were from
the demonstrations fee. The less at-
tended park, Theodore Roosevelt Na-
tional Park in North Dakota, netted
about $300,000 a year for projects. In
the year 2000 that included projects
such as boundary fence repair, over-
look trails, radio-collar elk moni-
toring, trailhead and interior trail
signs throughout the park, new laser
slide programs for a visitor center and
an archeological exhibit at the Medora
Visitor Center.

Fee uses are diverse, visitor service
usage intensive with these fees and all,
help fund unmet park needs. The long-
range source problem is that Congress
and/or the President keep adding addi-
tional units to the National Park Serv-
ice. This has been especially true or
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actually been true since the foundation
of the Park System and will always be
true. It is only a question of degree. So
the park service gets more units and
their budget does not increase at the
rate of responsibilities.

So we have developed associations
like the Rocky Mountain National Na-
ture Association at the Rocky Moun-
tain National Park or the Yosemite
Fund at Yosemite National Park, plus
concession fees to help meet these
needs.

The demonstration fees have also
helped supplement these budgets. This
has, in fact, led to an unofficial ‘‘crown
jewel”” approach. Former Park Director
James Ridenhour argued that Congres-
sional ‘‘park-barreling’” was diluting
the national vision and uniqueness of
the National Park System. In fact, the
major natural parks plus the major
cultural parks have the strongest fi-
nancial support groups and the most
demo fees. People are voting with their
own dollars by giving it through the
funds, associations, and their park fees.

These demonstration fees should be
made permanent because they have be-
come an essential part of preserving
our most popular and beloved parks.
But, ironically, the National Park pass
is beginning to threaten the success
story. This was further complicated by
our so-called technical corrections to
the National Parks’ Omnibus Manage-
ment Act.

Each park has historically kept most
of the demonstration fee collected at
the gate. Because most projects require
planning of multiple years, they plan
ahead. Parks also get to keep a signifi-
cant percentage of the national parks
pass fees sold at that park. But as more
parks put in demo fees and as demo
fees have risen, those who visit mul-
tiple parks or visit one park frequently
obviously purchase a pass. The more
passes sold disadvantage the more re-
mote parks. Demonstration fees not
collected or passes not sold at those
parks dramatically reduce the revenue
at those parks which was, after all, the
original purpose.

Furthermore, the Technical Correc-
tions Act set aside 15 percent of sales
for administration and promotion of
the National Parks Pass. Obviously we
have administration costs, and that is
a whole other subject. But why are we
promoting the national parks pass? Na-
tional sales and Internet take dollars
from specific parks, draining the origi-
nal intent. There is no data to suggest
that promoting the pass in general in-
creases usage of the parks. It just goes
to the Washington office rather than
the individual park. And even if it did
increase usage, that is the wrong goal.

Parks with demonstration fees which
need a pass are generally nearly over-
crowded in peak seasons already. Why
would we want to have more people go
to them? Every person who purchases a
day pass at a park is given the option
of purchasing a national parks pass, so
no one is getting shortchanged. Fur-
thermore, the cost of the national
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parks pass has become too low. As
some parks go up to $30, we need to re-
evaluate the system.

We need to look at making it $100
and there are two problems with that:
Low-income families and local resi-
dents. A ZIP code criteria for a lower
fee is a possibility. Although there is
no philosophical defense for that, it
may need to be a practical consider-
ation. A refundable tax credit for low-
income families would address the in-
come problem. It would cost the gov-
ernment nothing because the people
who laid out the $100 are just getting it
back, likely would cost the parks lit-
tle, but would eliminate the complaint
that poor families could not afford the
$100. If we do not address this problem,
our park revenue is going to decline. It
is something we must address for the
sake of our national parks.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PALLONE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

ANTITERRORISM AND HOMELAND
SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, the CIA has
a budget of over $30 billion. The FBI
has a budget of over $3 billion. In addi-
tion, $10 to $12 billion are specifically
designated to fighting terrorism. Yet,
with all this money and power, we were
not warned of the events that befell us
on September 11.

Since the tragic attacks, our officials
have located and arrested hundreds of
suspects, frozen millions of dollars of
assets and gotten authority to launch a
military attack against the ring lead-
ers in Afghanistan. It seems the war
against terrorists or guerillas, if one
really believes we are in an actual war,
has so far been carried out satisfac-
torily and under current law. But the
question is do we really need a war
against the civil liberties of the Amer-
ican people?

We should never casually sacrifice
any of our freedoms for the sake of a
perceived security. Most security, espe-
cially in a free society, is best carried
out by individuals protecting their own
property and their own lives. The
founders certainly understood this and
is the main reason we have the second
amendment. We cannot have a police-
man stationed in each of our homes to
prevent burglaries, but owners with
property with possession of a gun can
easily do it. A new giant agency for
homeland security cannot provide se-
curity, but it can severely undermine
our liberties. This approach may well,
in the long run, make many Americans
feel less secure.
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The principle of private property
ownership did not work to prevent the
tragedies of September 11, and there is
a reason for that. The cries have gone
out that due to the failure of the air-
lines to protect us, we must nationalize
every aspect of aviation security. This
reflects a serious error in judgment and
will lead us further away from the
principle of private property ownership
and toward increasing government de-
pendency and control with further sac-
rifice of our freedoms.

O 1945

More dollars and more Federal con-
trol over the airline industries are not
likely to give us the security we all
seek.

All industrial plants in the United
States enjoy reasonably good security.
They are protected not by the local po-
lice but by owners putting up barbed
wire fences, hiring guards with guns,
and requiring identification cards to
enter. All this, without any violation
of anyone’s civil liberties. And in a free
society private owners have a right, if
not an obligation, to profile if it en-
hances security. This technique of pro-
viding security through private prop-
erty ownership is about to be rejected
in its entirety for the airline industry.

The problem was that the principle of
private property was already under-
mined for the airlines by partial fed-
eralization of security by FAA regula-
tions. Airports are owned by various
government entities. The system that
failed us prior to 9-11 not only was
strictly controlled by government reg-
ulations, it specifically denied the
right of owners to defend their prop-
erty with a gun. At one time, guns
were permitted on airlines to protect
the U.S. mail. But for more than 40
years, airlines have not been allowed to
protect human life with firearms.

Some argue that pilots have enough
to worry about flying the airplane and
have no time to be concerned about a
gun. How come drivers of armored ve-
hicles can handle both? Why do we per-
mit more protection for money being
hauled around the country in a truck
than we do for passengers on an air-
line? If government management of
airline security has already failed us,
why should we expect expanding the
role of government in this area to be
successful? One thing for sure, we can
expect it to get very expensive and the
lines to get a lot longer. The Govern-
ment’s idea of security is asking ‘‘who
packed your bag’’; ‘‘has the bag been
with you since you packed it’’; and re-
quiring plastic knives to be used on all
flights while taking fingernail clippers
away from pilots.

Pilots overwhelmingly support their
right to be armed, some even threat-
ening not to fly if they are not per-
mitted to do so. This could be done
quickly and cheaply by merely remov-
ing the prohibition against it, as my
bill, H.R. 2896, would do. We must not
forget four well-placed guns could have
prevented the entire tragedy of 9-11.
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This is a crucial time in our history.
Our policy of foreign interventionism
has contributed to this international
crisis. How we define our enemies will
determine how long we fight and when
the war is over. The expense will be
worth it if we make the right decisions.
Targeting the forces of bin Laden
makes sense, but invading eight to 10
countries without a precise goal will
prove to be a policy of folly, lasting in-
definitely, growing in size and cost in
terms of dollars and lives, and some-
thing for which most Americans will
eventually grow weary.

Our prayers and hopes are with our
President that he continues to use wise
judgment in accomplishing this dif-
ficult task, something he has been
doing remarkably well under the very
difficult circumstances.

But here at home it is surely a prime re-
sponsibility of all Members to remain vigilant
and not, out of fear and panic, sacrifice the
rights of Americans in our effort to maximize
security.

Since the President has already done a
good job in locating, apprehending, and de-
funding those associated with the 9/11 attacks
while using current existing laws we should
not further sacrifice our liberties with a vague
promise of providing more security. We do not
need a giant new national agency in order to
impose a concept of Homeland Security that
challenges our civil liberties. This is an idea
whose time has not yet come.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SCHROCK). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. CUMMINGS) is recognized for 5
minutes.

(Mr. CUMMINGS addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

—————

FARMWORKER HOUSING
CONDITIONS IN U.S.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Mrs.
CLAYTON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to take this time today to discuss
an issue that is very important to me
and, hopefully, to the Nation, and that
is the issue of housing conditions of
farm workers in this country.

The Housing Assistance Council re-
leased their report on findings from a
survey of farm worker housing condi-
tions on September 20, 2001. Structural
problems, broken appliances, over-
crowded living conditions were com-
mon findings among farm workers’
homes. Unfortunately, families with
children are suffering the worst condi-
tions.

This survey is the first nationwide of
farm worker housing in 20 years and
confirms what smaller studies and an-
ecdotal descriptions have been saying
all along; that is, farm workers work
incredibly hard to put food on other
people’s tables, but all too often live in
dismal conditions.
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The survey revealed that half of the
homes surveyed were overcrowded, and
three-quarters of those crowded units
were occupied by families with chil-
dren. Twenty-two percent lacked at
least one functioning major appliance,
such as stove, refrigerator, bathtubs or
toilets; twenty-two percent had serious
structural problems; and more than
half lacked access to a working laun-
dry machine.

Children lived in two-thirds, or 65
percent, of the units classified as se-
verely substandard; and 60 percent of
the homes were adjacent to fields
where pesticides were applied.

I recognize that there are several
needs that this country faces today, se-
curity being among the first, edu-
cation, health care, nutrition and pov-
erty. This study dramatizes many of
those needs, and the main need being
that hardworking Americans and their
children should not be living in squalid
and unhealthy conditions. These are
housing conditions that none of us
could stand to be in, not even for a sec-
ond. Nobody should be subjected to
such adversity.

This major research project was con-
ducted over a 3-year period, from 1997
through 2000. Data on 4,625 housing
units in 22 States and Puerto Rico were
collected in a non-random survey by
more than 100 outreach workers and 16
organizations that work with farm
workers around the country, and ana-
lyzed by the Housing Assistance Coun-
cil. Major funding was provided by
USDA and HUD.

I continue to be impressed by the
quality and the content of this study
and other studies conducted by HAC.
After reading the study, I was appalled
to learn that in America we still have
such horrendous living conditions. We
have made very little progress in this
area. It is disheartening and dis-
appointing that we live in such a rich
country and do not make available de-
cent housing to invited farm workers,
where the law requires that we should,
to those who are tilling our fields and
picking the fruits and vegetables which
help feed all our families.

It is particularly worrisome to note
that such a large proportion of farm
worker families with children live ad-
jacent to fields where pesticides are
sprayed. This means that they are af-
fected with long-term effects in their
families and in their bodies.

I would like to focus on the fact that
we do need more money to fund these
programs, both the USDA as well as
HUD. It is imperative that we recog-
nize that many of these Federal pro-
grams, such as HUD, can assist our
farm workers. On this floor, during the
HUD administration appropriation, we
voted against this. We should put mon-
ies back into HUD to make sure we as-
sist in this program. The report clearly
shows the need for a full-scale national
study for farm workers, especially per-
taining to housing, education, and
health.

I would like to reiterate my avid sup-
port for finding ways of funding the
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farm workers’ housing needs, but also
that there are many other programs
that we need to commit ourselves to. I
want to congratulate Housing Assist-
ance Council, its executive director, for
this document and the work it makes
available for all of us who care about
farm workers who work so hard.

HISPANIC HERITAGE MONTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. REYES) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority
leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on the
subject of this Special Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, during this
difficult period in our Nation’s history,
the Members of this Congress, like
Americans all across this country and
like many people around the world,
have grieved the loss of many lives
taken by the evil acts of enemies of our
country and of freedom-loving people
all across the world. In the past days
and weeks, Americans have dem-
onstrated a spirit of unity and soli-
darity not only to assist in every pos-
sible way the recovery efforts taking
place in New York and Washington, but
also to ease the pain of the thousands
of people directly and indirectly af-
fected by this tragedy, and also to
show that we, as Americans, stand to-
gether as a Nation.

Together, Americans all over the
country and across the world have
cried, Americans have held vigils, and
have searched for ways to make sense
out of these senseless acts. Together,
over the past few weeks, we have made
an effort to resume our way of life, and
slowly but surely we are getting back
to work. As one Nation, and as part-
ners with other countries around the
world, we now seek those responsible
for the terrible events of September 11;
and we will stick together to bring
those responsible to justice. Just as we
have been united in our grief and ef-
forts to help the victims of September
11, we now are united in supporting our
troops as they take the necessary steps
to defend our freedom and our security.

Mr. Speaker, one of many remark-
able things that we have witnessed dur-
ing these past weeks has been the
striking and spontaneous display of
unity among the people of this great
Nation. Individuals from every race,
ethnicity, and spiritual belief have
joined as one to wear the red, white
and blue and fly our flag and sing our
national anthem. It has been noted in
news reports and a number of inter-
views that it is remarkable how quick-
ly our differences have been put aside
to tackle this Nation’s tragedy.
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And as remarkable and moving as
these displays have been, as a Nation
we must remain steadfast in respecting
and upholding the American principles
that make our Nation unique in the
world. Just as most of us have stood to-
gether to remember those who have
fallen, to remember their families and
their friends, we have sadly witnessed
some terrible attempts from individ-
uals resulting from misguided preju-
dice and anger. I am referring, of
course, to the increased acts of vio-
lence that have been perpetrated
against Arab Americans, Muslims, and
Sikhs living in our own country.

Like all Members of Congress, and
particularly the Members of the Con-
gressional Hispanic Caucus, we con-
demn these actions and call on every
American to celebrate, and not under-
mine, the principles that have made
this country great. To celebrate the
richness of our country, it is with
honor that Members of the Congres-
sional Hispanic Caucus take the floor
of the people’s House tonight to pay
tribute to every single American and
to highlight the contributions in par-
ticular of Hispanic Americans during
this Hispanic Heritage Month.

During the next hour, my fellow
members of the Congressional Hispanic
Caucus will speak about Hispanic
Americans and highlight their many
contributions to our great country. We
will do this not to create division
among Americans, but to celebrate the
very strength and richness which
makes our country great.

Every year America celebrates His-
panic Heritage Month from September
15 through October 15. During this
time, we highlight the growth and the
spirit of the vibrant Latino community
of the United States. As leaders of a
community that today numbers 40 mil-
lion-plus, the members of the Congres-
sional Hispanic Caucus continue to
work for America and for Americans so
that everyone in this country has ac-
cess to the best education, the best
health care, and the best jobs that will
result in an even stronger and vibrant
country.

Mr. Speaker, tonight the members of
the Congressional Hispanic Caucus will
raise issues such as education, law en-
forcement, business, economic develop-
ment, health care, and many other
issues. But before I yield to my col-
leagues, I want to conclude my opening
remarks by saying that by taking the
floor of the House tonight and hon-
oring the diversity of America, the
members of the Congressional Hispanic
Caucus send a loud, clear, strong signal
to those in our country and abroad who
wrongfully believe that freedom and di-
versity are a weakness.

From this building, which one month
ago was a target of hatred and evil, to-
night stands proud as a symbol of this
great Nation and of her great people,
we, the members of the Congressional
Hispanic Caucus, want to say that as a
Nation we have the will, we have the
strength, and we have the resolve to
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continue to live by the guiding light
and civil liberties set forth by our
Founding Fathers.

O 2000

Mr. Speaker, tonight let me start by
recognizing a good friend and critical
member of the Congressional Hispanic
Caucus, my colleague from the 15th
District of Texas.

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to commemorate Hispanic Herit-
age Month. Indeed, our Hispanic lan-
guage, culture and history is recog-
nized and appreciated worldwide by
millions of people. I am pleased that
the President has again designated
September 15 through October 15 as Na-
tional Hispanic Heritage Month.

Today, Hispanics make up the largest
and fastest growing minority group in
the country. We have produced schol-

ars, entrepreneurs, scientists, musi-
cians, philosophers, and Nobel Prize
laureates.

Approximately 500 years ago, our an-
cestors led the way in the great redis-
covery of the Americas, including the
ground we now know as the United
States of America.

Today, however, my remarks will
focus on the education of Hispanic
Americans. Our education history par-
allels the development of the public
schools and the treatment of other mi-
nority groups in our educational sys-
tem.

Because time does not permit, I will
only go back a few years to make my
point regarding the treatment of His-
panics in our society. Twenty-four
years before the renowned Brown v.
Board of Education Supreme Court de-
cision, the League of United Latin
American Citizens filed class action
suits on behalf of Hispanic children
who were the victims of discrimination
of public schools.

I, myself, would have been forced to
walk to a segregated school far from
my home if not for the resolve of my
brother, a Korean war hero, who de-
manded that the nearby white elemen-
tary school accept me and my brothers.
In the rest of the country, all through
the 1930s, 1940s and 1950s, the education
of Hispanic children was dependent on
decisions made by our judicial system.

Finally, in 1965 Congress began to re-
spond to decades of inaction with the
creation of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act. The ESEA has
helped to galvanize local and national
civil rights and educational organiza-
tions to rally and support Hispanic stu-
dents in public schools. Throughout
the years we have enjoyed the support
of the National Council of LaRaza, the
Mexican-American Legal Defense and
Education Fund, the National Associa-
tion of Bilingual Education, as well as
hundreds of other organizations who
monitor the treatment of Hispanic
children and young adults in our Na-
tion’s educational system.

In 1965, our low-income Hispanic chil-
dren were finally targeted for special
assistance in local schools. Hispanics
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were included in the title I population
for economic reasons. However, it was
not until the mid-1990s that limited
English proficient children were identi-
fied as being in need of academic pro-
grams to improve their academic
achievement. Today, title I, as it is
commonly known, serves more His-
panic children than any other ethnic
group in the country.

The fight is by no means won. Even
today, we are concerned that because
of funding, the pending Elementary
and Secondary Education Act reau-
thorization will not allow the full par-
ticipation of all children and limited-
English proficient children.

In addition, critical programs that
help limited English migrant children,
such as the National Bilingual Edu-
cation Act, have been slated for drastic
policy and administrative changes by
the administration and are severely
underfunded. Yet, Hispanics continue
to have the highest dropout rates in
the Nation. Exacerbating this problem
is the acute shortage of qualified
teachers teaching in their major of
study. The Department of Education
has indicated that we need an addi-
tional 50,000 new qualified bilingual
teachers now. This is important be-
cause by 2025, one in every four public
school students is projected to be His-
panic.

Students who have post secondary
aspirations face limited, but signifi-
cant choices in selecting colleges and
universities. Sixty percent of all His-
panics in higher education are enrolled
in Hispanic-serving colleges and uni-
versities, better known as HSIs. These
institutions produce most of the bacca-
laureate and graduate degrees from
Hispanics nationwide.

Mr. Speaker, we in the Hispanic Con-
gressional Caucus are committed for
increasing educational opportunities
for Hispanic students. The conferees on
the education bill have received our
suggestions for improving the ESEA so
it responds directly to our concerns.
We will continue to advocate for Pell
Grants, for GEAR UP, for TRIO, more
funding for Head Start, and Hispanic-
serving institutions, and all of the ex-
emplary programs that enhance equal
educational opportunities for our chil-
dren, youth and adults.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I am asking
my colleagues for their support in join-
ing with the Congressional Hispanic
Caucus to write a new and more posi-
tive history and heritage for Hispanics
in our Nation using education as our
cornerstone. Let our legacy be not only
assisting Hispanic children, youth and
adults to avail themselves of edu-
cational opportunities, but in helping
to create the future leaders of this
great country. Hispanics have contrib-
uted a large share of medals of honor
winners in defending America.

Mr. Speaker, I invite all of my col-
leagues to join me in ensuring that
those lives lost for our great country
are honored through new educational
opportunities for millions of our chil-
dren.
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Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA)
for his leadership not only in edu-
cation, but on many border issues for a
region of the country that has been
largely ignored.

Mr. Speaker, I recognize the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. RODRIGUEZ),
who has done great work for the Con-
gressional Hispanic Caucus and as a
member of our Border Caucus, in many
areas, in particular health, health care,
identifying the diseases that dispropor-
tionately affect Latino communities.

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
REYES) for providing this opportunity
for us to be here today to speak on His-
panic Heritage Month and the con-
tributions that Hispanics have played
throughout the country.

I also want to congratulate the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) on
his efforts in education. There is no
doubt that the issue of education has
been one of the main issues from the
beginning. Most Hispanics, no matter
what, always recognize that that is one
of the few issues that we see, one of the
few ways of fulfilling the American
dream, and the dream of being able to
go forward, and education allows an op-
portunity to make that happen. Once
again, I congratulate the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) for playing
a significant role in the area of edu-
cation and LULAC.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take a
moment to express my deepest sym-
pathy to the families of those lost in
the attacks on the World Trade Center
and the Pentagon. On September 11,
agents of evil and hatred declared war
against our country, seeking to use
terror as a weapon in cowardly at-
tacks.

By targeting symbols of American
strength and success, the terrorists in-
tended not only to destroy the bricks
and mortar that hold our Nation to-
gether, but also to assault the core val-
ues and the civil liberties at the foun-
dation of our democracy. We face new
challenges for which we are not fully
prepared, and we recognize that we
have also failed in not being up to the
challenge. Part of this challenge also is
a recent rash of violence against other
Americans and immigrants solely be-
cause of the fact that they might be
Arab or Muslims.

This is an affront to all Americans
and to American civil liberties, exactly
what the terrorists would want us to
do. This is the time for us to unite and
to have better understanding. It is a
time to embrace the very diversity
that is the source of our national pride
for so many Americans.

Mr. Speaker, I stand here also very
proud because I see people reaching out
and reading books on Islam, reading
material, trying to educate themselves
on Muslims and the different religions,
and that is going to be important for
us to be able to grasp what we are con-
fronting, as well as having a better un-
derstanding of different people.
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Mr. Speaker, September 15 through
October 15 is Hispanic Heritage Month.
I would like to take this opportunity
to recognize the contribution and
achievements of our Hispanic commu-
nity. We are Puertorriquenos, Cubanos,
Chicanos, Dominicanos, and Mexican
Americans. We are from Central Amer-
ica, South America. We come from
Florida, California, Texas, and the
other 50 States. We come from New
York and Washington, D.C. also. We
are Americanos. We represent a broad
spectrum of color, cultural values and
political beliefs. We have strength in
the numbers and our desire to better
our communities. Our goals are one
and the same with the rest of America.

I want to take this opportunity to
talk about three special Americans
that we feel very strongly about, three
Mexican Americans. These three are
Medal of Honor recipients, and I want
to take this opportunity to talk about
them and their history and their ac-
complishments.

In so doing, I also want to add that
Mexican Americans and Hispanics in
general have over 37 Medal of Honor re-
cipients within our ranks. We take
pride during these times of difficulty,
our people have been there to stand for
America.

It was beautiful this past weekend to
go to a meeting in Pearsall, Texas, a
little community where over 250 people
were giving a collection of food for the
needy. There was a veteran there over
80 years old. He came to me and in all
sincerity said, I am 81 years old, but if
you need me to go to Afghanistan, I am
ready. Tears almost came to my eyes
as he said that. He meant it, and I
know that we have a lot of Hispanics
out there willing to give of themselves.

In that same light, let me talk about
a man, a hero of ours, Cleto Rodriguez,
who we have named a school in San
Antonio after, Cleto Rodriguez Elemen-
tary, as well as a highway. He was a ri-
fleman. His unit was attacked, and he
strongly defended the Paco Railroad
Station in Manila in the Philippine Is-
lands.

While making a frontal assault
across the open field, his platoon was
halted 100 yards from the station by in-
tense enemy fire. On his own initiative,
Cleto Rodriguez left the platoon. He
went on his own accompanied by one of
his friends and continued forward to a
house that was 60 yards from the objec-
tive. Although under constant enemy
observations, the two men remained in
this position for over an hour targeting
and firing at the people that were
there.

It was estimated that they killed
over 35 hostile soldiers and wounded
many others in that specific scrim-
mage. As they moved closer to the sta-
tion, discovering a group of Japanese
replacements, they attempted to reach
the pill box. They opened heavy fire,
killing an additional 40 enemy soldiers
and stopped subsequent attempts for
the men to be able to get replacements
again.
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As the two went forward, the story is
they kept on firing and were able to
kill the machine gun people. The fig-
ures are shown and reflected in the
numbers as the recipient of the Medal
of Honor. The enemy fire became even
more intense as they advanced within
20 yards of the station. Then covered
by his companion, Private Rodriguez
boldly moved to the building and threw
five grenades one at a time through the
doorway Kkilling an additional seven
Japanese, destroying a 20-millimeter
gun as well as wrecking a heavy ma-
chine gun.
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With their ammunition running low,
by that time they did not have any
more bullets or very few, the two men
started to return back to the American
lines, providing cover for each other as
they withdrew. During this movement,
Private Rodriguez’ companion was
killed. In 2% hours of fierce fighting,
the team of two Kkilled, it is estimated,
over 82 Japanese, completely disorga-
nized their defense and paved the way
for the subsequent overwhelming de-
feat of the enemy at this particular
point.

Two days later, Private Rodriguez
again enabled his comrades to advance
when he single-handedly killed six Jap-
anese and destroyed a well-placed 20-
millimeter gun by his outstanding skill
with his weapons, gallant determina-
tion to destroy the enemy, and heroic
courage in the face of tremendous odds.
Private Rodriguez, on two occasions,
materially aided the advance of our
troops in Manila. That is the story of
Cleto Rodriguez and the beautiful work
that he did in behalf of all of us.

I also want to take this opportunity
to talk about Roy Benavidez, another
Mexican American from our area. Cleto
was from San Marcos, Texas, and lived
in San Antonio, where he joined the
military and where the school is named
after him.

Roy Benavidez, also a Texan who also
lived in the San Antonio area, I want
you to know that the late Roy
Benavidez, who received the Medal of
Homnor in 1981 for valor in Vietnam, is
the latest soldier whose name will be
borne on a Navy ship. Navy Secretary
Richard Danzig announced September
15 that the next in a series of resupply
ships will be named the U.S. Naval
Ship Benavidez. The retired Army mas-
ter sergeant died at age 63 on Novem-
ber 29, 1998 in San Antonio. He was bur-
ied with full military honors at Fort
Sam Houston there in San Antonio.

““Our Bob Hope class of ships are res-
olute assets that are always quietly
there in the background providing our
needs,” Secretary Danzig said in his
announcement. They are capable of
coming forward in a vital way when
America calls for reinforcement of its
combat needs around the world. Roy
Benavidez personified that same spirit
throughout his life, and most power-
fully during a single action that saved
lives in combat.”
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The Benavidez is scheduled to be
launched next summer. It is the sev-
enth in a class of 950-foot-long roll-on/
roll-off sealift ships. The diesel-pow-
ered ships are 106 feet abeam, displace
about 62,000 long tons and can sail at a
sustained 24 knots.

I want to mention to you a little
briefly on Roy Benavidez and his back-
ground and his history. Mr. Benavidez
was in the Army and was also a special
forces soldier. He was of Mexican de-
scent and also part Yaqui Indian ances-
try. He also coauthored a book, ‘‘Medal
of Honor, a Vietnam Warrior’s Story.”

“Roy was a soldier to be emulated by
those wearing the uniform and an ex-
ample of a self-made person, a real
hero to our community and to all
Americans. He was a role model to
many young Hispanics and made a lot
of public appearances at schools,” said
retired Army Master Sergeant Charlie
Hoffman, who had commented about
his friend. He enjoyed the fact that
Roy Benavidez took his time to talk to
our kids.

Benavidez’ destiny took him to Viet-
nam where as a member of Detachment
Bb6, bth Special Forces Group Air-

borne, 1lst Special Forces, he chal-
lenged death on May 2, 1968.
A staff sergeant at the time,

Benavidez distinguished himself by gal-
lantry. The citation credits him with
helping to save the lives of eight of his
special forces comrades during heli-
copter evacuations during a firefight
with North Vietnamese regular forces
there in Vietnam.

Benavidez suffered a broken jaw, 37
bullets as well as a bayonet. I will re-
peat that again. He suffered not only a
broken jaw, 37 bullets in his body, but
he was also bayonetted. He was also
mauled so bad that his officers were
going to give him the Distinguished
Service Cross because that could come
quicker because they assumed he was
going to die. But he did not. He was
later awarded the Medal of Honor. The
story is he knew his troops were out
there and there were eight of them
that had been isolated and hurt, and he
asked to go and be dropped. The story
is that as they let him go, he said,
“What do you need?” He says, “I'm a
special forces guy. I don’t need any-
thing. Just drop me there.” The story
is that they dropped him there and he
was able to get some guns from some of
the ones who had already been killed
and he was able to fight off a large
number of the enemy there as he
fought and helped the lives of those in-
dividuals.

Master Sergeant Roy Benavidez was
a true American hero, rising from hum-
ble origins in south Texas to become an
Army legend. The Navy’s recognition
of his selfless service is truly an appro-
priate tribute to Master Sergeant
Benavidez’ memory and to the ideals of
our Nation that he epitomized. He is
only one of 37 Hispanics that have re-
ceived this honor.

I want to take this opportunity to
also mention one additional Medal of
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Honor recipient. He is a close friend of
mine, a good friend that continues to
work in San Antonio, to work with
young people to keep them off of drugs,
to work on a variety of different
projects with veterans, to making sure
that he reaches out to those veterans
that are homeless in helping in a lot of
ways, and, that is, the Medal of Honor
recipient Louis Ricardo Rocco from
San Antonio. Louis Ricardo Rocco, a
warrant officer, distinguished himself
when he volunteered to accompany a
medical evacuation team on an urgent
mission to evacuate eight critically
wounded Army of the Republic of Viet-
nam personnel. As the helicopter ap-
proached the landing zone, it became
the target for intensive enemy auto-
matic weapons fire. Disregarding his
own safety, Warrant Officer Rocco
identified and placed accurate suppres-
sive fire on the enemy positions as the
aircraft descended toward the landing
zone. Sustaining major damage from
the enemy fire, the aircraft was forced
to crash land, causing Warrant Officer
Rocco to sustain a fractured wrist and
hip and severely bruised back.

Ignoring his injuries, he extracted
the survivors from the burning wreck-
age. He sustained burns to his own
body. Despite intensive enemy fire,
Warrant Officer Rocco carried each un-
conscious man across approximately 20
meters of exposed terrain to the Army
of the Republic of Vietnam perimeter.
On each trip, he went for each one, not
once but eight times. His severely
burned hands and broken wrist caused
excruciating pain, but the lives of the
unconscious crash survivors were more
important to him than his personal dis-
comfort. He continued his rescue ef-
forts. Once inside the friendly position,
Warrant Officer Rocco helped admin-
ister first aid to his wounded comrades
until his wounds and burns caused him
to also collapse and finally lose con-
sciousness. His bravery under fire and
intense devotion to duty were directly
responsible for saving these men and
others. His unparalleled bravery in the
face of enemy fire, his complete dis-
regard for his own pain and injuries
and his performance were far above and
beyond the call of duty and were in
keeping with the highest traditions of
self-sacrifice and courage of the mili-
tary service. And so I am real proud be-
cause I have the distinct pleasure of
knowing Louis Ricardo Rocco, a man
who not only during the time of war
was there for those people that are in
need but continues to be there now in
the service as he reaches out to young
people, young Hispanics in San Anto-
nio and throughout south Texas and
wherever he goes as he talks about the
importance of staying in school and
staying off of drugs. I take pride in just
mentioning those three, but there are
many more Hispanic Medal of Honor
recipients that have taken the call of
duty.

I also want to take this opportunity
to talk a little bit about the issues
that confront Hispanics. We are con-
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cerned as Hispanics about education, as
the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
HiNnoJosA) talked about. We are con-
cerned about our schools and our chil-
dren and where they attend. We are
concerned about vital resources for our
seniors who face illness, poverty and
challenges to their quality of life. We
are also concerned about access to
quality health care. It is unacceptable
that Hispanics account for one-fourth,
25 percent, of the 44 million uninsured
but make up only 12.5 percent of the
population in the United States. So
you see the disproportional issues that
we still need to confront.

Our poor access to quality health
care services and education results in
our community being disproportion-
ately affected by disease such as diabe-
tes and HIV/AIDS. As we make gains in
the area of HIV/AIDS, we also see the
disproportionate numbers of those peo-
ple that are impacted by AIDS. As we
look at the issue of diabetes, we also
see that Hispanics are disproportion-
ately also hit on diabetes. For those at
the forefront of health care and health
care policy, this fact is not new and we
recognize the troubling issues.

We have certainly come a long way
since the time of Dr. Hector Perez Gar-
cia, founder of the American GI Forum
in 1948. He had a goal of providing good
health care for veterans who needed it
and for everyone. Dr. Garcia in his for-
mation of the GI Forum pushed for-
ward the issue of health care and the
importance. His admittance into med-
ical school 8 years earlier was incred-
ible, to say the least. This was an era
when the University of Texas Medical
School in Galveston admitted only one
Mexican American per year, and at
that time that seemed to be the quota.
I am proud to say that we have come a
long way from that era.

Recently we had Dr. Francisco
Cigarroa, who became the first His-
panic president of the medical school
at the Health Science Center in San
Antonio, the first of its kind in this
country. Hopefully we will have a lot
more Dr. Francisco Cigarroas as we
move forward and as we allow for op-
portunities for young qualified doctors
to be able to not only get their degrees
but to be able to rise in their positions.

In the area of health care, as chair-
man of the Hispanic Caucus on Health,
I have had the pleasure of working
with Dr. Elena Rios, President of the
National Hispanic Association, who has
done tremendous work in the area of
health care, and people at home like
Charlene Doria Ortiz, Director of the
Center for Health Policies, who con-
tinues to look at the issues of health
and making sure that the needs of His-
panics and Latinos are met and who
have dedicated their lives to improving
the Latino community.

I would like to also take this oppor-
tunity to acknowledge and thank all
the individuals who have worked so
tirelessly to improve the lives and the
health of Latinos and to promote the
importance of nurses, doctors and
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health advocates. In the area of health
care, we recognize that there is a big
gap there. When it comes to nurses, we
have a large, disproportionate number
that are needed. We look forward to
making sure that we make some ad-
vances in those areas.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. REYES) for allowing me the
opportunity to say a few words. I want
to thank him for the work he has pro-
vided.

Mr. REYES. I thank the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. RODRIGUEZ) for his
leadership and his dedication and also
for chronicling the Medal of Honor win-
ners, three of 37 Medal of Honor win-
ners that come from the Hispanic com-
munity. We are blessed, Mr. Speaker,
in our caucus, in the Congressional
Hispanic Caucus, with having Members
of our caucus that have diverse back-
grounds, diverse interests, much like
other Members of Congress that focus
their attention on issues that they feel
should be a priority for this Congress.

Next, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. NAPOLITANO) has a small
business and an economic empower-
ment background. With that, I yield to
the gentlewoman from California.
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Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I come to this floor
today to honor and pay tribute to all
fellow Hispanic Americans and to high-
light some of their excellent contribu-
tions made to us here in the United
States. Hispanic Americans have
helped shape all aspects of the Amer-
ican experience and have greatly influ-
enced America’s culture and our soci-
ety.

Hispanic Americans have played an
integral part in our country’s excep-
tional story of success. We have served
heroically in every American conflict.
You just heard my colleague indicate
there were 37 Hispanic Americans who
earned the Nation’s highest military
decoration, the Medal of Honor. I be-
lieve there were 38. I will settle for 37,
but I think it was 38.

The United States academic and sci-
entific communities have benefited
from the contributions of Hispanic
Americans, like physicist Luis Walter
Alvarez, who was awarded the Nobel
Prize in Physics in 1986, while business
leader Roberto Goizueta, chairman of
Coca-Cola and a Cuban-American busi-
ness leader is very well recognized and
coined the phrase ‘“‘Coke is it.”

These are only two of the many ex-
amples of Latinos that have made in-
valuable contributions in the United
States. I can name some of the sports
figures, but that is not my bag. There
are others. There is our Lieutenant
Governor in California, Cruz
Bustamante. In entertainment, we
have Edward James Olmos, to name
one of the many. In health in Cali-
fornia, we have Diana Banta, who
heads the State Health System.

Latinos are no longer a new immi-
grant population. Rather, they are now
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the legislators, the business people, the
nurses, the teachers, the construction
workers that keep our communities
running.

They were among those who passed
away in the horrific tragedy on Tues-
day, September 11. They were also
among the finest who participated in
their rescue efforts this past month.
My own Norwalk constituent Macolvio
“Joe” Lopez, Jr., a dedicated construc-
tion worker, a Little League volunteer
and a family man, was among those
who tragically died on United Airlines
Flight 175, the second plane to hit the
second tower of the World Trade Cen-
ter.

Hardworking Hispanic Americans
have made tremendous invaluable con-
tributions to economic development to
the United States. Hispanic business
generates nearly $200 billion annually
and employs over 1.5 million Ameri-
cans, which makes a tremendous sig-
nificant impact on our national econ-
omy. Latino business has grown by 30
percent in the past 7 years, five times
faster than the average United States
business; and we are very proud that
Latino-owned businesses are the second
fastest-growing segment of small busi-
ness, right behind women-owned busi-
ness. These numbers, though they show
how strong our influence is, still face
challenges such as lack of access to
capital, and this keeps them from de-
veloping and growing, expanding their
business.

While America benefits from the
fruits of Hispanic labor, we, too, should
be able to gain access to the American
dream and its credit system. Credit ex-
tended to women all over the world has
been credited to have had a great effect
on economic development at the local
level.

Unique to this business community is
the extremely high number of Hispanic
female entrepreneurs, ‘‘Latina-Style,”
the magazine that was started by a
young woman in California, Anna
Maria Arias, who unfortunately died
last week, was one of the new entre-
preneurs who found a niche and created
a much-needed vehicle to give informa-
tion about Latino leaders and to be
able to give information and show the
business world that Latinas were very
much in the business economy.

We have 382,400 Latina-owned busi-
ness firms in the United States which
generated $67.3 billion, a 534 percent in-
crease since 1987, compared to only 120
percent increase for all business. So
you can see the relationship. We are
the new entrepreneurs. Revenue earned
by Latinas will show direct results in
the development of Hispanic commu-
nities in the United States. They em-
ploy women who need a hand. This in-
creased revenue in the hands of His-
panic mothers can and will improve the
quality of child care and education pro-
vided to our country’s most vulnerable
population.

The potential of Latina-owned busi-
nesses, by women, must be embraced
and expanded to our international mar-
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kets. I will tell you why. Women work
harder and they work smarter, and we
are inclusive, and we show our capa-
bility because we will continue to
make it work. It is inherent in who we
are and what we are about. To be able
to include and be able to find a way to
generate more business is part of what
we as women are all about.

Success of Hispanic American busi-
nesses will also lead to an increase in
home ownership rate. Many people do
not realize that there is a nexus. The
number of Latinos who own homes just
in Southern California alone has
surged 51.4 percent in the last decade.
Much of this growth is due to the suc-
cess of Liatino business.

Hispanic Americans have a great love
for the United States and a conviction
to make the United States their home.
Many times, two whole families will
pool their resources to purchase a
home, unlike most other non-Latino
buyers. Yet while these hardworking
Latinos, these ones who are pooling
their money and struggling to get cred-
it, are trying to find a way to get cred-
it to buy their home, the difference be-
tween the home ownership rate of
Latinos and other groups still remains
25 percent points different.

Considering all the contributions the
Latinos have made and are continuing
to make in this country, we have
earned access to these loans. Our goals
and dreams are the same as all Ameri-
cans, to share in the American dream,
a home of our own, educational oppor-
tunities for our children and our grand-
children, and a chance to prosper, and,
of course, to gain respect.

Congratulations, America. You have
opened the door for many. Those many
who came, among them Hispanics, have
contributed to your greatness, to your
world leadership.

God bless America.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman. I want to thank her for
her leadership.

As members of the Congressional His-
panic Caucus, I want you, Mr. Speaker,
to know that we are not satisfied with
having 18 Members. We are working ag-
gressively to expand our caucus. I want
to thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. NAPOLITANO) and our next
speaker for their tireless efforts to
identify great Latino candidates that
can join our caucus, we hope, in the
next election.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the
gentleman from California (Mr. BACA),
who, himself a veteran, tonight wants
to discuss the contributions of His-
panics to the Armed Services. He is an
individual that as a veteran knows, un-
derstands, and appreciates the chal-
lenge that our men and women in uni-
form are currently facing in Afghani-
stan and other parts of the world.

(Mr. BACA asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BACA. Mr. Speaker, first of all, I
would like to recognize the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. REYES) for creating
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this opportunity to acknowledge the
contributions of Hispanics to this great
Nation in the area of education, the
area of business, the area of media, the
area of veterans, the area of civil
rights, individuals like Cesar Chavez
and Delores Huerta of the United Farm
Workers, who fought for equality and
justice for all. I want to thank our
Chair for taking the lead in having
this.

There are many individuals whose
names will not even come out right
now, but it is important for us to look
at the contributions that Hispanics
have made to this great Nation, from
the time that we were here to the time
that we will exist, and as we look at
the growth in the population, we will
continue to contribute to this great
country, because we believe in this
country, we live in this country, we are
proud of this country.

Last month, the sanity of our Nation
was violated on our own soil. Our His-
panic sons and daughters are amongst
the victims of this monstrous act of
terrorism. With their patriotic hearts,
our Hispanic sons and daughters are
now rising to our Nation’s defense.

I state that our Hispanic sons and
daughters are now rising to our na-
tional Hispanic defense. The Hispanic
community understands freedom is not
free, that freedom does not come with-
out a price.

Historically, as a community, we
have militarily invested our hearts and
soul in securing the peace for our
abuelas, for our hijas, for our families.
If asked, more than 85,000 Hispanics
currently in active military duty will
once again step up to the plate for our
country; and I state step up once again
to the plate for our country along with
many other men and women serving
our country.

It is fitting, therefore, that we use
this Hispanic Heritage Month to com-
memorate the military contributions
of our courageous Hispanic commu-
nity, for our culture is rich in its herit-
age, traditions and customs. We are
proud people, willing to serve this
great country.

From the American Revolution to to-
day’s voluntary service, over 1 million
Hispanic veterans have served our
country with honor and courage. His-
panic Americans answered the call of
duty every time during the wars
throughout the Nation’s history.

As many as 500,000 Hispanics fought
for the United States in World War II.
Thirty-eight, and I state, 38 have re-
ceived the Congressional Medal of
Honor, the highest award of valor. One
individual from my area, Joseph
Rodriguez, a sergeant from San
Bernardino, received such a valor and
high award and prestige. We were the
second largest American minority in
Vietnam, with over 19 percent of our
numbers killed and wounded.

As we move forward in our latest de-
fense of freedom, freedom from ter-
rorism, we will fight, and I state, we
will fight to recapture the American
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peace. Mothers and fathers across the
Nation will experience sleepless nights,
worried about the possibility of a draft,
worried about the possibility that their
hijos will once again be called to duty.
I know, because my mother was wor-
ried during the time that I served dur-
ing the Vietnam era war. When I had to
serve, every night she had a candle
that she lit, she put up, and prayed
every night that I would return home.
And, yes, I did return home.

We must not be afraid to step for-
ward, to let our hijos step forward to
make that choice, for if we are, we will
have allowed them to win. We must
have the courage to pay the price for
our precious freedom.

Through our military contributions
we have seen and we will see notable
reflections of the Hispanic commit-
ment to the family, respect for others,
and love of this country, all virtues
transcending ethnicity, all virtues re-
flecting the American spirit.

The Hispanic military community
will step forward again with selfless-
ness and bravery in response to our na-
tional call. We must be willing to step
forward with them. As the first chair of
the Congressional Hispanic Caucus’
Veterans Task Force, I am working to
secure a voice for Hispanic veterans in
Congress, a voice for recognizing, a
voice for understanding.

Let us today acknowledge and give
thanks to the Hispanic military com-
munity that will preserve the peace, so
that future generations of Hispanics
will be able to freely contribute to our
Nation’s economic, artistic, legal, and
political communities, as more than 30
million Hispanic Americans do every
day.

This is in essence a Hispanic herit-
age. This is what it is to be an Amer-
ican. We are all proud Americans. We
love to serve our country.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from California (Mr. BACA)
for his role, his very active role in our
caucus.

Next, Mr. Speaker, we have got the
newest member of our Caucus. But
when people talk about a real dynamo,
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
SoLIS) comes to my mind. Although
she is the newest member of our Cau-
cus, she has engaged herself in many
areas that are important to our com-
munity, like education, labor, tech-
nology, the digital divide, all of those
things that are important that we ad-
dress in this People’s House.
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So with that, I yield to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. SOLIS).

Ms. SOLIS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased and honored to be here also to
join with my colleagues, colleagues
that are not here this evening with us,
but the millions of people who are
watching us, and understanding that
today is a very significant time for us.
We are commemorating Hispanic Her-
itage Month; but we also, as Members
of Congress, just voted out of this
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House today to authorize the printing
of a pamphlet to honor Hispanic Amer-
icans who serve in this Congress and
who have served in this Congress. Let
us not forget that all of us from across
this country have made great, great
contributions and strides to this gov-
ernment.

I am proud to be one of the newest
Members and one of the few Latinos to
serve in the House of Representatives.
I am one of six, and I am proud to say
that the district that I represent is
made up largely of Hispanic Americans
who vote, who participate in our gov-
ernment, and who serve us in our gov-
ernment through different segments,
whether it be as public servants,
whether it be in the military, or
whether it be here before our col-
leagues as Members of Congress. I am
proud to be a part of my community,
most of which I want to talk about
education, because education is really
where it counts for many of us.

Without educational opportunities, I
know I would not be here standing as a
congressional member before my col-
leagues here today. Part of those im-
portant aspects of education came to
me in the form of government pro-
grams, Federal-sponsored programs,
the Pell grant program, financial aid
programs, that helped to provide incen-
tives for families like mine who could
not afford to send their children to col-
lege. Without those kinds of support, I
know that many Latinos, many like
myself, would not be able to have the
kind of professional careers that we
now lead. So I want to underscore how
important it is to continue funding of
education; and especially because now,
as we find ourselves in a situation
where many people are now out of
work or having to work two or three
jobs trying to make ends meet, it be-
comes even more difficult for them to
obtain assistance to continue their ca-
reer, whether it be at a university or at
a community college.

I want to mention that one of my
first opportunities to serve in public of-
fice was as the first Latino elected to
the Rio Hondo Community College
Board, which is known by the Federal
Government and recognized as a His-
panic-serving institution. What that
means is that 25 percent of the student
population there, the undergraduates
enrolled, have to be of Hispanic dis-
sent. Well, Rio Hondo Community Col-
lege is far beyond that; it is about 50 to
60 percent. I am proud to say that that
is one of the institutions that has just
been recognized for sending and grad-
uating more Latinos to go on, after re-
ceiving their 2-year degree there, to go
on to a 4-year institution. So I am
proud to have been a part of the suc-
cesses that that college now realizes,
and I am happy that this government
now supports them through Federal
funding through the Hispanic-serving
institution accounts.

There are over 203 of these Hispanic-
serving institutions nationwide, and in
California we represent 28 percent of
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those 57 Hispanic-serving institutions,
to be more exact. In my congressional
district we have several, some of which
I have mentioned: Rio Hondo Commu-
nity College, East Los Angeles College,
California State University Long
Beach, and Los Angeles. Also, two dis-
tricts in my congressional district, Los
Angeles Unified School District and El
Monte TUnion School District, have
some of the highest concentrations of
Latino students in the United States.
Today, Latino children are the largest
group of minority children in our coun-
try.

Despite our growing numbers,
Latinos remain the most educationally
disadvantaged amongst our public
school students. The dropout rate is
atrocious for Latinos. It is about 20
percent nationally, three times the
rate of that of African American or
Anglo students. Mr. Speaker, 1.3 mil-
lion Latinos drop out of high school
each year. This is atrocious, and only
about 55 percent of Hispanics 25 years
and older have completed a high school
diploma, compared to 84 percent of An-
glos and 76 percent of African Ameri-
cans. Also, only 11 percent of Latinos
have obtained a bachelor’s degree or
more, compared to other groups.

Yes, the challenges we face as
Latinos are daunting; but they are not
insurmountable. Believe me, we are
making educational gains. Latinos cur-
rently represent about 14.5 percent of
the total traditional college-age popu-
lation; and we hope that in the year
2025 that we will represent well over 22
percent of that population. Between
1976 and 1996, the number of Latinos en-
rolled in undergraduate education ac-
tually increased by 202 percent. Al-
though our enrollment numbers may
be low, we are on the rise. More and
more of us are working to obtain high-
er education. Increasingly, Latino stu-
dents are more likely to be forced to
work part-time, as I said earlier, hav-
ing to make ends meet just to acquire
that ability to go on to college.

Therefore, I will, as my colleagues
here before us, support funding such as
the 21st Century Higher Education Act,
which would allow for more students of
Hispanic backgrounds to have access to
quality higher education. This would
mean an allocation for more money
and programs such as the GEAR UP
program, which helps junior high stu-
dents become college-ready; and it
would increase funding for the TRIO
programs like Upward Bound and Tal-
ent Search, which help Latinos prepare
for college. I continue to support these
programs myself and know that as the
old saying goes: ‘‘La educacion es la
clave para un futuro mejor.” That is to
say our future lies in education.

I support legislation that will help
working men and women of our coun-
try also achieve the American dream.
The Hispanic labor force is growing
quickly. We comprise about 12.7 per-
cent of the total labor force. This is an
increase of 10.4 percent since 1998. His-
panic women are one of the fastest
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growing groups of women in the United
States. Their total employment in-
creased by 65 percent over the last 10
years. Hispanics are more likely than
any other minority group to be heavily
concentrated in the service occupa-
tions and almost twice as likely to be
employed as operators and laborers.

The majority of Hispanic women in
the workforce are employed in the
technical, sales, and administrative
support and service jobs. This means
that an increase in the minimum wage
is especially critical to Latinos overall,
but particularly Latinas. Our Nation’s
workers deserve a fair day’s pay for a
fair day’s work, and our national min-
imum wage simply does not represent a
fair day’s pay. In fact, the national
minimum wage is not even enough to
lift a family of three above the poverty
level, which is $13,290 annually. A full-
time year-round worker who supports a
family of three would have to earn $6.39
an hour just to reach the poverty level,
far above what we currently offer now
at the Federal level, which is $5.15 per
hour.

I have no doubt that as Latinos
working together we can make an in-
crease in the minimum wage a reality.
I hope that we can see that before we
end our session this year. Because we
can work together as a community, I
know there is no end to the kinds of
achievement and goals that we can ob-
tain.

Mr. Speaker, I salute my fellow
Latinos during Hispanic Heritage
Month, and I want to also recite to
them this: ‘“‘Recuerden que en la unidad
esta la fuerza,” or remember that the
power rests in unity.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman for her comments and for
her leadership in many different areas
of our caucus.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the oppor-
tunity this evening to let this country
know of the great contributions of His-
panics and Latinos across the country.

I want to close, Mr. Speaker, by re-
laying a story that actually happened
to one of my daughters. They were
talking about identifying a hero; and
in her class one identified a great in-
ventor as their special hero, another
one identified a great athlete, another
one a great leader, another one a great
doctor. When it came to a classmate of
hers, a Hispanic, the individual, the lit-
tle boy said, it is my dad, because
every day he gets up and he goes to
work, whether he is feeling good or he
is feeling ill. When the car breaks
down, he fixes it. He gives us every-
thing that we need.

Latinos are like that. Every day
across this country people get up and
go to work and do the things that are
important for this great country of
ours. They possess great patriotism, as
we have heard this evening, great dedi-
cation, great concern for the things
that are important to all of us as
Americans.

So, Mr. Speaker, with that I want to
express my appreciation for the oppor-
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tunity to share the Hispanic contribu-
tions with this great country in this
great people’s House.

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, while the past
weeks have broken our hearts an steeled our
spines, it is still important to take the time to
celebrate our unique heritage as Hispanics. At
the same time, we all appreciate that now,
more than ever, Americans are one people.
Since the attack, we have all come together.
Americans of all sorts died together, we cried
together . . . and we will fight together.

Hispanic Heritage Month, and the war in
which we are currently engaged, serves to re-
mind us of the extraordinary role Hispanics
have played in the history and the defense of
our Nation. Today, it is appropriate to begin in
the present day and grieve for the Americans
who died in hijacked planes, at the Pentagon
and in New York City—a great many of whom
were Hispanics from around the Americas.

The rescue workers, a number of which are
also Hispanic, have labored 24 hours a day
since the attack to find victims. We have never
lived through a tragedy of similar nature, but
already Americans have shown the world we
are one nation and one people, now stirred to
great anger.

Today we want to honor our forefathers who
played a large part in making—and then keep-
ing—the United States free and democratic.
For as long as there has been a United
States, Hispanics have played major roles in
building our country and defending it.

From the American Revolution that freed the
United States from England—to the Persian
Gulf war and today’'s operation against ter-
rorism—Hispanics proudly and bravely served
the United States. When the colonies on the
east coast of what is now the United States
rebelled against England, Hispanics played a
pivotal role.

As Governor of the Louisiana Territory,
General Benardo de Galvez sent money, gun-
powder, rifles, and other supplies to General
George Washington to aid in the revolution.
He later served gallantly in the War for Inde-
pendence by capturing both Mobile and Pen-
sacola—at a pivotal point in the war.

Captain Jorge Farragut came to the United
States to seek his fortune by fighting the Brit-
ish—first in the Revolution, then in the War of
1812—as part of the U.S. Navy. Hispanics
also raised special collections and taxes to aid
the fight for independence. After the Revolu-
tion was won, Mexican pesos aided in the
construction of St. Peter's Church in New York
City to celebrate the end of the war.

As in the Revolution, Hispanics served
proudly in each war and conflict in which the
United States participated. In the course of
that service, 38 Hispanics have been awarded
the Congressional Medal of Honor, our coun-
try’s highest award for military bravery and
service.

In the Civil War, David Glasgow Farragut,
son of Jorge Farragut, won fame as a Union
hero by blockading Southern ports, destroying
Rebel ships anchored in New Orleans, and by
capturing Mobile for the Union. His contribu-
tions prompted Congress to create the title of
rear admiral to reward him as the first man to
ever hold that rank. Farragut was commis-
sioned vice admiral in 1864, then admiral in
1866.

Federico Fermandez Cavada, a Lieutenant
Colonel for the Union Army, fought bravely at
Gettysburg. Rafael Chacon also served with
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the Union Army, and attained the rank of
major. Santos Benavides—originally from La-
redo—fought for the Confederacy. His rank of
colonel was the highest of any Mexican-Amer-
ican Army officer in the Civil War.

Major Manuel Antonio Chavez forced the
Confederate Army to retreat down the Rio
Grande, preventing the rebels from carrying
out their plans to seize the gold mines of New
Mexico and California. Lieutenant Colonel
José Francisco Chaves of the Union Army as-
sisted in recapturing Albuquerque and Santa
Fe.

One of the most interesting soldiers in the
Confederacy was Loretta Janet Velazquez,
who fought disguised as a man. Upon dis-
covery and discharge, she continued her serv-
ice as a Confederate spy.

| wanted to concentrate mostly on those
who served in the U.S. military prior to this
century, because not near enough has been
said about them throughout the course of his-
tory. Part of the purpose of having Hispanic
Heritage Month is to commemorate those His-
panics who have gone before us—people who
are not often included in the history books.

In 1973, Lieutenant Colonel Mercedes
Cubria retired from the Army—she was the
first Hispanic woman to achieve that rank. His-
panics served bravely for the cause of free-
dom and democracy in World War |, World
War |l, Korea, and Vietnam.

More than 400,000 Hispanics served the
United States during World War 1l and about
25,000 Hispanics served in the Persian Gulf
war.

In the years to come, when the military
service of Hispanics is viewed through the
prism of history, there are certainly a number
of young Hispanics whose service to this Na-
tion in this new war will distinguish themselves
among great U.S. warriors in the 21st century.

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today in honor of National Hispanic Heritage
Month to celebrate the contributions Latinos
have made and continue to make to our richly
diverse national culture.

From agriculture to commerce, from the arts
to sports, from government to medicine,
Latinos are a significant part of everyday life
in the United States.

Latinos contribute to the vitality of our Na-
tion’s economy through traditional work in the
field of agriculture, to jobs in the manufac-
turing arena, to service in Federal, State, and
local governments. Latinos are leaders in our
labor unions, and in government, and are
among America’'s most successful entre-
preneurs and business leaders.

One clear example of the economic con-
tributions of Latinos to America is illustrated by
the Census Bureau’'s most recent report,
which found that Latinos own the largest share
of minority-owned businesses in the country—
1.2 million to be exact.

As some of our Nation’s most ardent patri-
ots, Latinos have served proudly and with dis-
tinction in every major U.S. military conflict
and in all branches of our armed services.
One of the greatest sources of pride among
the Latino community is the 39 Medals of
Honor awarded to Latinos in recognition of
their valor. They are the largest single ethnic
group, in proportion to the number of who
served, to earn this prestigious award.

Latinos have a long history of leadership in
support of the rights of the oppressed: sup-
porting civil rights leaders, to helping influence
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policies that seek to ensure fair and equal
treatment for all persons in our Nation. They
have been leaders in extending the Voting
Rights Act to areas where Latinos and others
have historically been discouraged from voting
as a result of discriminatory practices. During
the latter half of the 20th century, Latinos
joined other Americans in advocating for the
desegregation of our nation’s schools; today
Latinos are fighting for our Nation’s children to
receive a quality education.

Over the years, Latinos have served their
country in the halls of local State and Federal
Government. For example, Florida sent the
first Latino to Congress in 1822, by electing
Joseph Marion. In my home State of Cali-
fornia, Romualdo Pacheco served as the first
native-born Governor in 1875. Currently,
Latinos hold over 5,000 elected positions na-
tionwide.

In closing, it is important to note the tremen-
dous contributions Latino women have made
to our country. Contributions like that of Luisa
Capetillo and Lucia Gonzalez Parson who
fought with Susan B. Anthony, Elizabeth Cady
Stanton, and other suffragettes to secure a
woman’s right to vote; and contributions like
that of Delores Huerta who was instrumental
in helping Cesar Chavez organize migrant
farm workers in California in the 1960s; Dolo-
res is still a leader in the United Farm Workers
of America in California. Let's not forget the
contributions of Ellen Ochoa who became the
first Latina astronaut in 1990; and Antonia
Novello our Nation’s first female Latina Sur-
geon General. Also, let us not forget the
countless other Latinas, who with women of all
races, are the silent heroines working every-
day to keep families centered and strong in
their roles as, wife, caregiver, provider, moth-
er, and grandmothers.

| am proud of the diversity of the 33rd Dis-
trict of California, and | am proud to represent
one of the largest concentrations of Latinos in
the entire country. Encompassing downtown
Los Angeles and a number of municipalities in
southeast Los Angeles County, my district is
representative of the wealth of diversity within
the Latino community. My constituents’ roots
stem from all over Latin America and the Car-
ibbean, including Mexico, Guatemala, El Sal-
vador, Nicaragua, and Cuba. Coupled with the
other wonderful races and groups | represent,
this wonderful kaleidoscope of cultures con-
tributes to making California the most diverse
State in the union an integral component of
our great country.

During Hispanic Heritage Month, we proudly
recognize Latinos for their contributions to this
great country; not only for the contributions of
today, but also for those accomplished
throughout American history. Now and long
ago, Latinos have taken their place among the
leadership in family, business, politics, edu-
cation, sports, science, and the arts. As a re-
sult, our Latino heritage is a thread interwoven
into the fabric of a greater America.

—

STRATEGIES FOR AMERICA’S
RECOVERY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SCHROCK). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2001, the
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. GANSKE) is
recognized for 60 minutes as the des-
ignee of the majority leader.

Mr. GANSKE. Mr. Speaker, Tuesday,
September 11, is forever seared into our
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minds. We will never forget the images
of planes flying into tall buildings and
exploding, people choosing to jump off
buildings rather than burn to death,
buildings collapsing on rescuers, clouds
of vaporized concrete, steel, glass, roll-
ing down the streets like volcanic erup-
tions; the Stars and Stripes framed by
the flaming crater that was the pyre of
125 soldiers and civilians at the Pen-
tagon. Our hearts go out to the victims
and their families.

Mr. Speaker, we watched those im-
ages and they did not at first seem
real. The spectacle almost disguised
the human toll. At first, the magnitude
of the tragedy made it hard for most
Americans to grasp. But every day, the
newspapers now put faces on the vic-
tims and their families. The shock has
warn off; and we are left with grief, the
deepest grief. We read those obituaries
and we find ourselves tearing up. I do
not know about my colleagues, but I
can only read a few of those obituaries
each day before I must stop.

We have learned the stories of the
brave passengers on United Flight 93
who bid their loved ones farewell,
pledging that they would go down
fighting. Their plane crashed, but those
Americans saved many lives in Wash-
ington, perhaps even our own. We are
humbled by their courage and sacrifice,
ordinary Americans who in 45 minutes
became heroes. We remember the final
words, the final recorded cell phone
calls of the men and women hopelessly
trapped above the fiery inferno of the
World Trade Center, messages of love
to their families.

In Corinthians the Bible teaches: ‘“‘So
we do not lose heart, even though our
outer nature is wasting away, our inner
nature is renewing, for we know that if
the earthly tent we live in is destroyed,
we have a building from God, a house
not made with hands, eternal in the
Heavens.”

Mr. Speaker, each of us will carry
our own memories of 9-11. I personally
will never forget the sense of unity as
170 bipartisan Members of Congress,
not Republicans or Democrats, but
Americans, stood on the front steps of
this Capitol in the lengthening evening
shadows of that Tuesday to say a pray-
er for our country and its victims.

O 2100

Then we sang ‘‘America the Beau-
tiful.” Our message then and today and
tomorrow is that this is one Republic,
United We Stand. Terrorists can chal-
lenge this Nation’s spirit, but they can-
not break it. In righteousness we are
hunting down, even as I speak, to the
end of the Earth if necessary, the as-
sassins of our brothers and sisters,
mothers and fathers, and children.

We will do what is necessary to win
this war that has been declared on us.
The victims deserve justice and our
people deserve security. We are meting
out justice to those terrorists, and we
do distinguish between terrorists and
those who harbor them and the rest of
the Muslim world.
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But Christians, Jews, and Muslims
must all understand that the Osama
bin Ladens are leading to the destruc-
tion of all religion and society. If the
Muslim fundamentalists do not realize
that, the war will go on and on.

Take the radical Islamic fundamen-
talist Taliban regime. This is a govern-
ment so oppressive that it executes lit-
tle girls for the crime of attending
school. Girls aged 8 and older caught
attending underground schools are sub-
ject to being taken to the Kabul soccer
stadium and are made to kneel in the
penalty box, while an executioner puts
a machine gun to the back of their
head and pulls the trigger. Spectators
scattered among the stands are then
encouraged to cheer.

An Afghani woman was beaten to
death recently by an angry mob incited
by the Taliban after accidentally ex-
posing her arm.

Osama bin Laden’s treatment of
women is so barbaric that he orders
their fingernails and toenails pulled
out if they are painted.

Women in Afghanistan have almost
no health care because male doctors
are forbidden by the Taliban to touch
female patients, and there are very few
female doctors.

The beating, raping, and kidnapping
of women are commonplace under the
Taliban. A reporter for CNN recently
told of meeting a family of three little
girls hidden under their scarves and
garments while their father stared into
space. The girls had apparently not
moved in weeks. They had been made
to watch as the Taliban militia shot
their mother in front of them, and then
stayed in their home for 2 days while
their mother’s body lay in the court-
yard.

The reporter asked the girls what the
Taliban men did to them during those
2 days. They just wept silently.

And the Taliban is rounding up men
from the villages. Those that do not
join willingly are shot. There are news
reports of mass graves, some con-
taining as many as 300 Aghanis, scat-
tered throughout the country.

The Taliban is taking more than a
few pages from the Nazis. They require
all Hindus to carry a yellow sticker
identifying them as members of a reli-
gious minority. Hindus are required to
put yellow flags on top of their roof-
tops as well.

The Taliban also controls the heroin
trade, and funds its domestic and inter-
national terrorism with drug money.

So what do we do? Well, to quote
from British Prime Minister Tony
Blair’s magnificent speech:

“‘Don’t overreact,” some say. We
aren’t. ‘Don’t kill innocent people.” We
are not the ones who waged war on the
innocent. We seek the guilty. ‘Look for
the diplomatic solution.” There is no
diplomacy with bin Laden or the
Taliban regime. ‘State an ultimatum
and get their response.” We have stated
the ultimatum. They have not re-
sponded. ‘Understand the causes of ter-
ror.” Yes, we should try, but let there
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be no moral ambiguity about this.
Nothing could ever justify the events
of 11 September, and it is to turn jus-
tice on its head to pretend it could.”

“There is no compromise possible
with such people, no meetings of
minds, no point of understanding with
such terror; just the choice: Defeat it,
or be defeated by it. And defeat it we
must.”’

Words
Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I personally will never
forget the smell of the smoldering cra-
ter of the Pentagon, or the smoke
unfurling into the air of Lower Man-
hattan while at ground zero the fire-
men poured water onto the ruins of the
World Trade Center that is the grave of
over 5,000 innocent people.

As I stood looking at the mass of
twisted steel and concrete, my
thoughts turned to the words of a little
girl’s handwriting I had just seen at a
victims’ family center. The words were
“I miss you, daddy! Love you, Jenny.”
It is indescribably sad.

So what do we do? Well, just what we
are doing in Afghanistan now: destroy-
ing the terrorists and their supporters.
Our prayers are with the brave men
and women, soldiers of our Armed
Forces. It must be galling to the
Taliban that some of our bravest sol-
diers are women.

What else do we need to do? If we did
not realize how important airplane and
airport security was before September
11, we sure do now. The safety and se-
curity of our aviation system is crit-
ical to our citizens’ safety and to our
national defense.

The tragedy of September 11 requires
that we fundamentally improve airport
and airline safety. That is why the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. AN-
DREWS) and I introduced on September
25 the Aviation Security Act, H.R. 2951,
which is the companion bill to that of-
fered in the Senate by Senators HOL-
LINGS and MCCAIN.

Our bills have bipartisan support in
both the House and Senate. Our bill
would make airplanes’ cockpits secure.
It would place Federal marshals, air
marshals, on more flights. It puts the
FAA in charge of airport security oper-
ations, including increased training for
airport security personnel, and anti-hi-
jacking training for flight personnel.

The Aviation Security Act would im-
prove the screening of flight training,
so that a terrorist could not walk up to
a counter, plunk down $20,000 in cash,
and say, ‘‘Teach me to fly a jet, and oh,
by the way, I am not interested in
learning how to take off and land. Just
teach me how to steer.”

Our bill would pay for this with $1, a
$1 surcharge on airline tickets. When 1
talked to my fellow Iowans, none of
them say that is so much to pay for in-
creased airport security. I do not want
more families writing letters, like an-
other one I saw at the victims’ family
center. It went, ‘“‘Danny, I will love you
always. You will always be in my
heart. Love, Kris and your son Justin.”

worthy of Churchill, Mr.
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So what do we do about other ter-
rorist threats, like the possible bioter-
rorist anthrax attack in Florida? First
of all, we should not panic. I am speak-
ing as a Congressman but also as a
physician. Selecting and growing bio-
logic agents, maintaining their
virulence, inducing the agents into
forms that are hardy enough to be dis-
seminated, and finding an efficient
means of distribution is not an easy
job, even for a nation, much less ter-
rorists.

However, when we look at the sophis-
tication and the coordination and the
profiles of the terrorists associated
with September 11, I think it is clear
we have to be prepared for attempts at
bioterrorism. There are nations such as
Iraq that might help these terrorists in
their evil plans.

What can we do? Clearly, we must
try to root out terrorist cells before
they strike. Our intelligence services
need to be bolstered and given the tools
they mneed. Impoverished scientists
from Russia that have worked on bio-
logic weapons must be prevented from
selling that knowledge to terrorists.

But it is important to understand
that the first line of defense against a
biologic attack will not be a fireman or
a policeman, it will be doctors and
nurses. It will be the public health sys-
tem, because the ultimate manifesta-
tion of the release of a biologic agent is
an epidemic.

Mr. Speaker, smallpox and anthrax
are most frequently mentioned as
agents of bioterror. Officially, there
are only two stores of smallpox virus in
existence, both for research purposes,
both in secure locations in Russia and
the United States. But there may be
covert stashes of smallpox in Iraq,
North Korea, maybe in other places in
Russia.

People who were vaccinated before
1972 have probably lost their immu-
nity. Routine inoculations were
stopped around the world in 1972, so
most people would be at risk. Smallpox
is very catchy, and it is about 30 per-
cent fatal. The first victims of small-
pox would likely be the terrorists
themselves, but remember, these are
people who commit suicide to spread
terror.

Inhaled anthrax is fatal about 90 per-
cent of the time, and 20 percent of the
time if infection is from contact with
animals. But its spores are resistant to
sunlight. However, manufacturing suf-
ficient supplies and then distributing
them widely by, say, a cropduster air-
plane are pretty difficult.

Time Magazine even talks about a
terrorist attack aimed at crops and
livestock. That would be easier, less di-
rectly harmful to humans, but eco-
nomically very harmful to our country.

Foot and mouth disease can be
spread with astonishing speed in sheep,
cattle, swine. An outbreak in the
United States could be devastating to
American agriculture.

So what do we do? First, we need bet-
ter coordination between the Defense
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Department, the State Department,
the Agriculture Department, the Cen-
ters for Disease Control, State public
health programs and directors, and
city-based domestic preparedness pro-
grams. This is a job for the new Direc-
tor of Homeland Security.

Second, we must make a systematic
effort to incorporate hospitals into the
planning process. As of today, I think
it is accurate to say that there are few,
if any, U.S. hospitals that are prepared
to deal with community-wide disasters
such as a bioterrorist attack for a
whole host of financial, legal, and staff-
ing reasons.

There will be significant costs for ex-
panded staff and staff training to re-
spond to the abrupt changes in demand
for care, for outfitting decontamina-
tion facilities and rooms to isolate in-
fectious patients. Think about the cost
of respirators and emergency drugs.

The first serious efforts to implement
a civilian program to counter bioter-
rorism emerged in the spring of 1998,
when Congress appropriated $175 mil-
lion in support of activities to combat
bioterrorism through the Department
of Health, but, Mr. Speaker, we must
do much more to integrate Federal,
State, and city agencies.

First, we must educate family doc-
tors and public health staff about the
clinical findings of agents;

Second, we need to further develop
surveillance systems for early detec-
tion of cases;

Third, we need individual hospital
and regional plans for caring for mass
casualties;

Fourth, we need laboratory networks
capable of rapid diagnosis, and we need
to accelerate the stockpiling and dis-
persal of large quantities of vaccines
and drugs.

And these are just a few of the things
we need to do. The Public Health
Threats and Emergency Act of 2000 pro-
vides for increased funding to combat
threats to public health, and we should
provide that increased funding this
year.
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I recently visited Broadlawns Hos-
pital in Des Moines. Public hospitals
like Broadlawns and public health
agencies have not been adequately
funded for years. They need to be bol-
stered in order to cope with a biologic
attack. Even if a catastrophic biologic
attack does not occur, and we pray
that it does not, the investment will
still pay dividends in many ways.

Finally, let me return to the ques-
tion of understanding the causes of
Muslim fundamentalists’ hatred of the
United States.

President Bush asked in his Sep-
tember 20 address to Congress right
here on the floor, why do they hate us?
Those of us here on the floor and those
at home listening to the President,
still stunned by the magnitude of that
attack, wondered what degree of pov-
erty or political resentment or reli-
gious convictions could lead anyone to
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revel in the deaths of so many innocent
people.

Shortly after the attack, I was asked
by the Des Moines Register editorial
board why I thought there was so much
hatred of us in the Middle East. In
April I had visited Israel, Jordan, and
Egypt. Our congressional delegation
met with the leaders of these countries
and the Palestinians, but we also met
with people from these countries who
were not in government.

I told those editorialists that there
was much envy of our wealth and dis-
like of our Western culture, particu-
larly the role of women as equals. I
also said it was clear that our support
of Israel was significant.

I think that is an incomplete answer,
and I do think we need to reflect for a
moment on what we hear when, for ex-
ample, we hear the translation of
Osama bin Laden’s screed. In the end,
coping with Islamic anti-Americanism
has to be a component of our war on
terrorism.

As someone who has traveled rather
extensively in Third World countries
on surgical trips, let me say that not
everyone regards the United States as
a greedy giant. Even critics in other
countries of America’s foreign policy
still often praise United States values
of freedom and democracy, but extre-
mism thrives in poverty.

Cairo is now a city of 18 million peo-
ple. In the center of the old city is a
huge cemetery called the City of the
Dead. Years ago, the authorities gave
up evicting people from living in those
crypts. Today, it is the home for over a
million people.

Population explosion in these coun-
tries is unbelievable. The breakdown of
services as simple as garbage collection
is something that few Americans can
comprehend.

Since the early 1970s, the populations
of Egypt and Iraq have nearly tripled.
As a result, per capita income in Arab
states has grown at an annual rate of
0.3 percent. The labor force in these
countries is growing even faster than
any other region in the world, and that
leads to large pools of restless young
men with no jobs and nothing to do.

Globalization has accelerated the
pace of economic and social change and
that creates insecurity. Most Islamic
states do not have democratic govern-
ments to mediate those conflicts. Gen-
erals, Kkings, leaders for life, par-
liaments with no power, all these lead
to frustrated people. When people feel
powerless and extremely deprived, ei-
ther economically, politically or psy-
chologically, the ground is fertile for
terrorism.

This sense of deprivation is part of
the public backlash in those countries
against globalization, modernization,
and secularism. And the United States,
regardless of its relationship with
Israel, is the country most benefiting
from globalization. It is the most mod-
ern Nation and it is the most secular
Nation on Earth.

Two-thirds of Egyptians and four-
fifths of Jordanians consider a ‘‘cul-
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tural invasion’ by the West to be very
dangerous, according to a survey from
a couple of years ago. So what can we
do?

First, let me say, as Tony Blair said,
there is no compromise with people
that celebrate killing 5,000 people and
who would celebrate even more if they
killed 50,000. We will hunt down and de-
stroy those assassins of our brothers
and sisters and mothers and fathers
and our children.

We must also understand the region
better. We do need to help those coun-
tries tackle their underlying economic
woes. We had to fight a Second World
War because of the failure of the treaty
of Versailles after the First, but the
Marshall Plan helped us secure a safe
Europe after World War II. President
Bush has already started in this direc-
tion with Pakistan. The Jordanian
Free Trade Agreement is also an im-
portant step, especially symbolically.

Education in the region is a real
problem. Secondary school education is
low. Illiteracy is high and fundamen-
talist Islamic sects have filled the void.
Those fundamentalists sects educate,
feed and clothe the poor, and they win
converts to their hatred of the West.

In Egypt and Jordan, the State for-
bids the teaching of Jihad in those
schools. As a condition of U.S. foreign
aid to Pakistan, I think the Pakistan
government should do the same. Many
of the members of the Taliban are
products of those schools that teach
hatred of us.

The United States could do more to
promote democracy in the Middle East.
This means promoting free and fair
elections, judicial and legislative re-
form and rule of law. An investment in
these countries will be well worth the
cost. Consider that the Wall Street
Journal today estimated that the
World Trade Center attack will cost
the American economy over $100 bil-
lion.

This war that we are in is a fight for
freedom and justice. Whether it is our
military, our intelligence agencies, our
resolve to make airports more secure
and our public health system better, I
see around this country the will and re-
solve to win this war.

Our parents fought World War II.
Each generation is called on to sac-
rifice, and I see today the valor of our
fellow countrymen and its soldiers, its
firefighters, its policemen, its nurses,
and ordinary Americans, who, in 45
minutes, become heroes.

This is our generation’s challenge. It
is our turn to fight for freedom and jus-
tice. We will do our duty.

IMMIGRATION: THE POROUS NA-
TURE OF OUR BORDERS AND
THE DEVASTATING EFFECT
THAT HAS ON OUR ECONOMY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. TANCREDO) is recognized for
60 minutes.
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Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I am
here tonight to speak about a couple of
topics, in particular, of course, the
issue that is always of interest to me
and I believe should be to our col-
leagues and to the American people,
and that is, the issue of immigration,
the porous nature of our borders and
the very devastating effect that has
had on the United States literally and
figuratively.

I want to preface my remarks this
evening Mr. Speaker with some obser-
vations that I had while I was waiting
to address the House.

One of the previous hours was taken
by the members of the Hispanic Cau-
cus, and they spent their hour dutifully
recounting the notable achievements
of Hispanic Americans in the United
States, both in the military and in
other areas; and as I say, dutifully, and
it is appropriate that those observa-
tions were made and those accomplish-
ments were lauded.

As I listened to them, it struck me
just how peculiar it is to have such a
thing in this Congress. Certainly I
think it is not unique here. There are
probably State legislatures around the
country that probably have a similar
entity as a Hispanic caucus. That is a
unique thing here, of course, and inter-
esting from a variety of different
standpoints. But it brings to mind the
problem we are having in this country
with trying to integrate into our soci-
ety all peoples of various ethnic ori-
gins.

There is to some extent a desire on
the part of many people to integrate
into our society and do so as quickly as
possible as they get here, newly arrived
individuals, new immigrants to the
American scene, and that is as it has
been since the inception of the coun-
try. Most people coming into the
United States are coming here for rea-
sons that help them adjust to the
American scene by disassociating
themselves with their past and inte-
grating themselves into the American
mosaic.

I think to a large extent, although it
is understandable, as I say, for individ-
uals to form themselves up into organi-
zations to reflect relatively narrow
points of view and attitudes, it is pecu-
liar, I think, to have organizations like
that in this body and in other legisla-
tive groups around the country, and
this all came home to me recently in
Denver, when I was asked to speak to a
group called the Hispanic Human Re-
sources Association.

These are individuals who work in
companies throughout the State of Col-
orado in the capacity as human re-
source development people. It was kind
of intriguing to me when I first got
their offer that there was such an orga-
nization, first of all, Hispanic human
resource administrators. I mean, I
think to myself, well, why Hispanic
human resource administrators? Why
not Greek human resource, whatever,
and of course, I wanted to go and speak
to them.
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They wanted to talk to me about my
position on immigration, a position, of
course, which is very, very unpopular
among a number of Hispanic organiza-
tions, not so unpopular among many
Hispanic individuals who live here in
the United States, who themselves see
the problems that are created as a re-
sult of massive immigration, legal and
illegal, but many organizations, of
course LARASA and others, who at-
tack my position quite vehemently.

They and this group to a large extent
reflected that point of view, but I
wanted to go and I wanted to debate
that point in front of them, and I was
there with a representative of another
Member of this body, the gentlewoman
from Colorado (Ms. DEGETTE). And al-
though she could not be there that
night, she sent a representative, and he
and I were the focal point of the
evening discussion.

At the conclusion of our discussions,
a gentleman in the back of the room
stood up and he was Hispanic. He said
to me that he was concerned about the
fact that, as he pointed up to the dais
where we were sitting, that he and the
other Hispanics in the audience were
not represented by the people at the
dais.
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In other words, not by me or by the
representative from the office of the
gentlewoman from Colorado (Ms.
DEGETTE). And he was very annoyed by
that. And he indicated that that was
really his problem; that that was a
major problem that he has generally
with American society, with his par-
ticular situation in living in Denver, as
I assume he did.

And I was extremely interested in
that observation because it goes to
what I am talking about here tonight
in terms of this Hispanic Caucus that
exists in the body. I said to him, I am
really intrigued by what you say, be-
cause what you have suggested is that
because I am not Hispanic nor is my
colleague, the gentlewoman from Colo-
rado (Ms. DEGETTE), I cannot represent
you and neither can she for only that
reason; not because we may not see eye
to eye on the issue of taxation or So-
cial Security reform or the degree of
support for the military or any of the
wide variety of issues that confront us
all on this floor day after day after
day. No, not for any of those reasons
did he feel that he is not represented
and could not be represented by either
my colleague or myself. He felt that he
could not be represented because nei-
ther of us, neither my colleague, the
gentlewoman from Colorado, nor I, is
Hispanic.

That was really a fascinating thing
in a way, because this is really a prob-
lem in our society, Mr. Speaker, I be-
lieve, this balkanization of America,
this assumption that in order for us to
be truly ‘‘represented’” in any body,
any legislative body, it can only be
someone of our ethnic background. So
I said to him, do you know what that
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means, sir? That means if you are tell-
ing me I cannot represent your inter-
ests, and I may very well not represent
your point of view on a wide variety of
issues, because I assume you are a very
liberal, sort of maybe a Democrat-lean-
ing individual and I am a conservative
Republican, so you are probably right
that I do not represent your political
point of view, I will give you that. But
it is not because I am Italian; it is be-
cause I simply do not agree with your
issues. But you are also suggesting
that my colleague, the gentlewoman
from Colorado (Ms. DEGETTE), does not
represent your point of view, even
though I will bet you anything that on
every single one of your issues, every-
thing that you can talk about, every-
thing that you can possibly come up
with as a public policy issue, I will bet
you that she agrees with you. But you
do not think that is good enough; that
she agrees with you on every single
public policy issue. You say she has to
be Hispanic to represent you. Well, of
course, what that means is that you
cannot represent me. You could never
represent me; not because you do not
believe what I believe, but because you
are Hispanic and I am Italian.

I mean does that make sense to any-
body here? Do we really believe that
that is the way we ought to determine
who gets elected to office, based solely
on their ethnic background? And yet
that is what this is all about. We draw
lines. We are in the process now around
the country of redrawing district lines
for the Congress of the United States.
And, interestingly, we continue to
think about and courts continue to ad-
judicate lines drawn to protect specific
minority groups so that minority
groups, black and Hispanic, can have
their representation here. But, of
course, that begs the question, does the
color of our skin make us incapable of
responding to the needs and desires and
wishes and attitudes of our constitu-
ency, if it is not the same color as the
majority of the people who live there
in that particular district?

This is a very dangerous thing, Mr.
Speaker. And I do not blame my col-
leagues for getting up here tonight and
extolling the virtues of Hispanic Amer-
icans. They are wonderful people, and I
certainly join them in their praise of
the accomplishments of many people.
But in a way it almost makes you won-
der why we have to say it in that way.
Why do we have to say these are the
accomplishments of Hispanic Ameri-
cans? Is it not just the fact these peo-
ple did marvelous things and they are
Americans? Is that not what we should
really be giving them credit for, in
order to not create and continue this
divide that simply, I think, personally,
makes it very difficult for America to
succeed in its goal of a united States of
America, of a united people of Amer-
ica?

I see banners and signs all over. I am
sure my colleagues have seen them,
too, Mr. Speaker. I saw them on U.S. 66
coming from the airport, great big
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hand-painted banners people had hung
over the overpass and they said
“United We Stand.” Let us be united.
That was kind of the underlying theme
of all of these banners I saw; that we
were united as a people against the
threat of international terrorism. That
is exactly what we have to be. There is
no two ways about it. We must be
united in order to confront this threat
and to be successful in that confronta-
tion.

It does not help us, I think, in our
quest to be united to constantly be re-
minded of our differences, again be
they ethnic or religious or anything
else. It is problematic from that stand-
point; it is detrimental to American in-
terests. And I worry about the degree
to which this affects our culture, and I
worry about the fact that it has an im-
pact certainly on this body and it has
an impact throughout the country.
Again, what an odd thing, in a way.

I wonder what the founders would
say, Mr. Speaker. I would be fascinated
to know what the founders of the Na-
tion would have said if during their de-
liberations on the Constitution of the
United States and the Declaration of
Independence someone were to have
suggested to them that it would be im-
portant to add a provision in the Con-
stitution that assured that every eth-
nic group that one could possibly iden-
tify in the United States should have a
special area in the country where they
are highly populated, have that special
area cut out and have a representative
of that ethnic group especially for
them. I wonder what they would have
said about that. I wonder if they would
have suggested that that was ‘“‘a good
idea” for American democracy. I do not
think so.

As I say, I mentioned to that gen-
tleman that night that it was wrong, 1
believe. And by the way he responded
and he said, are you telling me you
really think we should not have sepa-
rate groups to represent our points? I
said, you are right, if what you are
telling me is that your point of view
needs to be represented by someone of
a particular ethnic background. Then I
am telling you I am opposed to that. I
am totally opposed to that. I am
Italian American, 100 percent Italian
American; but I will tell you this, I
would no more cast my vote for an-
other Italian American simply because
he or she was Italian than I would cast
a vote blindly. Because it depends on
what they think, what they believe,
who they are politically. That is how I
would vote.

I know people in the State of Colo-
rado for whom I have voted, Lilly
Nunez, who is a lady I have known for
25 years, and who I nominated for na-
tional committee woman from Colo-
rado; Bob Martinez, who I supported
for national committee man. I did so
not because either one of those two
people are Hispanic, but because they
were Republicans and they were the
kind of Republicans that I wanted to
see in power, in place. They were con-
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servatives. And that is the only thing
that really matters to me. It is not
their ethnic background.

But if I were to live by the dictates of
the folks who come in here and form
these caucuses and develop these
groups and keep trying to divide Amer-
ica into these various balkanized
States, then I would say, no, I could
not possibly, evenly though I know Joe
and Lilly Nunez very well, and I believe
that they are solid Republicans, I could
not vote for them because, gee whiz,
they are Hispanic and they could not
really represent my interests. That is
idiotic. But that is the point of view
that these organizations want us to
proceed upon, and they go into court
throughout the Nation and try to get
courts to adjudicate this redistricting
issue on their behalf so that they will
cut up districts in order to have rep-
resentation of a specific ethnic group.
And I think that is abhorrent.

I was struck by that, as I say, as I
was listening to the debate tonight.
Once again, please do not misunder-
stand me or misconstrue what I am
stating here tonight. I absolutely agree
with and lend my voice to the adula-
tion for all of the accomplishments of
the Hispanic individuals they men-
tioned. The Americans they mentioned.
The Americans. No hyphen. The Ameri-
cans. They did extraordinary things,
the 38 members they identified; win-
ning the congressional medal of honor.
I say God bless every single one of
them. The Nobel prize, and the various
other things they were talking about.
God bless every single one of those peo-
ple for what they did for America as
Americans. And that is the way they
should be remembered.

Now, let me tell you, Mr. Speaker,
that we are confronted by an incredible
dilemma this evening on the floor of
this House and as a Congress of the
United States, and that is how to con-
struct the most powerful alliance that
we can possibly think of in order to
confront the terrorists who have per-
petrated such heinous acts on the
United States on September 11. The
spawn of evil is the way 1 identify
these people.

It seems to me that there are some
interesting things that we confront in
that particular endeavor; and one is, as
I say, trying to build a coalition of
countries who will help us in a variety
of ways: Contributing armed forces,
contributing financial support, agree-
ing to do something within their own
financial systems to stop money from
being transferred among and between
these organizations, share with us in-
telligence information, help us main-
tain some sort of integrity on our bor-
ders. All of these things are the signs
of what a friend would do.

It is interesting to me, and I think it
elucidates the problem that we are
having around the world when we talk
about one particular ‘‘friend” of the
United States and what they are doing
for us, and that ‘“‘friend,” and I put
that in quotes again, is Mexico. Mr.
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Speaker, after September 11, literally
scores of nations immediately rushed
to our support, promised various de-
grees of help and support. But one was
conspicuous by its absence, one of our
friends. One of our neighbors was con-
spicuous by its absence in support for
our endeavors, and that, of course, was
the country of Mexico.
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Now, if my friends in the Hispanic
Caucus here tonight really want to do
something for the United States, then
let me make a suggestion to them be-
cause they have chosen again to form
themselves up into this specific sort of
ethnic group. Let me suggest to them
that this is a very positive role that
group can play. Instead of trying to di-
vide America, separate America, it
seems to me that they could make a
plea to the Mexican Government and to
Vicente Fox.

On behalf of the Hispanic Caucus in
the Congress of the United States, it
would have been heartwarming to hear
them say, President Fox, please give
the United States the support we need
in order to defend ourselves against
these terrorists. Please do not hold
back any more. Please try to overcome
the objections within your own govern-
ment, which have been noted in the
paper here several times, and be forth-
coming and bold in your willingness to
help the United States.

This is an article which appeared in
the Washington Post on September 26.
Mexico City, September 26, President
Vicente Fox fighting charges that he
has been lukewarm in reacting to ter-
rorist attacks in New York and Wash-
ington. He came to the United States
and sort of wanted to do some damage
control. Fox’s comments in the speech
Tuesday followed a period of
uncharacteristic quiet from the usually
loquacious Mexican leader who had
made friendly relations with Wash-
ington a trademark of his 10-month old
administration. After calling President
Bush and offering public condolences
after the attacks, Fox seemed to focus
on domestic Mexican issues, at least in
public. And despite months of globe
trotting and talking about how Mexico
wants a greater role in foreign affairs,
the article goes on to say, there was no
trip to the rubble of the World Trade
Center, no photo op of the dos amigos
at the White House.

In response, some Mexicans called
Bush and Fox distant friends. An edi-
torial in London’s Economist magazine
asked whether Fox was a ‘‘fair-weather
friend.”

Since the attacks, it says, Fox has
been in an uncomfortable spot. Voices
from the Mexican Congress, intellec-
tuals and the public have long made it
difficult for the Mexican Government
to be seen as too supportive of the
United States. Mexico has a tradition
of avoiding getting swept in the U.S.
policies and refusing to intervene in
foreign conflicts. Nationalism often
has been defined as anti-Americanism,
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anti-Americanism from our neighbor to
the south. Refusal to provide the sup-
port that we should expect from our
neighbors and friends. Refusal to pro-
vide the support that one would expect
from a country for which the word
trust was used over and over and over
again during President Fox’s visit here
to the United States. He must have
used that 10 times during his speech to
this body. We need to trust one another
he said, over and over again.

Well, President Fox, if the Hispanic
Caucus will not bring this to your at-
tention, then let me. If you want to de-
velop that trust that you ask for, there
are things we can do. You can help us
first of all by securing our border, our
mutual border, our common border.
Help us in defending that border
against incursions. Help us in stopping
the traffic of illegal aliens across that
border, whatever nationality, wherever
they come from.

Mr. Fox, you recognize the problem, I
would say to him, Mr. Speaker. You
recognize the problem in your own
country, where you have not too long
ago ordered the military, the Mexican
military, to go down and defend the
border between Mexico and Guatemala
from incursions of Guatemalan immi-
grants whom you identified as people
that had to be kept out because of the
problem they caused in Mexico.

Now, in doing that, President Fox, I
would say, I do not challenge you. You
make the decisions that are necessary
for the well-being of your country. So
then help us, I would ask him, help us
in doing exactly the same thing on
your northern border. Of course, he is
constrained from doing that, Mr.
Speaker, because the politics inside
Mexico are such that he could probably
never get away with such a statement.

The article in the Post goes on to
say, Carlos Fuentes, Mexico’s best
known novelist, also weighed in noting
his concern that the declared U.S. war
against ‘“‘an enemy without a face,”
could bring civilian casualties. Fuentes
reminded Mexico of its independence
from its powerful neighbor, saying in
widely published comments, quote, ‘“‘we
are partners of the United States, not
their hangers-on.”

The newspaper Reforma drew a score-
card. This is fascinating, Mr. Speaker;
and I really hope our colleagues pay
close attention to this. This is a Mexi-
can newspaper called Reforma. It drew
a scorecard of how supportive 15 coun-
tries have been for Bush. Mexico came
in second from last, tied with China,
slightly above Iraq and Cuba. The
rankings were based on 10 signs of soli-
darity such as holding a national mo-
ment of silence, visiting Bush, granting
permission for the use of military bases
or air space.

We have refused so far to make a
public issue of this lack of response on
the part of our southern neighbors be-
cause I think we do not want to embar-
rass them or ourselves. I think the
President has not asked President Fox
for overt shows of support, signs of sup-
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port, because he knows he cannot get it
from President Fox. He knows that the
Mexican people do not support it.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would very much
have appreciated hearing tonight from
the Hispanic Caucus on the floor of this
Congress how they were going to deal
with this issue, again, since they
choose to form themselves up in that
kind of an organization, it is fair for
me to ask. Why will they not talk to
the President of Mexico and your col-
leagues down in the Mexican Congress
and ask them to provide the same sort
of support to the United States that
Canada, Brazil, Argentina, Uruguay
have provided?

Can you imagine, Mr. Speaker, that
the countries I have just noted were
listed in the paper today. As I was fly-
ing in, there was a map of the world
and they were listing the countries of
the Americas that had helped the
United States. Canada, of course, add
to that list. And the ones I just men-
tioned, those were identified as being,
to the best of my recollection, those
were identified as being the countries
in the Americas that had come forth
and helped us in our time of need. One
was, again, conspicuous by its absence,
Mr. Speaker. Where was Mexico? Where
is Mexico in this dispute?

Here are excerpts from Mexican
newspapers. Many Mexican newspapers
reacted to the first strikes by the
United States and England against Af-
ghanistan by criticizing U.S. President
George Bush and questioning Mexico’s
governmental support. Daily La
Jornada printed an editorial saying
that the attack was ‘‘not about justice
or international law. It was a unilat-
eral and arbitrary act of revenge.”

An editorial called the act ‘‘Bush’s
holy war’ and said it is the start of a
war in which Mexico has no moral, po-
litical, or military reason to partici-
pate. I want to repeat that, Mr. Speak-
er. This is the editorial in La Jornada,
a daily in Mexico. It is the start of a
war in which Mexico has no moral, po-
litical or military reason to partici-
pate.

The murder of 6,000 innocent people
in the Trade Towers and the planes
that were used as missiles does not cre-
ate a moral dilemma for Mexico ac-
cording to this. Well, what in the name
of God would if that does not do it?

The newspaper Excelsior said, ‘“‘Mex-
ico should not distance itself from its
political tradition of rejecting war to
resolve even the most difficult inter-
national controversies.”” The Daily
added that Vicente Fox’s government
“‘voiced its support of the actions of
the U.S. and Great Britain.”” Hopefully,
it said, ‘‘that was not an effort to ap-
pease the Bush Government.”” The
Bush Government.

La Cronica de Hoy printed in its edi-
torial page, quote, ‘“They will start two
wars. One of the U.S. against the
Taliban and one based on threats. In
the first missiles are launched at tar-
gets that fail to feel the power and
courage of the most powerful Nation.”
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An editorial in that La Jornada was
the strongest yet, saying it is not nec-
essary to go back decades to see the
moral similarity between the U.S. Gov-
ernment and its current enemy at the
moment, covert acts of censorship and
lies.

This paper in Mexico compares the
United States with its current enemy.
We, I guess according to this paper, are
similar to the Taliban, similar to the
bin Laden organization, al-Qaeda.

Mr. Speaker, I could go on and on
here with these quotes from Mexican
newspapers. Suffice it to say that our
friend in the south is not showing us
that degree of trust that was called for
by its President when he was here. Nor,
Mr. Speaker, should we extend any
trust under these conditions.

Street vendors, I am told, in Mexico
are selling T-shirts that say essentially
in Spanish, ‘“Go Taliban.” I am told
that the sales are brisk.

For night after night I have come on
this floor, Mr. Speaker, and I have
talked about my concerns with massive
immigration; and I continue to raise
those concerns tonight because I be-
lieve that this is a significant problem
for the United States, that a country
to our south that contributes the
greatest bulk of the immigration to
the number of immigrants to the
United States with this kind of atti-
tude, this is not really all that healthy
for the United States. We find our-
selves in a difficult position if these
are the attitudes that these people
bring with them. I do not know that
they are.

My concern is that they may be. And
I am also concerned about simply the
numbers. It is the massive numbers
coming from any country. In this case
it is Mexico. But the massive numbers
make it very difficult for integration
to occur. It only exacerbates the prob-
lem of the divisive nature of these de-
bates. Quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, let
us go ahead and talk about the polit-
ical reality of massive immigration.

One reason we have it, one reason we
cannot stop it, one reason why it is so
hard to get people to address it is be-
cause there are political ramifications
to it. One party enjoys a great benefit
as a result of massive immigration.
People become citizens in the United
States, or even if they do not, many of
them still vote illegally.

We have cases of that popping up all
over. Just recently one of the groups of
terrorists or it is one in the group of
terrorists had actually voted in United
States elections twice and was not a
citizen, needless to say. So it is not
hard for voter fraud to occur. We do
not know the extent to which it occurs,
but I think it is significant.

At any rate, people come here and
are attracted to one particular party
who promises, more than anything
else, government largess; and that is
one reason why we cannot stop immi-
gration, legal or illegal.
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I hate to say it, Mr. Speaker, but I
believe with all my heart that we have
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a serious problem as a result of porous
borders and our unwillingness or in-
ability or a lack of desire to actually
create borders with integrity.

I have said this before, and I will say
it again. If, God forbid, another event
were to occur in this country of the na-
ture of the September 11 events and if
those events were perpetrated by peo-
ple who came across our borders ille-
gally, snuck into the United States, or
were here on visas that were extended,
overextended, or were here on visas
that were violated because they were
not doing what they were supposed to
do or were here because we let them in
because even though they have been as-
sociated with terrorist organizations,
right now, Mr. Speaker, that by law, by
a law we have, that is not enough to
keep them out. If they put down on a
piece of paper, yes, I am a member of al
Qaeda, that does not mean we could
keep them out right now. We asked for
the ability to do that. The administra-
tion sent a bill to the Committee on
the Judiciary to ask for the ability to
do just that, and it was turned down, it
was watered down in order to get bipar-
tisan support.

So we have this problem. We have
open borders, essentially. We have
right now almost a quarter of a million
people living in the United States who
have gone through the system and been
found guilty of violating their visa, or
guilty of some law, the violation of an
American law, and they were ordered
to be deported, Mr. Speaker, but they
are still here. A quarter of a million
people have been ordered deported but
are simply roaming the country be-
cause the INS chooses not to go after
them. I will say this again, that if any-
thing else happens and it is the same
sort of situation, somebody else com-
ing into this country and doing that
and we choose to do nothing about se-
curing our borders, not only are we ir-
responsible in this body but we are cul-
pable.

We look to do everything we can. We
g0 to country after country asking for
support. We look to cut off their money
supply. We look to destroy their infra-
structure. We look to every single way
there is to try and stop terrorists from
perpetrating heinous acts, their acts of
hatred on this country, but we are
afraid to do one thing. We are afraid to
actually begin to control our own bor-
ders, because there is a political prob-
lem here, a political issue. I think that
is despicable. No one should care about
how these people will eventually vote.
No one should care about whose party
would be more benefited by the mas-
sive numbers of people coming across
our borders. What we should care about
is the safety of the Americans here of
every race, religion, creed, color. We
should be concerned about every single
Hispanic American here, citizen, every
single black American, every Hindu,
Muslim, whatever, I do not care what.

That is our main concern, Mr. Speak-
er. It is not some political need to keep
these borders open that we should be

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

concerned about. And if that concern
overrides our major responsibility as a
country, as a Federal Government,
then I say shame on us, because our re-
sponsibility is here clear. The Federal
Government has one responsibility,
primary responsibility. It is more im-
portant than health and human serv-
ices, it is more important than the De-
partment of Education, the Depart-
ment of Interior, the Department of
Transportation. It is more important
than all of that. It is to protect the
lives and property of the people in this
country. That is it. That is our main
goal. Everything else pales in compari-
son. If we refuse to take that one step
that would help in that direction, and
I am not suggesting for a moment that
even if we seal our borders, we would
be absolutely able to be sure, posi-
tively, undeniably we will never have
another attack of this nature, cer-
tainly I cannot say that, but I can say
this, we will lessen the chance. And I
will dare anyone, I challenge anyone to
stand up and explain to me how we can
possibly keep open borders under these
circumstances. I just simply do not un-
derstand it. But we will do it, Mr.
Speaker, unless the people of this Na-
tion rise up in a loud voice and let
their representatives know that they
are concerned, more concerned even
than the political problem of closing
down the border, the political ramifica-
tions of such a thing.

Again I ask my friends in the His-
panic Caucus, please send a message to
our friends, if they are friends, in Mex-
ico. We need their help. It is not just
our Nation we are trying to protect. It
is civilization. It is not just our moral-
ity that we are trying to defend, it is
the morality of civilized men and
women all over the world. And we need
their help. The sign of a friend would
be to say, we put aside all these re-
gional differences now, we know that
there is something bigger, more dan-
gerous that affects us all, and we will
help you secure your border, America,
and we will do something else: If the
Arab nations that control OPEC, if
they attempt to blackmail the United
States again by raising the cost of oil,
we will sell you oil from our state-
owned oil company at lower prices, and
we will look to see everything we can
do in terms of intelligence gathering to
help you in your efforts to quash al
Qaeda and any of the other organiza-
tions that are designed for the purpose
of bringing death and destruction to
the United States and the Western
hemisphere and civilization.

Uruguay, Argentina, Brazil. Can
their efforts be any more in common
with ours than Mexico? But they un-
derstood that there is a moral dimen-
sion to this that extends all the way
through and across their borders. How
could we not expect the same from our,
quote, trusted neighbor in the South?
It is not just our safety that I plead for
their support on, it is their own. It is
civilization itself that is threatened,
make no bones about this. This is not
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just a war between the United States
and Osama bin Laden, or al Qaeda or
any of the other various individual ter-
rorist groups. This is a war about
whether civilization as we know it,
where free thought and individual free-
dom reign, will be overtaken by the
darkness of a barbaric time.

So it is in your interest, Mexico, not
just ours, to help in this endeavor.
Until that happens, I do not believe we
can call you a trusted friend.

——————

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 1992, INTERNET EQUITY AND
EDUCATION ACT OF 2001

Mr. LINDER (during the Special
Order of Mr. TANCREDO), from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 107-232) on the
resolution (H. Res. 256) providing for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1992) to
amend the Higher Education Act of
1965 to expand the opportunities for
higher education via telecommuni-
cations, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 1992,
INTERNET EQUITY AND EDUCATION ACT OF 2001

OCTOBER 9, 2001.—REFERRED TO THE HOUSE
CALENDAR AND ORDERED TO BE PRINTED

Mr. LINDER, from the Committee on Rules
submitted the following report to accompany
H. Res. 256.

The Committee on Rules, having had under
consideration House Resolution 256, by a
non-record vote, report the same to the
House with the recommendation that the
resolution be adopted.

SUMMARY OF PROVISIONS OF THE RESOLUTION

The resolution provides for consideration
of H.R. 1992, the Internet Equity and Edu-
cation Act of 2001, under a modified closed
rule. The rule provides one hour of general
debate equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. The rule provides that the amendment
recommended by the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce now printed in the
bill shall be considered as adopted. The rule
waives all points of order against consider-
ation of the bill.

The rule provides for consideration of an
amendment in the nature of a substitute
printed in this report, if offered by Rep-
resentative MINK or a designee, which shall
be considered as read and shall be separately
debatable for one hour equally divided and
controlled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent. The rule waives all points of order
against the amendment in the nature of a
substitute.

Finally, the rule provides one motion to
recommit with or without instructions.

SUMMARY OF AMENDMENT MADE IN ORDER
UNDER THE RULE

(SUMMARY DERIVED FROM INFORMATION
PROVIDED BY SPONSOR)

Mink amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute. Allows institutions of higher edu-
cation that meet a high standard of financial
responsibility by having default rates lower
than 10% to be exempt from the 50% provi-
sions which restrict the number of courses
offered through distance education and the
number of students who may enroll in dis-
tance education courses.
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TEXT OF AMENDMENT MADE IN ORDER UNDER
THE RULE

An amendment to be offered by Represent-
ative MINK of Hawaii, or a Designee. Debat-
able for 60 minutes:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Internet Eq-
uity and Education Act of 2001"°.

SEC. 2. EXCEPTION TO 50 PERCENT COR-
RESPONDENCE COURSE LIMITA-
TIONS.

(a) DEFINITION OF INSTITUTION OF HIGHER
EDUCATION FOR TITLE IV PURPOSES.—Section
102(a) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20
U.S.C. 1002(a)) is amended by adding at the
end the following new paragraph:

“(7) EXCEPTION TO LIMITATION BASED ON
COURSE OF STUDY.—Courses offered via tele-
communications (as defined in section
484(1)(4)) shall not be considered to be cor-
respondence courses for purposes of subpara-
graph (A) or (B) of paragraph (3) for any in-
stitution that—

“(A) is participating in either or both of
the loan programs under part B or D of title
IV on the date of enactment of the Internet
Equity and Education Act of 2001;

‘“(B) has a cohort default rate (as deter-
mined under section 435(m)) for each of the 3
most recent fiscal years for which data are
available that is less than 10 percent; and

“(C)(i) has notified the Secretary, in a
form and manner prescribed by the Sec-
retary (including such information as the
Secretary may require to meet the require-
ments of clause (ii)), of the election by such
institution to qualify as an institution of
higher education by means of the provisions
of this paragraph; and

‘“(ii) the Secretary has not, within 90 days
after such notice, and the receipt of any in-
formation required under clause (i), notified
the institution that the election by such in-
stitution would pose a significant risk to
Federal funds and the integrity of programs
under title IV.”.

(b) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE STUDENT.—Sec-
tion 484(1)(1) of the Higher Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1091(1)(1)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subpara-
graph:

“(C) EXCEPTION TO 50 PERCENT LIMITA-
TION.—Notwithstanding the 50 percent limi-
tation in subparagraph (A), a student en-
rolled in a course of instruction described in
such subparagraph shall not be considered to
be enrolled in correspondence courses if the
student is enrolled in an institution that—

‘(i) is participating in either or both of the
loan programs under part B or D of title IV
on the date of enactment of the Internet Eq-
uity and Education Act of 2001;

‘(ii) has a cohort default rate (as deter-
mined under section 435(m)) for each of the 3
most recent fiscal years for which data are
available that is less than 10 percent; and

¢“(iii)(I) has notified the Secretary, in form
and manner prescribed by the Secretary (in-
cluding such information as the Secretary
may require to meet the requirements of
subclause (II)), of the election by such insti-
tution to qualify its students as eligible stu-
dents by means of the provisions of this sub-
paragraph; and

““(IT) the Secretary has not, within 90 days
after such notice, and the receipt of any in-
formation required under subclause (I), noti-
fied the institution that the election by such
institution would pose a significant risk to
Federal funds and the integrity of programs
under title IV.”.

SEC. 3. EVALUATION AND REPORT.

(a) INFORMATION FROM INSTITUTIONS.—

(1) INSTITUTIONS COVERED BY REQUIRE-
MENT.—The requirements of paragraph (2)
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apply to any institution of higher education
that—

(A) has notified the Secretary of Education
of an election to qualify for the exception to
limitation based on course of study in sec-
tion 102(a)(7) of the Higher Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002(a)(7)) or the exception to
the 50 percent limitation in section
484(1)(1)(C) of such Act (20 U.S.C.
1091(D)(1)(C));

(B) has notified the Secretary under sec-
tion 481(a)(3) of such Act (20 U.S.C.
1088(a.)(3)); or

(C) contracts with outside parties for—

(i) the delivery of distance education pro-
grams;

(ii) the delivery of programs offered in non-
traditional formats; or

(iii) the purpose of securing the enrollment
of students.

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Any institution of
higher education to which this paragraph ap-
plies shall comply, on a timely basis, with
the Secretary of Education’s reasonable re-
quests for information on changes in—

(A) the amount or method of instruction
offered;

(B) the types of programs or courses of-
fered;

(C) enrollment by type of program or
course;

(D) the amount and types of grant, loan, or
work assistance provided under title IV of
the Higher Education Act of 1965 that is re-
ceived by students enrolled in programs con-
ducted in nontraditional formats; and

(E) outcomes for students enrolled in such
courses or programs.

(b) REPORT BY SECRETARY REQUIRED.—The
Secretary of Education shall conduct by
grant or contract a study of, and by March
31, 2003, submit to the Congress, a report
on—

(1) the effect that the amendments made
by this Act have had on—

(A) the ability of institutions of higher
education to provide distance learning op-
portunities to students; and

(B) program integrity;

(2) with respect to distance education or
correspondence education courses at institu-
tions of higher education to which the infor-
mation requirements of subsection (a)(2)
apply, changes from year-to-year in—

(A) the amount or method of instruction
offered and the types of programs or courses
offered;

(B) the number and type of students en-
rolled in distance education or correspond-
ence education courses;

(C) the amount of student aid provided to
such students, in total and as a percentage of
the institution’s revenue; and

(D) outcomes for students enrolled in dis-
tance education or correspondence education
courses, including graduation rates, job
placement rates, and loan delinquencies and
defaults;

(3) any reported and verified claim of in-
ducement to participate in the student fi-
nancial aid programs and any violation of
the Higher Education Act of 1965, including
any actions taken by the Department of
Education against the violator; and

(4) any further improvements that should
be made to the provisions amended by this
Act (and related provisions), in order to ac-
commodate nontraditional educational op-
portunities in the Federal student assistance
programs while ensuring the integrity of
those programs.

SEC. 4. LEARNING ANYTIME
NERSHIPS.

Section 420J of the Higher Education Act
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070f-6) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new sentence:
“If for any fiscal year funds are not appro-
priated pursuant to this section, funds avail-
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able under part B of title VII, relating to the
Fund for the Improvement of Postsecondary
Education, may be made available for con-
tinuation grants for any grant recipient
under this subpart.”.

SEC. 5. IMPLEMENTATION.

(a) No DELAY IN EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section
482(c) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20
U.S.C. 1089(c)) shall not apply to the amend-
ments made by this Act.

(b) IMPLEMENTING REGULATIONS.—Section
492 of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20
U.S.C. 1098a) shall not apply to the amend-
ments made by section 2 of this Act.

H. RES. 256

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order to consider in
the House the bill (H.R. 1992) to amend the
Higher Education Act of 1965 to expand the
opportunities for higher education via tele-
communications. The bill shall be considered
as read for amendment. The amendment rec-
ommended by the Committee on Education
and the Workforce now printed in the bill
shall be considered as adopted. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill, as amended, and on any further
amendment thereto to final passage without
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of
debate on the bill, as amended, equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Education and the Workforce; (2) the fur-
ther amendment printed in the report of the
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution, if offered by Representative Mink of
Hawaii or her designee, which shall be in
order without intervention of any point of
order, shall be considered as read, and shall
be separately debatable for one hour equally
divided and controlled by the proponent and
an opponent; and (3) one motion to recommit
with or without instructions.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. BEREUTER (at the request of Mr.
ARMEY) for today on account of official
business.

Mrs. WILSON (at the request of Mr.
ARMEY) for today on account of attend-
ing a funeral.

———
SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. REYES) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Ms. MCKINNEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SHERMAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mrs. CLAYTON, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. SOUDER) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. DEMINT, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. SOUDER, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, today.

————

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT
Jeff Trandahl, Clerk of the House re-
ports that on October 9, 2001 he pre-
sented to the President of the United
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States, for his approval, the following
bills.

H.J. Res. 42. Memorializing fallen fire-
fighters by lowering the American flag to
half-staff in honor of the National Fallen
Firefighters Memorial Service in Emmits-
burg, Maryland.

H.J. Res. 51. Approving the extension of
nondiscriminatory treatment with respect to
the products of the Socialist Republic of
Vietnam.

—————

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 8 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, October 10, 2001,
at 10 a.m.

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

4162. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting Emer-
gency Supplemental Appropriations Act for
Recovery from and Response to Terrorist At-
tacks on the United States; (H. Doc. No. 107-
130); to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

4163. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—Sus-
pension of Community Eligibility [Docket
No. FEMA-T765] received September 20, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

4164. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Division of Corporation Finance, Securities
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the
Commission’s final rule—Calculation of Av-
erage Weekly Trading Volume under Rule 144
and Termination of a Rule 10b5-1 Trading
Plan [Release Nos. 33-8005; 34-44820; FR-58]
received September 20, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

4165. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Secondary Direct Food Additives Permitted
in Food for Human Consumption [Docket No.
01F-0142] received September 20, 2001, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

4166. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Medical Devices; Exemption From Pre-
market Notification Requirements; Class I
Devices [Docket No. 01N-0073] received Sep-
tember 20, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

4167. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a report,
consistent with the War Powers Resolution
and Public Law 107-40, to help ensure that
the Congress is kept informed on military
actions taken to respond to the threat of ter-
rorism; (H. Doc. No. 107-131); to the Com-
mittee on International Relations and or-
dered to be printed.

4168. A letter from the Acting Director,
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the
Interior, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Endangered and Threatened Wild-
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life and Plants; Determination of Endan-
gered Status for Astragalus holmgreniorum
(Holmgren milk-vetch) and Astragalus
ampullarioides (Shivwits milk-vetch) (RIN:
1018-AG02) received September 20, 2001, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Resources.

4169. A letter from the Acting Director,
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the
Interior, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Endangered and Threatened Wild-
life and Plants; Final Rule To List Silene
spaldingii (Spalding’s Catchfly) as Threat-
ened (RIN: 1018-AF79) received September 20,
2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Resources.

4170. A letter from the Acting Director,
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the
Interior, transmitting the Department’s
final rule—Endangered and Threatened Wild-
life and Plants; Final Designation of Critical
Habitat for the Kootenai River Population of
the White Sturgeon (RIN: 1018-AH06) re-
ceived September 21, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Re-
sources.

4171. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Administrator for Fisheries, NMFS, National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Revisions to Definition of
Length Overall of a Vessel [Docket No.
010510121-1210-02; I.D. 012601B] (RIN: 0648
AN23) received September 19, 2001, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Resources.

4172. A letter from the Acting Assistant
Administrator for Fisheries, NMFS, National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final
rule—Antarctic Marine Living Resources;
Harvesting and Dealer Permits, and Catch
Documentation [Docket No. 010719181-1181-
01; I.D. 062501A] (RIN: 0648-AP35) received
September 20, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources.

4173. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Drawbridge Operating
Regulation; Bayou Lafourche, LA [CGD08-01-
032] received September 21, 2001, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

4174. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation,
transmitting the Department’s final rule—
Modification of Class E Airspace; Pittsburgh,
PA [Airspace Docket No. 01-AEA-08FR] re-
ceived September 21, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

4175. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Drawbridge Operation
Regulations: Highbridge Road Drawbridge,
Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway, Volusia
County, Florida [CGD07-01-094] received Sep-
tember 21, 2001, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

4176. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Drawbridge Operation
Regulations; Mullica River [CGD05-01-018]
(RIN: 2115-AE47) received September 21, 2001,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

4177. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Drawbridge Operating
Regulation; Bayou Lafourche, LA [CGD08-01-
031] received September 21, 2001, pursuant to
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5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

4178. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Drawbridge Operation
Regulations; Old River, California [CGD11-
01-015] (RIN: 2115-AE47) received September
21, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

4179. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Drawbridge Operation
Regulations; Napa River, California [CGD11-
01-014] (RIN: 2115-AE47) received September
21, 2001, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

4180. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Drawbridge Operation
Regulations: Shaw Cove, CT [CGD01-01-147]
received September 21, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

4181. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Drawbridge Operation
Regulations: Annisqualm River, MA [CGD01-
01-137] received September 21, 2001, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

4182. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
and Administrative Law, USCG, Department
of Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Drawbridge Operation
Regulations: Long Island, New York Inland
Waterway from East Rockaway Inlet to
Shinnecock Canal, NY [CGD01-01-146] re-
ceived September 21, 2001, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

4183. A letter from the Chief, Regulations
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting
the Service’s final rule—Determination of
Issue Price in the Case of Certain Debt In-
struments Issued for Property [Rev. Rul.
2001-49] received September 20, 2001; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. REGULA: Committee on Appropria-
tions. H.R. 3061. A bill making appropria-
tions for the Department of Labor, Health
and Human Services, and Education, and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2002, and for other purposes (Rept.
107-229). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida: Committee on Ap-
propriations. Report on the Revised Sub-
allocation of Budget Allocations for Fiscal
Year 2002 (Rept. 107-230). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

Mr. TAUZIN: Committee on Energy and
Commerce. H.R. 3016. A bill to amend the
Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty
Act of 1996 with respect to the responsibil-
ities of the Secretary of Health and Human
Services regarding biological agents and tox-
ins, and to amend title 18, United States
Code, with respect to such agents and toxins,
to clarify the application of cable television
system privacy requirements to new cable
services, to strengthen security at certain
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nuclear facilities, and for other purposes;
with an amendment (Rept. 107-231 Pt. 1). Or-
dered to be printed.

Mr. LINDER: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 256. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1992) to amend the
Higher Education Act of 1965 to expand the
opportunities for higher education via tele-
communications (Rept. 107-232). Referred to
the House Calendar.

————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:

By Mrs. JONES of Ohio (for herself,
Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. STUPAK, and Mr.
TOOMEY):

H.R. 3059. A bill to provide for retiree
health care by allowing steel companies a
partial refund of mnet operating loss
carryforwards; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. OXLEY (for himself, Mr. LA-
FALCE, Mr. BAKER, and Mr. KAN-
JORSKI):

H.R. 3060. A bill to amend the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 to augment the emer-
gency authority of the Securities and Ex-
change Commission; to the Committee on
Financial Services.

By Mr. DEMINT (for himself, Mr.
BAIRD, Mr. CRANE, Mr. MATSUI, Mr.
MANZULLO, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr.
TOOMEY, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. LEWIS of
Kentucky, and Ms. HART):

H.R. 3062. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow certain small busi-
nesses to defer payment of tax; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BACA:

H.R. 3063. A bill to provide benefits to pub-
lic safety officers who die or become disabled
as a result of certain injuries; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BACA:

H.R. 3064. A bill to direct the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion to provide for the implementation of
certain aviation security measures; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mrs. DAVIS of California:

H.R. 3065. A bill to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require
that manufacturers of dietary supplements
register with the Food and Drug Administra-
tion, to require the submission to such Ad-
ministration of reports on adverse experi-
ences regarding such supplements, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mrs. DAVIS of California:

H.R. 3066. A bill to amend the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to establish
labeling and advertising requirements for di-
etary supplements containing ephedrine
alkaloids, to prohibit sales of such supple-
ments to individuals under the age of 18, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Ms. HARMAN:

H.R. 3067. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Transportation give certain workers who
have lost their jobs as a result of the ter-
rorist attacks of September 11, 2001, priority
in hiring for aviation-related security posi-
tions; to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure.

By Mr. NEY:

H.R. 3068. A bill to establish a Presidential
commission to strengthen and improve fi-
nancial privacy and national security; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. PAUL:

H.R. 3069. A bill to secure American fami-
lies effectively; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.
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By Mr. PETRI (for himself and Mr.
LANTOS):

H.R. 3070. A bill to amend the Fair Labor
Standards Act of 1938 to ensure the protec-
tion of employees in travelling sales crews,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan:

H.R. 3071. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to index the basis of assets
acquired after December 31, 2001, for pur-
poses of determining gain; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina (for
himself, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr. JONES of
North Carolina, Mr. PRICE of North
Carolina, Mr. BURR of North Caro-
lina, Mr. COBLE, Mr. MCINTYRE, Mr.
HAYES, Mrs. MYRICK, and Mr.
BALLENGER):

H.R. 3072. A bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
125 Main Street in Forest City, North Caro-
lina, as the ‘“Vernon Tarlton Post Office
Building’’; to the Committee on Government
Reform.

By Mr.
HOYER):

H. Con. Res. 244. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the printing of a revised edition of
the publication entitled ‘“‘Our Flag’’; to the
Committee on House Administration. consid-
ered and agreed to.

By Mrs. CAPITO (for herself, Mr. KAN-
JORSKI, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. NEY, Mr.
STRICKLAND, Mr. HILLIARD, Mr.
DOYLE, Mr. MURTHA, Mr. MASCARA,
Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. OBERSTAR, and Mr.
WELLER):

H. Con. Res. 245. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress that a
postage stamp should be issued to honor coal
miners; to the Committee on Government
Reform.

By Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania (for
himself, Mr. KERNS, Mr. CRAMER, Mr.
ROHRABACHER, Mr. CLEMENT, Mr.
STEARNS, Mr. ORTIZ, Mr. PLATTS, Mr.
REYES, Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland,
and Mr. SMITH of Michigan):

H. Con. Res. 246. Concurrent resolution
providing for negotiations to establish a
United States Congress-Russian Federation
Parliament joint taskforce on antiterrorism;
to the Committee on International Rela-
tions.

NEY (for himself and Mr.

—————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 168: Mr. MILLER of Florida.

H.R. 218: Mr. TRAFICANT, Mr. WATKINS, and
Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota.

H.R. 510: Mr. ABERCROMBIE.

H.R. 632: Ms. MCKINNEY.

H.R. 747: Mr. WAXMAN.

H.R. 854: Mr. COMBEST, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio,
Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Ms. CARSON of Indiana, and
Mr. FORBES.

H.R. 886: Mr. RANGEL.

H.R. 936: Mr. CLAY.

H.R. 969: Mr. SCHAFFER and Mr. BILIRAKIS.

H.R. 975: Mr. FORBES.

H.R. 1030: Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri, Mr.
VITTER, Mr. FORBES, and Mr. SHERMAN.

H.R. 1172: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr.
BONIOR, Mr. MicA, Mr. CALVERT, Mr.
LAMPSON, Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. FORD,
Ms. BALDWIN, and Mr. CARSON of OKklahoma.

H.R. 1198: Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island,
Mr. SKELTON, and Mr. DEUTSCH.

H.R. 1254: Mr. EHRLICH and Mr. BONIOR.

H.R. 1256: Mr. DAvis of Florida, Mr.
CAPUANO, Mr. LAFALCE, Mrs. MCCARTHY of
New York, and Mr. LUTHER.

October 9, 2001

H.R. 1262: Mr. CLAY.

H.R. 1354: Ms. RIVERS.

H.R. 1377: Mr. CRAMER.

H.R. 1440: Ms. LEE.

H.R. 1552: Mr. HORN, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. CAL-
VERT, Mr. DREIER, Mr. OSE, Mr. GARY G. MIL-
LER of California, Mr. ROYCE, Mr. POMBO, Mr.
IssA, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. HERGER, Mr.
CANNON, Mr. WELDON of Florida, Ms. McKIN-
NEY, and Mr. SCHAFFER.

H.R. 1556: Mr. SUNUNU and Mr. FORBES.

H.R. 1616: Mr. FROST.

H.R. 1624: Mr. ScoTT, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, and
Mr. CLAY.

H.R. 1675: Mr. HORN, Mr. MCKEON, Mr.
DREIER, Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California,
Mr. PoMBO, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. HERGER,
Mr. CANNON, Mr. WELDON of Forida, and Ms.
MCKINNEY.

H.R. 1701: Mr. ENGLISH.

H.R. 1744: Mr. KING.

H.R. 1786: Mr. SWEENEY and Mr. LARSEN of
Washington.

H.R. 1815: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.

H.R. 1819: Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. BACA, and Mr.
HILLIARD.

H.R. 1839: Mr.

H.R. 1887: Mr.

H.R. 2073: Mr. BRYANT.

H.R. 2219: Mr. HOEFFEL.

H.R. 2220: Mr. SHOWS, Ms. CARSON of Indi-
ana, Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. TOWNS.

H.R. 2235: Mr. FORBES.

H.R. 2253: Mr. KILDEE.

H.R. 2333: Ms. SLAUGHTER.

H.R. 2350: Mr. COOKSEY.

H.R. 2357: Mr. KING, Mr. COBLE, and Mr.
BOEHNER.

H.R. 2374: Ms. DUNN.

H.R. 2417: Mr. TERRY.

H.R. 2457: Mr. BALLENGER and Mr. BILI-
RAKIS.

H.R. 2459: Ms. BALDWIN.

H.R. 2574: Mr. ENGLISH.

H.R. 2576: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. Ro0Sss, Mr.
SCHAFFER, Mr. WoLF, Mr. NEAL of Massachu-
setts, and Mr. PENCE.

H.R. 2638: Mr. BAKER and Mr. KUCINICH.

H.R. 2716: Mr. FILNER.

H.R. 2722: Mr. FRANK, Mr. PETERSON of
Minnesota, Mr. PALLONE, and Mr. LARSEN of
Washington.

H.R. 2725: Mr. PLATTS.

H.R. 2792: Mr. FILNER.

H.R. 2794: Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Ms. WOOLSEY,
Mrs. TAUSCHER, and Mr. WAXMAN.

INSLEE.
DEFAZIO.

H.R. 2837: Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 2847: Mr. DICKS.

H.R. 2863: Mr. FRANK and Ms. KILPATRICK.
H.R. 2866: Mr. RANGEL and Mr. LANTOS.

H.R. 2899: Mr. SIMMONS.

H.R. 2910: Mr. RANGEL, Ms. CARSON of Indi-
ana, and Mr. SKELTON.

H.R. 2940: Mr. PASCRELL.

H.R. 2946: Mr. McCNULTY, Ms. WATSON, Mr.
GILLMOR, Mr. BENTSEN, and Mr. CONYERS.

H.R. 2951: Mr. OWENS.

H.R. 2955: Mr. MEEKS of New York.

H.R. 2965: Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. SHOWS, Mr.
CROWLEY, Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon, Mr. HYDE,
and Ms. BERKLEY.

H.R. 2975: Mr. FRANK.

H.R. 2989: Mr. BAcA and Mr. COSTELLO.

H.R. 2998: Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. BERRY.

H.R. 3004: Mr. Ross, Mr. SHAYS, and
SHERMAN.

H.R. 3006: Mr. WOLF.

H.R. 3007: Mr. FILNER, Mr. BOUCHER,
MCGOVERN, and Mr. ABERCROMBIE.

H.R. 3014: Mr. MASCARA, Mr. INSLEE,
Mr. BONIOR.

H.R. 3019: Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon.

H.R. 3026: Mr. BOEHLERT, Ms. ROYBAL-AL-
LARD, and Mr. CROWLEY.

H.R. 3029: Mr. NADLER and Ms. DUNN.

H.R. 3040: Mr. KILDEE, Mr. ABERCROMBIE,
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. ACKERMAN,
and Mr. OBERSTAR.

Mr.

Mr.

and
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H.R. 3043: Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. UPTON, and Mr.
SUNUNU.

H.R. 3046: Mr. SUNUNU, Mr. BOUCHER, Mrs.
CUBIN, and Mr. ENGEL.

H.J. Res. 23: Mr. THUNE.

H. Con. Res. 26: Mr. CLEMENT.

H. Con. Res. 37: Mr. UPTON.

H. Con. Res. 104: Ms.
OWENS, and Mr. STEARNS.

H. Con. Res. 211: Mr. LANTOS.

H. Con. Res. 234: Mr. MASCARA, Mrs.
MCcCARTHY of New York, and Mr. FILNER.

McCoLLUM, Mr.

———

AMENDMENTS

Under clause 8 of rule XVIII, pro-
posed amendments were submitted as
follows:

H.R. 3061
OFFERED BY: MR. ANDREWS

AMENDMENT NO. 1: At the end of the bill,
insert after the last section (preceding the
short title) the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to implement (1) the
final regulations of the Secretary of Edu-
cation relating to the revision of the defini-
tion of the term ‘‘employment outcome’ as
such term applies to the vocational rehabili-
tation services program under title I of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (66 Fed. Reg. 7250
7258) or (2) any related or successor regula-
tions.

H.R. 3061
OFFERRED BY: MS. DEGETTE

AMENDMENT NoO. 2: In lieu of the matter
proposed to be inserted by the Amendment,
insert the following:
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SEC. . No funds made available through
the Department of Education or the Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services shall be
used for the distribution or provision of
postcoital emergency contraception, or the
distribution or provision of a prescription for
postcoital emergency contraception, to an
unemancipated minor, on the premises or in
the facilities of any elementary school or
secondary school unless the state or local en-
tity with governing authority over the
health center determines, as a matter of pol-
icy, that the distribution or provision of
emergency contraception (or a prescription
for such contraception) through the center
will prevent pregnancies and reduce the need
for abortion, and the health center encour-
ages parental participation in the minor’s
decision to seek a prescription for emer-
gency contraception.

H.R. 3061
OFFERED BY: MR. QUINN

AMENDMENT NoO. 3: In title II, in the matter
relating to ‘‘Administration for Children and
Families; Low Income Home Energy Assist-
ance’’, insert at the end the following:

For making payments under title XXVI of
the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of
1981 for fiscal year 2003, $2,000,000,000.

H.R. 3061
OFFERED BY: MR. SCHIFF

AMENDMENT NoO. 4: At the end of the bill,
insert after the last section (preceding the
short title) the following new section:

SEC. . None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be used to implement or
enforce section 401(b)(3) of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070a(b)(3)).

H6459

H.R. 3061
OFFERED BY: MR. SCHIFF

AMENDMENT NoO. 5: In title II of the bill, in-
sert the following after section 215 (and
make such technical and conforming
changes as may be appropriate):

SEC. 216. REPORT ON HEAD START AND EARLY
HEAD START PROGRAMS.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
Health and Human Services shall submit a
report to the Congress specifying—

(1) the number of eligible children not yet
served by the Head Start and Early Head
Start programs as of October 1, 2001,

(2) the number of children who were on
waiting lists for Head Start and Early Head
Start programs during the 6-month period
ending on October 1, 2001, and

(3) the number of unfilled spaces in Head
Start and Early Head Start programs as of
October 1, 2001.

H.R. 3061
OFFERED BY: MR. TRAFICANT
AMENDMENT NoO. 6: Page , after line
, insert the following new section:

SEC. . No funds appropriated in this Act
may be made available to any person or enti-
ty that violates the Buy American Act (41
U.S.C. 10a-10c).



United States
of America

Congressional Record

th
PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 107 CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION

Vol. 147

WASHINGTON, TUESDAY, OCTOBER 9, 2001

No. 134

The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable HARRY
REID, a Senator from the State of Ne-
vada

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Lloyd John
Ogilvie, offered the following prayer:

Almighty God, we come to You as
intercessors for our beloved Nation at
this crucial time of confrontation with
the evil forces of terrorism in the
world. May this war be decisive, under-
girded by Your mighty power and lead
toward the extrication of terrorism
from the world. We intercede for our
President George W. Bush, Colin Pow-
ell, Don Rumsfeld, General Richard
Myers, General Tommy Franks,
Condeleezza Rice, John Ashcroft, and
all who seek Your guidance and super-
natural power for their leadership in
this just war. We pray for Tom Ridge
as he assumes his new responsibilities
to coordinate all who must work coop-
eratively for the protection of our land
against further terrorist attacks. And
Lord, we ask for a special measure of
Your wisdom and strength for ToMm
DASCHLE, TRENT LOTT, HARRY REID,
and DON NICKLES as they seek to lead
this Senate in unity, in support of our
Armed Forces. Protect the men and
women now in harm’s way both in the
strategic bombing and the humani-
tarian effort. Grant Your peace to the
American people, many of whom are
gripped with unhealed grief over Sep-
tember 11 and now feel panic over the
danger of terrorist attacks.

Dear Father, flood our hearts with
Your Spirit, filling us with trust in
You. May patriotism for our Nation,
and pertinacity to win this battle be
the antidote to fear. In the Name of
our Lord and Saviour. Amen.

————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The Honorable HARRY REID led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-

Senate

lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———————

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. BYRD).

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter:

U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, October 9, 2001.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby
appoint the Honorable HARRY REID, a Sen-
ator from the State of Nevada, to perform
the duties of the Chair.

ROBERT C. BYRD,
President pro tempore.

Mr. REID thereupon assumed the

chair as Acting President pro tempore.

———

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, leader-
ship time is reserved.

MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the same previous order,
there will now be a period for the
transaction of morning business not to
extend beyond the hour of 10 a.m. with
Senators permitted to speak therein
for up to 5 minutes each. But under the
previous order, the Senator from West
Virginia, Mr. BYRD, is recognized to
speak for up to 30 minutes.

The Senator from West Virginia is
recognized.

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I thank
the Chair.

UNDERTAKING A DANGEROUS
MISSION

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, this morn-
ing I have come to the Senate floor to

talk about our late friend and Senate
majority leader, Mike Mansfield. But
before I do, I shall take a moment to
recognize the efforts of the men and
women of our Armed Forces who have
undertaken a dangerous mission in the
past few days. They are fighting to pro-
tect our Nation’s interests and its se-
curity. They are working to ensure the
freedom of others across the globe,
never wavering in their duty. Through-
out America’s history, our sons and
daughters have always been ready to
answer that call to duty. In particular,
West Virginians have a proud and envi-
able record of service to our country in
perilous times of war and conflict. This
time is no different; mountaineers once
again are playing an important role in
the defense of our country.

Our soldiers, sailors, and airmen are
now engaged in what could be a long
battle. In locales stretched around the
world, they will put themselves in
harm’s way. They will fight to protect
our freedoms and the freedoms of peo-
ple around the world. We in the Senate
and House of Representatives will
make sure they have the resources
they need in order to be successful, but
until their return home they and their
families will be in our thoughts and
prayers. May God watch over them and
bring them home safely in the end.

——————

SENATE MAJORITY LEADER MIKE
MANSFIELD

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President:

When I remember all

The friends, so link’d together,
I've seen around me fall

Like leaves in wintry weather,
I feel like one

Who treads alone

Some banquet-hall deserted,
Whose lights are fled,

Whose garlands dead,

And all but he departed!

Thus, in the stilly night,

’Ere slumber’s chain has bound me,
Sad Memory brings the light
Of other days around me.

® This “bullet” symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.
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Mr. President, in June 1970, it was
my honor and privilege as the then
Secretary of the Senate Democratic
party conference to go to this floor and
make the announcement that Senator
Mike Mansfield had become the longest
serving majority leader in history.

Today, it is with sadness that I come
to the Senate floor to speak of the
passing on Friday last of Mike Mans-
field, and of his service to this Cham-
ber and to our country.

Mike Mansfield personified both
America and the American dream. He
was born in New York City, the son of
Irish immigrant parents, in 1903, the
year in which the Wright Brothers
made their historic flight. He was
raised in his beloved Montana. When he
was only 14 years of age, without com-
pleting the 8th grade, he served first in
the U.S. Navy during World War I, and
eventually in the Army and the Marine
Corps—at that time, all of the branches
of the U.S. military. After the war, he
became a miner, then a mining engi-
neer.

At 30 years of age, he was finally
able, with the constant help of his de-
voted wife Maureen, to obtain the first
of several college degrees that would
enable him to become a college pro-
fessor of history and political science
for almost a decade.

In 1942, he was first elected to the
U.S. Congress and served five terms in
the House of Representatives. In 1952,
Mike was elected to the Senate—that
was the year in which I was elected to
the House of Representatives—and
began a remarkable quarter-of-a-cen-
tury of service in this Chamber, a ca-
reer that included being elected Senate
majority whip in 1957.

In January 1961, Senator Mansfield
was elected Senate majority leader,
and he served in that capacity until
1977—omne of the most turbulent periods
in American history. It was a time of
assassinations and riots, marches and
demonstrations, war and anti-war pro-
tests.

Nevertheless, under his leadership—a
leadership that emphasized coopera-
tion, honor, fairness, integrity, and ne-
gotiation—and a leadership style
marked by personal conviction and a
loyalty to lasting principles—the Sen-
ate was a place of remarkable legisla-
tive accomplishments, including the
Great Society legislation of the mid
1960’s. That was one of the most pro-
ductive periods of Congress in Amer-
ican history, and Senate Majority
Leader Mansfield certainly had an im-
portant role in it.

I worked shoulder to shoulder with
Mike Mansfield for 10 years on this
floor, where I served as secretary of the
Democratic conference for 4 years and
as Democratic whip for 6 years.

After leaving the Senate, he contin-
ued his public career by serving as the
American Ambassador to Japan under
Presidents Carter, Reagan, and Bush.
Mansfield’s 12 years as Ambassador to
Japan are the longest in history.

Mike Mansfield of Montana was a
man of outstanding achievements, a re-
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markable Senator, and an outstanding
leader.

Mr. President, it was on last Friday,
that the pallid messenger with the in-
verted torch beckoned Mike Mansfield
to depart this life. We can believe that
he awakened to see a more glorious
sunrise with unimaginable splendor of
a celestial horizon, and that he yet re-
members us as we remember him, for
we have the consolation that has come
down to us from the lips of that an-
cient man of Uz, whose name was Job:
“Oh that my words were written in a
book and engraved with an iron pen,
and lead in the rock forever, for I know
that my redeemer liveth and that in
the latter day he shall stand upon the
earth.”

Mike Mansfield has now passed from
this earthly stage and gone on to his
eternal reward. The links which con-
nect the glorious past with the present
have been forever sundered.

Passing away!

’Tis told by the leaf which chill autumn
breeze,

Tears ruthlessly its hold from wind-shaken
trees;

'Tis told by the dewdrop which sparkles at
morn,

And when the noon cometh

’Tis gone, ever gone.

I always held Mike Mansfield in the
highest esteem. He was a gentleman
with great courage and unwavering pa-
triotism, a wise and courageous states-
man, affable in his temperament, and
regarded as one of the outstanding men
in the Senate. He was both morally and
intellectually honest and that is saying
a great deal in these times. He was
simple in his habits and devoid of all
hypocrisy and deceit. There was not a
deceitful cell in his body. He never re-
sorted to the tricks of a demagog to
gain favor and, although he was a par-
tisan Democrat, he divested himself of
partisanship when it came to serving
the best interests of his country. May
God rest his soul.

The potentates on whom men gaze

When once their rule has reached its goal,
Die into darkness with their days.

But monarchs of the mind and soul,

With light unfailing, and unspent,
Illumine flame’s firmament.

Socrates, Plato, Aristotle, Cicero,
and other great Grecian and Roman
philosophers, by pure reason and logic
arrived at the conclusion that there is
a creating, directing, and controlling
divine power, and to a belief in the im-
mortality of the human soul. Through-
out the ages, all races and all peoples
have instinctively so believed. It is the
basis of all religions, be they Islamic,
Hebrew, Christian, or heathen. It is be-
lieved by savage tribes and by semi-
civilized and civilized nations, by those
who believe in many gods and by those
who believe in one God. Agnostics and
atheists are, and always have been, few
in number. Does the spirit of man live
after it has separated from the flesh?
This is an age-old question. We are told
in the Bible that when God created
man from the dust of the ground, ‘‘He
breathed into his nostrils the breath of
life, and man became a living soul.”
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When the serpent tempted Eve, and
induced her to eat the forbidden fruit
of the tree of knowledge, he said to her,
‘“‘ye shall not surely die.”

Scientists cannot create matter or
life. They can mold and develop both,
but they cannot call them into being.
They are compelled to admit the truth
uttered by the English poet Samuel
Roberts, when he said:

That very power that molds a tear

And bids it trickle from its source,

That power maintains the earth a sphere
And guides the planets in their course.

That power is one of the laws—one of
the immutable laws of God, put into
force at the creation of the universe.
From the beginning of recorded time to
the present day, most scientists have
believed in a divine creator although I
read not too long ago that only about
40 percent of the scientists in this
country believe in a creator. I have
often asked a physician:

Doctor, with your knowledge of the mar-
velous intricacies of the human body and
mind, do you believe that there is a God, a
Creator?

Not one physician has ever answered,
“NO.”

Each has answered, readily and with-
out hesitation, ‘“Yes.” Some may have
doubted some of the tenets of the the-
ology of orthodoxy, but they do not
deny the existence of a creator.
Science is the handmaiden of true reli-
gion, and confirms our belief in the
Creator and in immortality.

It was William Jennings Bryan who
said:

If the Father deigns to touch with divine
power the cold and pulseless heart of the
buried acorn and to make it burst forth from
its prison walls, will He leave neglected in
the earth the soul of man made in the image
of his Creator?

As an aside let me say that I always
grow a few tomatoes—about four vines.
This year I planted four vines, and I
had more than 400 tomatoes off those
four vines. Sometimes I plant the
Early Girl, sometimes I plant Big Boy
or Better Boy. I grow enough tomatoes
to furnish my wife and myself, also to
supply our older daughter and her hus-
band. Our grandsons and our grand-
daughters and their spouses live far-
ther away, but sometimes they have
some tomatoes for them.

Whoever plants a seed beneath the sod
And waits to see it break away the clod
Believes in God.

As Longfellow said:

It is not all of life to live, nor all of death
to die. Rather, as he says:

There is no death! What seems so is transi-
tion;

This life of mortal breath

Is but a suburb of the life Elysian,

Whose portal we call death.

Life is but a narrow isthmus between
the boundless oceans of two eternities.
All of us who travel that narrow
isthmus today, must one day board our
little frail barque and hoist its white
sails for the journey on that vast un-
known sea where we shall sail alone
into the boundless ocean of eternity,
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there to meet our Creator face to face

in a land where the roses never wither

and the rainbow never fades. Mike

Mansfield has gone on to meet his pilot

face to face. He was 98. I am but 84—

within 42 days I will reach my 84th

birthday. And it won’t be long until I,

too—and then so will you, and so will

you—meet our pilot face to face.

Sunset and evening star,

And one clear call for me

And may there be no moaning of the bar

When I put out to sea,

But such a tide as moving seems asleep,

Too full for some and foam,

When that which came from out the bound-
less deep

Turns again home.

Twilight and evening bell

And after that the dark,

And may there be no sadness of farewell

When I embark,

For though from out our borne of time and
place,

The flood may bear me far

I hope to see my Pilot face to face

When I have crost the bar.

To that borne, from which no trav-
eller ever returns, Mike Mansfield has
now gone to be reunited with his wife
Maureen and others who once trod
these marble halls, and whose voices
once rang in this Chamber.

I can hear them yet: Hubert Hum-
phrey, Paul Douglas, Allen Ellender,
Richard B. Russell—who sat at this
desk—George Aiken, Everett Dirksen,
Norris Cotton, ‘“‘Scoop’ Jackson—their
voices in this earthly life have now
been forever stilled.

Mike Mansfield has crossed the Great
Divide. Of that illustrious man who sat
in this Chamber when he and I were
young Senators, only STROM THURMOND
and I remain here today.

They are drifting away, these friends of old
Like leaves on the current cast;

With never a break in their rapid flow

We count them, as one by one they go

Into the Dreamland of the Past.

Erma and I extend our condolences to
Mike’s daughter, Ann, and to others of
his family. May his soul rest in peace.

Madam President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. LIN-
COLN). The Senator from Montana.

———

THE “MIKE” I KNEW

Mr. BURNS. Madam President, I can-
not find the words I want for Mike
Mansfield—their meaning—and put
them together like our good friend
from West Virginia. He knew Michael
almost as long as I did.

But Mike has moved on. His work
here on Earth is done. His legacy will
live as it will be placed among the ar-
chives as majority leader of the Sen-
ate, as a Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives, and as an Ambassador to
Japan. As a nation, we have been
graced and blessed by great leaders
who rose to uncommon levels in times
of national crises. We, the Members of
this Senate, are the benefactors of his
stewardship. A thankful nation is the
benefactor of his wisdom.

I now occupy the seat once held by
Mike. Thirteen years ago, I came to

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

this body, and for 13 years Mike and I
had breakfast every Wednesday morn-
ing the Senate was in session. He sel-
dom missed. Those conversations were
wonderful, and they were also very in-
sightful. They were full of wisdom, in-
formation, and insight.

Senator BYRD described him as a
nonpartisan. That is 95 percent correct.
But one cannot work in this system
and not have some partisan leanings.

No person in Washington, DC, was
kinder or more helpful to a newly
elected Member of the Senate than
Mike Mansfield—even being on the
other side of the aisle. I shall never be
able to thank him enough or forget
what he did for me.

Senator, Ambassador, Mike Mans-
field, whichever you prefer—he was a
good and faithful servant of the Nation
and of the people of Montana whom he
represented. His long lifespan was some
98 years. That gave him a perspective
on life and history that very few of us
will ever understand or attain. His wise
eyes had seen and experienced so much
of this country’s history. In his life-
time, a nation—think about this—went
from horseback to the Moon. Think of
it.

He was an honest man. He lied a lit-
tle about his age to get into World War
I. He came home and worked in the
mines of Butte and Anaconda. One has
to read the history of Montana to know
that was not easy work, and very dan-
gerous.

His beloved wife Maureen, who pre-
ceded him in death just a year ago,
pushed him for education to better
himself and to lift himself from the
mines. He experienced the rigors of the
worst depression in the history of the
United States—what lessons that
taught many of us—and the experience
of World War II. If that weren’t
enough, the era of Korea, Vietnam, and
the cold war, when two powers looked
each other in the eye until one blinked.

During tumultuous times, the United
States has been blessed with common
men and women who rose to uncom-
mon levels of leadership when they
were tested and asked to do so—men
and women with a hidden character of
steel, vision, compassion, and integ-
rity. Mike Mansfield was one who,
when called, responded to that level de-
manded by the day.

Looking back at those conversations,
they were mostly events and hap-
penings of the Senate. He loved to tell
stories of the giants of their day. That
gave me great insight of this body, and
his advice was seldom, if ever, wrong.

The Mike I knew will be with me as
long as I shall breathe. I thank God
every day that our Nation’s demands
were answered by men and women such
as Mike Mansfield.

The best advice that was ever given
to me by Senator Mansfield was short
and very pointed.

By the way, I used to work in the
press corps in Montana when Michael
was a Member of this body. The pro-
ducer of the news show would say: Go
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out and interview Senator Mansfield.
We need about a 15-minute interview.
That meant you had better have about
40 questions, because the answers were
very short.

Yes, noble—little possible doubt. He
didn’t embellish much. But the best ad-
vice he ever gave me was short and
very pointed. He said one time—and I
will never forget it—‘‘At the end of the
day, it will be courage and vision that
will sustain this Republic for genera-
tions to come.” Courage and vision to
sustain this Republic for the genera-
tions to come.

This Nation has not only been
blessed by great topography, but with a
great climate and great natural re-
sources from the mountains in the
East, across the Ohio, the Missouri,
and Mississippi valleys to the moun-
tains of the West, to the high prairies
and the Deep South. It has always pro-
duced men and women who, when test-
ed, showed the steel of character and
vision.

Thank God he was a Member of this
body. And might all of us live for the
day when we can even stand in measure
with him.

Madam President, I yield the floor. I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

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

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

MEASURES PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR—S. 1499 and S. 1510

Mr. REID. Madam President, I under-
stand the following bills are at the
desk, having been read the first time:
S. 1499 and S. 1510.

I ask unanimous consent that it be in
order, en bloc, for these two bills to re-
ceive a second reading, and I then ob-
ject to any further consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will read the titles of the
bills.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 1499) to provide assistance to
small business concerns adversely impacted
by the terrorist attacks perpetrated against
the United States on September 11, 2001, and
for other purposes.

A Dbill (S. 1510) to deter and punish terrorist
acts in the United States and around the
world, to enhance law enforcement inves-
tigatory tools, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the rule, the bills will be placed on the
calendar.
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AVIATION SECURITY ACT—MOTION
TO PROCEED

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will now
resume consideration of the motion to
proceed to S. 1447, which the clerk will
report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A motion to proceed to the bill (S. 1447) to
improve aviation security, and for other pur-
poses.

Mr. REID. Madam President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum and ask
unanimous consent that the time be
equally charged to both leaders on this
matter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will call the roll.

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

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. Madam President, what
time is it?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is
10:18.

Mr. REID. We have 12 minutes left
before the vote?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct.

Mr. REID. Chairman HOLLINGS is in
the Chamber.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Carolina.

Mr. HOLLINGS. I thank the distin-
guished Chair.

Madam President, we have the clo-
ture vote on the motion to proceed to
the airport security bill at 10:30.

I say, in the few minutes allotted me,
I wish everyone could have been at the
Commerce Committee briefing we had
with the El Al airline security chief
and Israeli government security offi-
cials. You would immediately under-
stand that when the plane went down
over the Black Sea this past weekend,
even though the plane came from
Israel, the explosion had to come from
somewhere else because it is veritably
impossible to get a bomb aboard a
plane at airports in Israel.

The United States military is now
working with Ukrainian and Russian
officials to verify evidence that a
Ukrainian missile may have gone
astray during military exercises on the
Black Sea coast. I only mention this
incident to emphasize the thorough-
ness of airport security in Israel. They
call their security plan the ‘‘onion
ring”’ perimeter defense. Their plan ef-
fectively addresses not only security
during the boarding of the plane, but
security surrounding the airport and
on the tarmac. But we continue to talk
more narrowly about security in the
cockpit and the need for federal screen-
ers and U.S. marshals on board. As in-
experienced as we are on these matters,
this is where our minds are focused.

However, we need to expand our work
on airline security to the airport and
airline personnel working on the
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tarmac. At some point during pre-
flight preparation, you have not only
the screeners, cargo handlers, caterers,
and general airport perimeter officials,
but you have the individual who vacu-
ums underneath the seats, who all have
access to the airplane prior to take-off.
Because of this access, all personnel
need to go through an FBI check, in
our opinion. That is what this bill pro-
vides.

Take the following scenario for in-
stance. A terrorist checks in ahead of
time online and the airline staff says
to the person you have seat 9A. All a
terrorist has to do is pick up that mo-
bile phone and call a friend who has
been working 2 years on the tarmac
out there and say it is a 12 o’clock
flight to Charleston, seat 9A. That is
it. They tape a pistol or a weapon of
some kind under seat 9A. But even
there at the counter, all you have to do
is get out there a little bit early, get
your ticket, and then sit down and be
calm. Then just give a motion up at
the window because your friend has al-
ready been told that this is the flight
you are going to take.

The bill itself has been released to
the Senate after a full day’s hearing we
had at the Commerce, Science, and
Transportation Committee with nearly
all of the Senators in attendance. In a
bipartisan fashion, Senator MCCAIN,
and I, Senator KAY BAILEY HUTCHISON,
who has been working on this over sev-
eral years, along with the chairman of
our Subcommittee on Aviation, Sen-
ator ROCKEFELLER of West Virginia, all
got together with some two dozen co-
sponsors to develop this legislation.

We do have a managers’ amendment
that really takes care of some of the
flexibility needs that we found out
about from the FAA with respect to re-
strictions on parking 300 feet from the
airport building—that kind of thing. As
the Senator from North Dakota says, I
think if you move 300 feet from the air-
port building in North Dakota, you will
be in Senator DORGAN’s cow Dpasture.
We must be careful to maintain reason-
able and flexible oversight of airline se-
curity in order to ensure the continued
efficiency of the industry. Those kinds
of judgments can be made from time to
time by the administering agency.

These efforts will be paid for. Right
now, we are studying the exact cost.
Senator MCCAIN and I have tried to
hold costs down—including the pas-
senger security fee itself. What we have
agreed upon at the moment, of course,
is $2.50 per ticketed passenger which
would add up to $1.5 billion. But they
are saying, no, if you are going to take
care of the 18,000 screeners and some
10,000 other personnel around the
tarmac and out on the sidewalk, you
are going to really get into about $1.7
billion or maybe $1.9 billion total cost.
So we might have to raise the pas-
senger fee up to $3. I don’t know. We
are currently trying to obtain the best
CBO figures.

The airline executives favor this bill;
the airline pilots favor the bill. You go
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right on down the list, all the per-
sonnel involved; the mayors have sent
us resolutions. I think we made a mis-
take in calling it airline security. We
should have used the word ‘‘stimulus,”
the ‘‘airline stimulus’ bill, because if
we had used that word, we would not
have had any trouble at all in passing
this measure. Everybody is around here
trying to stimulate, stimulate, stimu-
late—these fancy words we get up here
in Washington.

I know of no better measure to stim-
ulate airline travel and get the airlines
back to normal. We give the airlines
$15 billion and then guarantee they go
broke by keeping the airports closed or
extending the idea that there is no se-
curity, that there are no marshals on
the plane, as the Senator from Cali-
fornia told me early this morning. We
are going to have marshals. We are
going to have security with this airline
stimulus security measure.

I yield to the distinguished Senator
from Montana. He has worked closely
with us on this issue, and perhaps he
would have an observation.

Mr. BURNS. I thank my good friend
from South Carolina. I didn’t think he
had to be invigorated or stimulated to
make a great speech. I was going to
stay out of this, but the Senator is cor-
rect; nothing will stimulate travel
more than a strong sense of security. It
has to be visible. People have to see the
measures that are being taken to make
it viable and to give them a sense of se-
curity whenever they fly. We know we
are in a different kind of a confronta-
tion now. Some have termed it a war.
It really is. But it is different from
anything this Nation has ever faced.

Whenever we start talking about our
own security, providing security for
our people in this country and abroad,
we only have to look—I was interested,
as was the chairman of the Commerce
Committee, that when we talk to the
representatives of El Al, the national
airline of Israel, we talked to the peo-
ple who are in charge of security. If the
Senator remembers, there are 7,000 em-
ployees of El1 Al, both domestic and
international; 1,500 of that 7,000 are in
security. And there is a bright line be-
tween their security people and every-
body else—the pilots, the people who
operate their airports, the people who
operate their reservation systems, the
people who operate their ground oper-
ations and their in-flight operations.
There is a bright line of authority be-
tween those people who are the secu-
rity people. They know how to exercise
that authority. They are accountable
and responsible for that. But most im-
portantly, they are accountable to
their airline and to their country.

We have crafted this legislation with-
out a hearing—we never had a mark-
up—but it is as close, and I think with
a couple of amendments we can perfect
it, as we can come to some under-
standing on that bright line of ac-
countability and responsibility for se-
curity.

I congratulate the Senator for his
leadership. He understands where we
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have to go and how to get there in
order to provide the safety and secu-
rity the American people demand.

I thank the Senator.

Mr. HOLLINGS. Madam President. I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk
will call the roll.

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the clerk will re-
port the motion to invoke cloture.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close the debate on the motion
to proceed to Calendar No. 166, S. 1447, a bill
to improve aviation security:

Blanche Lincoln, Harry Reid, Ron
Wyden, Ernest Hollings, Herb XKohl,
Jeff Bingaman, Jack Reed, Hillary
Clinton, Patrick Leahy, Joseph Lieber-
man, Jean Carnahan, Debbie Stabenow,
Byron Dorgan, John Kerry, Thomas
Carper, Russ Feingold.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call under the rule is waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the motion to
proceed to S. 1447, a bill to improve
aviation security, and for other pur-
poses, shall be brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are required under
the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk called
the roll.

Mr. REID. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Vermont (Mr. JEFFORDS) and
the Senator from New Jersey (Mr.
TORRICELLI) are necessarily absent.

Mr. NICKLES. I announce that the
Senator from Alaska (Mr. STEVENS) is
necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 97,
nays 0, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 292 Leg.]

YEAS—97
Akaka Cleland Fitzgerald
Allard Clinton Frist
Allen Cochran Graham
Baucus Collins Gramm
Bayh Conrad Grassley
Bennett Corzine Gregg
Biden Craig Hagel
Bingaman Crapo Harkin
Bond Daschle Hatch
Boxer Dayton Helms
Breaux DeWine Hollings
Brownback Dodd Hutchinson
Bunning Domenici Hutchison
Burns Dorgan Inhofe
Byrd Durbin Inouye
Campbell Edwards Johnson
Cantwell Ensign Kennedy
Carnahan Enzi Kerry
Carper Feingold Kohl
Chafee Feinstein Kyl
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Landrieu Nelson (FL) Smith (OR)
Leahy Nelson (NE) Snowe
Levin Nickles Specter
Lieberman Reed Stabenow
Lincoln Reid Thomas
Lott Roberts Thompson
Lugar Rockefeller Thurmond
McCain Santorum : :
McConnell Sarbanes &(:ﬁloe‘;mh
Mikulski Schumer Wellstone
Miller Sessions

Murkowski Shelby Wyden
Murray Smith (NH)

NOT VOTING—3

Jeffords Stevens

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 97, the nays are 0.

Three-fifths of the Senators duly
sworn and having voted in the affirma-
tive, the motion is agreed to.

———

EXTENSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, it
was my hope we could move directly
now to the bill, given the 97-0 vote on
the motion to proceed. As I understand
it, there are still objections to go to
the bill itself. I hope we can work
through whatever objections there may
be on the other side so we can get on
the bill and begin offering amendments
and coming to closure of this bill
quickly. We have a lot of work. All of
it is being held up now as a result of
our inability to get that work done.

In the interim, it would be my hope
for those Senators who had come to the
floor with the expectation they could
speak as if in morning business on Sen-
ator Mike Mansfield and other matters,
we accord Senators that opportunity. I
ask for the next hour that the Senate
stand as if in morning business to ac-
commodate Senators who wish to
speak in tributes to Senator Mansfield
and other matters.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——
AVIATION SECURITY

Mr. KERRY. Madam President, I ask
the majority leader if we could clarify
something for the record. We had 97
Senators vote, publicly saying they are
prepared to have a motion that allows
us to at least proceed to the bill, but
we are not actually able to get on the
bill itself. Nobody should be mistaken
that suddenly the Senate is actually
making big progress on aviation secu-
rity.

I ask the majority leader if he would
just clarify what the procedural hurdle
is now, and also, what is the sub-
stantive resistance here and how he
sees the Senate proceeding.

Mr. DASCHLE. If the Senator will
yield, I will simply say it is the right of
any Senator to ask for his or her time
allocated to postcloture debate. As ev-
eryone in this body knows, you have 30
hours of postcloture debate after clo-
ture has been achieved. We have now
voted on cloture, and Senators are en-
titled to a 30-hour debate.

It is my hope we can accelerate and
somehow  bring to closure this

Torricelli
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postcloture period of debate so we can
somehow get on the bill. I do not think
it is in anybody’s interests right now
to be exacerbating the situation with
any kind of accusations about who is
at fault. We are going to try to work
through that. I just hope we can work
through it in a way that will accommo-
date debate on the bill and ultimately
a successful conclusion of that debate
so we can enact this legislation this
week. It is critical that we get this
work done. No Senator has to be re-
minded of that.

Again without acrimony, without
pointing fingers, let’s see if we can
work through it in a constructive way,
and that is my intention. I will be
speaking to the Republican leader mo-
mentarily, as well as, again, to the
ranking member of the Commerce
Committee, as we try to find a way to
resolve whatever outstanding problems
there still are.

I thank the Senator for yielding.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts.

Mr. KERRY. I thank the majority
leader.

I want to emphasize, as I know Sen-
ator McCAIN and Senator HOLLINGS
feel, nobody at this point wants the
good work of the Senate to be dis-
tracted in any way by any kind of fin-
ger pointing or accusations. That is
not the purpose of my question.

But we have now been discussing air-
port security for several weeks—sev-
eral weeks. There is a very significant
majority of the Senate who are poised
to vote in a certain way. It is my hope
my colleagues will allow the will of the
Senate to be worked. The American
people expect nothing less of this Con-
gress than a prompt response in a re-
sponsible way. Frankly, I think we can
do better at the job of resolving this
faster than we seem to be at this mo-
ment. I hope that will happen in short
order, in the course of the next 24 or 48
hours.

I thank the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
BAYH). The Senator from Montana.

Mr. BAUCUS. I ask to speak as in
morning business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is recognized.

Mr. REID. Will the Senator withhold
for a unanimous consent request?

Mr. BAUCUS. Certainly.

———————

ORDER FOR RECESS

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
the Senate recess from 12:30 p.m. to 2:15
p.m. today for the party luncheon con-
ferences and that the recess time be
charged postcloture as well as a period
for morning business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Montana.

——
THE PASSING OF MIKE
MANSFIELD

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I rise
today to pay tribute to a great Mon-
tanan, a great American, and a great

(Mr.
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leader who passed away early Friday
morning.

In our Nation’s history, we have been
blessed with leaders who have stepped
forward to lead us in moments of crisis,
war, or social upheaval. Mike Mans-
field of Montana was such a man, such
a leader.

Modest and self-effacing, Mike Mans-
field, as Senate Majority Leader, was
instrumental in the 1960s and 1970s in
steering the U.S. Senate and America
through some of the most tumultuous
times in our Nation’s history.

He was here in this Chamber, leading
the Senate through the sadness fol-
lowing the assassination of President
Kennedy.

He helped pass landmark Great Soci-
ety programs, including the Civil
Rights Act of 1964, which prohibited
discrimination in public accommoda-
tions.

And the Voting Rights Act of 1965,
which allowed blacks in the South to
more widely take part in Federal and
State elections.

He questioned our country’s growing
role in the Vietnam War when that
might have been unpopular to do so,
but when it needed to be done.

He helped lead the Senate through
Watergate, when the foundations of our
democracy and government were shak-
en by scandal and the resignation of
our President.

And he was most proud of his role in
helping Congress pass legislation that
led to ratification of the 26th amend-
ment. That gave our young people—18
year olds—the right to vote and ex-
tended participation in our government
to even more Americans.

Mike Mansfield was a key leader in
extraordinary times. He was the sage,
laconic captain with his hand firmly on
the wheel. The captain we could trust
in rough seas, who knew when to speak
and give orders, and knew when to lis-
ten.

He was a counselor and team leader
who walked the bridge to consult with
Presidents Kennedy, Johnson, Nixon,
and Ford. And later Presidents tapped
Mike Mansfield for even more public
service—to serve as America’s Ambas-
sador to Japan, one of the most sen-
sitive postings in the world.

This Senator from Montana served
longer than anyone else in American
history as Senate majority leader and
as U.S. Ambassador to Japan.

And he left the Senate a better place,
not only for Senators but for the Amer-
ican people. He left it a civilized insti-
tution that allowed all Senators an
equal voice in the legislative process.
He encouraged younger Senators to
speak, breaking the tradition of a Sen-
ate dominated by an exclusive club of
older men. Senator Mansfield democra-
tized the Senate.

When he retired at age 73, Senator
Mansfield noted that in his period of
service in Congress—from 1942 to 1976—
he had witnessed: ‘“‘One-sixth of the Na-
tion’s history since independence. The
administrations of seven Presidents.
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The assassination of a President and
his brother. Able political leadership
and seamy politics and chicanery. The
dawn of the nuclear age and men on
the moon.

“A great war and a prelude to two
more wars. A dim perception of world
order, and an uncertain hope for inter-
national peace. There is a time to stay
and a time to go. Thirty-four years is
not a long time, but it’s time enough.”

That’s quite a record, quite a resume,
quite a life.

But that all pales in comparison to
his love for his wife Maureen, and his
love for Montana and the people he so
faithfully represented.

Over the course of his career, Mike
Mansfield went by many titles: Pro-
fessor Mansfield, Congressman Mans-
field, Senator Mansfield, Majority
Leader Mansfield, and Ambassador
Mansfield.

Senator Mansfield was an inter-
nationally recognized leader. But in
Montana, we simply knew him as
“Mike.” And he was our Mike.

Mike was the embodiment of Mon-
tana: Quiet, humble, strong, salt of the
earth, committed to his wife, family,
State and country. He was my mentor
and he was my friend.

Although he served six U.S. Presi-
dents in his career as majority leader
and ambassador to Japan, Mike once
said humbly, ‘I reached the height of
my political aspirations when I was
elected Senator from Montana.”

That’s just the kind of man he was, a
quiet but firm leader, one who didn’t
like the spotlight but endured it in
service to his State and country.

Michael Joseph Mansfield was born
in New York City on March 16, 1903. He
moved with his family to Great Falls,
MT, in 1906.

When he was only 14 years old, Mike
joined the Navy and served as a seaman
in World War 1. He then served as a pri-
vate in the Army in 1919 and 1920, and
as a private first class in the Marines
from 1920 to 1922.

After his military service, Mike
moved back home to Montana, where
he worked as a mine mucker and engi-
neer in the copper mines of Butte for 8
years.

It was during this time that he met
his soon-to-be wife, Maureen. After
meeting Maureen, Mike’s life was for-
ever changed, he would say. They
would marry in 1934. By her guidance,
her faith in him, Mike said, Maureen
pushed him to go back to school and
was responsible for his success in life.

So Mike went back to school. He at-
tended the Montana School of Mines in
Butte in 1927 and 1928, then graduated
from Montana State University—as it
was called then—in 1932. Mike earned a
masters degree in history in 1934, and
taught history and political science for
eight years.

Mike’s 34-year career of representing
Montanans in Washington began in
1942, when Maureen urged him to run
for a seat in the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives. He served Montanans well
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in the House for over a decade. Then we
sent him to the Senate in 1952.

Mike’s ability to bring people to-
gether and find common ground en-
abled him to succeed Lyndon Johnson
as Senate majority leader in 1961, a
post he held until 1977.

When John F. Kennedy asked him to
serve as majority leader, Mike at first
declined. Mike and Kennedy were
freshmen together in the Senate, and
Mike became a close confidant. Mike
finally agreed to serve—for love of
country—and went on to become one of
the most effective gentlemen ever to
grace this great Chamber.

After he was elected majority leader,
Mike was asked if he would act the
same way as the legendary Lyndon
Johnson, whose style as majority lead-
er was blunt and heavy-handed. In typ-
ical Mansfield fashion, Mike said, ‘I
am who I am.”

After Mike Mansfield’s distinguished
service here in the Senate, President
Carter appointed him in 1977 to be our
ambassador to Japan. Mike was re-
appointed to that post by President
Reagan. And Mike continued his diplo-
matic service until he retired in 1988,
making him the longest-serving Am-
bassador to Japan in our Nation’s his-
tory.

When he served as Ambassador to
Japan, Mike said, ‘I try to put myself
in the shoes of the Japanese, but I have
never forgotten that the shoes I wear
are American, and that my country’s
interests come first.”

That’s Mike. He never forgot where
he came from.

Although he came from the mines in
Butte, Mike understood the importance
of our relationships with other coun-
tries and the world.

I remember about 5 years ago, I
wanted to ask Mike about his thoughts
on Most Favored Nation status for
China. So, I called him up. We talked
briefly and then he said, ‘“‘MAX, do you
have a few minutes?” 1 said, ¢“Of
course.” Then he proceeded to read to
me an in-depth analysis he had written
on the U.S.-China relationship and Chi-
na’s role in the world.

Mr. President, that was the most co-
gent, trenchant analysis I had ever en-
countered or have ever seen to date.
But that was Mike. In a matter-of-fact
tone, he just read it to me over the
phone.

Mike’s legacy includes, among many
others, the Mansfield Center for Pacific
Affairs in Washington, D.C., and the
Maureen and Mike Mansfield Center at
the University of Montana in Missoula.

These institutions live on. They
teach us and our children the impor-
tance of looking out across our bor-
ders, the importance of understanding
different cultures. And that is more
important now than ever.

That’s a distinguished record. But
Mike never lost touch with his roots.
Mike was so humble. I told him once
that I was looking forward to reading
his memoirs one day. He simply said:
‘““Nope.”
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He said many of those conversations
were confidential. No kiss and tell for
Mike. He was such a classy, deep, dig-
nified, thoughtful, and wonderful per-
son.

When I first considered running for
Congress in 1974, I went to Mike and
asked whether or not he thought I
should run. ‘“Yep,” he said. That’s how
he used to respond to questions: Yep,
nope, and maybe. Very straight for-
ward, he told it as it was.

He told me running for Congress took
a lot of hard work, a lot of shoe leath-
er, and a little bit of luck. That was
enough for me.

That wasn’t the last time I sought
out Mike’s counsel. Right up until his
death last Friday, I went to Mike for
his advice on a variety of issues. I saw
him just a few weeks ago, not long
after the September 11 terrorist at-
tacks. Even though he was laid up in a
hospital bed, he immediately said, ‘‘Hi,
MAX,” and invited me to take off my
coat and have a seat. At age 98, he was
still sharp as a tack and just as gra-
cious as ever.

We talked for some time before our
conversation turned to Afghanistan.
This was a man who knew so much. He
talked about the history of Afghani-
stan—how the Russians and every
would-be conqueror attempting to oc-
cupy that country ran into trouble. His
history lesson on Afghanistan was rich
with such figures as Genghis Kahn and
Alexander the Great.

When a Japanese reporter once asked
Mike about his secret of longevity and
health, Mike smiled and said, ‘“‘A good
wife and good Montana people.” Mike
was always quick to point out that all
the success he had in life he owed to
his beloved wife Maureen. Maureen
Hayes took him out of the mines of
Butte and into greatness.

Her quiet encouragement gave Mike
the strength to lead our nation during
some very difficult times: civil rights,
the Vietnam War, Watergate. Maureen
cashed in her life insurance policy to
help pay for Mike’s education. And in
Washington, she worked in his office
without compensation so she could
spend more time with him.

What they did, they did together. Mr.
President, Mike and Maureen were a
team, a great team. When Maureen
passed away last year, we all mourned
the loss. Today, we mourn the loss of
Mike. But today we also find comfort
in knowing that the love affair that
started so long ago has come full cir-
cle. Now, Mike and Maureen are to-
gether.

Now, we as Montanans and Ameri-
cans pay tribute to their lives and
their contributions. Now, especially
now, we look to their example of lead-
ership through humility, integrity, and
dignity.

Mike was the embodiment of family,
saying so eloquently in Maureen’s eu-
logy, that what he did and accom-
plished, they did together. That rec-
ognition of her greatness, strength and
vision was Mike’s greatness, strength
and vision.
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I am proud and honored to have
known Mike and Maureen Mansfield.
They were common people who led un-
common lives. They were great Mon-
tanans, they were great Americans,
and they were our friends.

Mike used to say he had three loves
in this world: His wife, Montana and
the U.S. Senate.

When I saw him just over two weeks
ago in the hospital, we talked about
Montana, we talked about the Senate,
and we talked world events. Then we
talked about Maureen.

And right before I left him, he leaned
back in his bed, looked off in the dis-
tance, closed his eyes, smiled, and said,
“Maureen—what a girl she was, what a
girl.”

And Mike, what a great man you
were. You were both great—together.

This is not goodbye, Mike. Rather, as
our many Indian friends say, ‘‘See you
later.” And as you would say and said
s0 many times to your many Montana
friends, Tap ’er light, Mike.

Thank you.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, I com-
pliment the distinguished Senator from
Montana for his comments about our
former majority leader. I was one of
those who was fortunate enough, as he
was, to know Senator Mansfield—not
nearly as well, of course, as Senator
BAaucus did, but well enough to seek
his counsel, to enjoy his friendship, to
be provided with his guidance on so
many occasions over the years that I
have had the good fortune to serve as
leader.

Mike Mansfield, in every way, shape,
and form, was a Senator whom all
could admire, a Senator who under-
stood that in this body of loquacious-
ness there is an eloquence to sim-
plicity, that in this place of debate
there is always an opportunity for de-
cency, that in this location, as we con-
sider those who are more prominently
seen throughout the country in posi-
tions of leadership, there is that quiet
strength that came from a Mike Mans-
field.

Mike Mansfield once said, ‘“when I
am gone, I want to be forgotten.”

With all due respect to my dear
friend and teacher, he will never be for-
gotten.

Mike Mansfield began his service to
America as Senator BAUCUS noted,
when he was 14, when he managed to
enlist in the Navy in World War 1.
Eventually, he would serve in both the
Army and the Marine Corps as well.

He served 34 years in Congress, 24 of
them in the Senate.

He said he achieved the height of his
ambition when he was elected Senator
from Montana. But it was certainly not
the height of his achievement.

He served as majority leader longer
than any other leader has in our Na-
tion’s history—16 years.

Following that, for 12 years, under
two Presidents—one Republican and
one Democratic—he represented Amer-
ica as our Ambassador to Japan.
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He said he had three great loves in
his life. The first was obvious.

The first was his wife, Maureen—his
partner for more than 65 years. She was
the one who forced an eighth grade
dropout to leave the coal mines of
Montana, go to college, and make
something of himself.

The second was his beloved State of
Montana.

The third was this institution, the
U.S. Senate.

The Senate majority leader has been
called ‘‘the first among equals.” No one
deserved that title more than Mike
Mansfield. He was wise. He was decent.
He was endlessly patient. He was a man
who deeply believed in the ability of
free people to govern themselves wise-
ly. It is no coincidence that the Mans-
field years remain the most civil and
the most productive in our Senate’s
history.

He was a steady hand during turbu-
lent times. In the sad and anxious days
that followed President Kennedy’s
death, Senator Mansfield’s words and
poise helped calm this Nation.

In the years that followed he led the
Senate to the passage of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964 and the Voting
Rights Act of 1965. During his tenure,
he led the Senate through a war in
Vietnam and the resignation of a Presi-
dent.

The last time Mike Mansfield spoke
to a group of Senators was 3% years
ago when he returned to the Capitol to
inaugurate the leaders’ lecture series
begun by my colleague and friend Sen-
ator LoTT. On that night, Senator
Mansfield delivered a speech that he
had written many years earlier. He
wrote the speech to answer critics who
said he was not forceful enough as ma-
jority leader. He said he had intended
to give the speech on a quiet afternoon
when there would be no news to com-
pete with. The date he had chosen was
Friday, November 22, 1963.

A week later, as the Nation grieved,
Senator Mansfield simply inserted his
remarks in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.
Thirty-five years later, he returned to
the Capitol and delivered them for the
first time. I want to read a section of
those remarks.

I have always felt that the President of the
United States—whoever he may be—is wor-
thy of the respect of the Senate. I have al-
ways felt that he bears a greater burden of
responsibility than any individual Senator
for the welfare of the nation, for he, alone,
can speak for the nation abroad; and he,
alone, at home, stands with the Congress as
a whole, as constituted representatives of
the American people. In the exercise of his
grave responsibilities, I believe we have a
profound responsibility to give him whatever
understanding and support we can, in good
conscience and in conformity with our inde-
pendent duties.

I believe we owe it to the nation of which
all our states are a part—particularly in
matters of foreign relations—to give to him
not only responsible opposition, but respon-
sible cooperation.

And finally, within this body, I believe
that every member ought to be equal in fact,
no less than in theory, that they have a pri-
mary responsibility to the people whom they
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represent to face the legislative issues of the
nation. . . .

And to the extent that the Senate may be
inadequate in this connection, the remedy
lies not in the seeking of shortcuts, not in
the cracking of nonexistent whips, not in
wheeling and dealing, but in an honest facing
of the situation and a resolution by the Sen-
ate itself, by accommodation, by respect for
one another, by mutual restraint and, as
necessary, adjustments in the procedures of
this body.

The constitutional authority and responsi-
bility does not lie with the leadership. It lies
with all of us individually, collectively and
equally. And in the last analysis, deviations
from that principle must in the end act to
the detriment of the institution. And, in the
end, that principle cannot be made to prevail
by the rules. It can prevail only when there
is a high degree of accommodation, mutual
restraint and a measure of courage—in spite
of our weaknesses—in all of us.

It can prevail only if we recognize that, in
the end, it is not the Senators as individuals
who are of fundamental performance. In the
end, it is the institution of the Senate. It is
the Senate itself as one of the foundations of
the Constitution. It is the Senate as one of
the rocks of the Republic.

So said Senator Mansfield and so it is
advice to all of us. We are in the Sen-
ate today considering matters of the
gravest national importance. I can
think of no better advice than the sage
guidance Mike Mansfield left for all of
us. His words are at least as important
today as they were when he delivered
them 3% years ago and when he wrote
them 38 years ago.

We were lucky to have Mike Mans-
field for as long as we did. Now we have
his remarkable example. That itself is
a considerable gift. We should treasure
it. We should live by it.

Our thoughts and prayers go to his
daughter Anne.

Contrary to Mike Mansfield’s wishes,
Mike Mansfield will never be forgotten.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I
rise today to speak about Mike Mans-
field, not from the standpoint of the el-
oquent eulogy given by the Senator
from Montana, who knew Mike Mans-
field so well, or the majority leader,
who knew him and served with him. I
didn’t serve with Mike Mansfield, but I
did have a wonderful relationship with
him in a very different way.

The first time I ever saw the stature
of Mike Mansfield was through his pic-
ture that is in the Mansfield Room. For
anyone who has been in the Mansfield
Room, which is one of the major meet-
ing rooms in the Capitol, the picture of
Mike Mansfield says so much about
him because it is a very long, narrow
picture with Mike Mansfield standing
there alone, nothing behind him, just
that solitary figure that is so very
powerful.

That is exactly the Kkind of man I
came to know. I go to the Senate pray-
er breakfast every Wednesday morning,
where Senators and former Senators
meet to talk about our feelings about
religion. We have Jewish members. We
have Catholic members. We have

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Protestant members. We have even had
a member come and talk about agnos-
ticism.

It is something we all keep very per-
sonal and private. It has been one of
the highlights of my service in the Sen-
ate to meet every Wednesday morning
and talk about religion and the impor-
tance of religion in our lives and in the
life of our Nation.

The special place Mike Mansfield
held was in the Senate prayer break-
fast. He was coming to the Senate
prayer breakfast all the way up until
he died. He never missed a week except
in the unusual circumstance when
Maureen had taken a turn for the
worse or immediately following
Maureen’s death, and then only when
he was sick. And I would call him if he
missed one or two times and I was con-
cerned about him. I would find there
was a reason, but he was going to be
OK. Getting to know him was wonder-
ful.

It was kind of interesting because no
one has assigned seats and it is a small
room. Probably 30 of us come in any 1
week. But there are no assigned seats.
You just take the seat that is empty—
except for Mike Mansfield’s seat. He
did have a regular seat. No one would
sit in Mike Mansfield’s seat unless it
was clear that he wasn’t coming. He
was always there on time. So if we
started and he wasn’t there, someone
might sit in his seat, but never before
because we revered having him there.
He was such a wonderful presence, and
his countenance was always SO Dposi-
tive.

I had the opportunity to talk to him
because I generally sat next to him. I
started getting to know him when I
joked with him. Here was Mike Mans-
field when he was 95, 96, 97, and he had
a breakfast that was eggs, bacon, bis-
cuits, and if they had gravy, it would
have been on there, too. Do you know
what. I have to sit by a guy who still
eats like a guy because so many people
are now into rabbit food, as we call it.
This was a guy who still ate like a guy.
It gave me great hope that someone
who was 97 years old was eating like
that. And so we started a friendship
that has lasted throughout my 8 years
in the Senate.

I talked to Mike Mansfield about
Japan. As many people know, he was
our wonderful Ambassador to Japan
immediately—not immediately fol-
lowing his Senate leadership position,
but he was appointed by a Democrat,
as well as a Republican President, be-
cause he was so effective in Japan and
he understood that part of the world so
well. T would talk to him about the
economic situation in Japan. As things
would look bad, I would ask him about
it. He always had absolutely great in-
sights. I remember a time when Mike
Mansfield was telling me that he
worked for Goldman Sachs. He worked
for Goldman Sachs all the way up until
he died.

I said: ““Well, tell me what you do.”

He said: ‘I advise them on the Far
East and Japan.”
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That is very important for the econ-
omy, of course, and for them.

I said: “When did you start working
for them?”’

He said: ‘‘Actually, they started call-
ing me, and I thought there must be a
mistake, so I didn’t return their calls.”

This was years ago.

So he said: ‘“They kept calling,” and
I said, “I’'m 88 years old; are you really
serious about wanting me to go to
work for you?’”’ He said only after they
said: “We know how old you are; we
think you have very valuable advice.”

So he agreed to go to work for Gold-
man Sachs and worked for them up
until he died at the age of 98. He was so
pleased that he could still be helpful.
We all knew that his mind never left
him. He was so precise and up on issues
that it would astound anyone. He read
the London Economist and the news-
papers in Japan. He was very up to
date.

I talked to Mike Mansfield once
about Maureen, and I told him that I
knew of the great love story; it is leg-
endary around here, how committed he
was to Maureen. She was bedridden for
a long time. He would go to see her reg-
ularly. He kept her in their apartment
until he just could not take care of her,
and then he would visit her daily when
she was being taken care of in another
place.

I asked him about her, and he never
forgot that it was Maureen who made
him what he was. That is what he said.
Just as Senator BAUCUS related earlier,
it was Maureen who saw this miner and
saw that he could be something more
than a miner. So she encouraged him
to get his high school education and
then his college education. She saw in
him someone who could make a great
contribution, and he never forgot that,
no matter how high he went. He went
to the very highest level as the distin-
guished majority leader and then as
Ambassador to Japan. He never forgot
that it was Maureen who made him
what he was, and his love for her was
so touching and so poignant. I enjoyed
having that conversation with him.

So my experience with Mike Mans-
field was not during his active service,
as it was with so many of my col-
leagues here. My experience with him
was in a different way, but it was so re-
warding. He would bring me clips from
foreign newspapers that he thought
would be of interest to me. So I
thought he was a great man in a dif-
ferent time of his life.

It shows how much you can con-
tribute if you stay active and keep on
top of world affairs, and that is what
Mike Mansfield did. It was hard to be-
lieve that he was 96, 97, 98 years old if
you were around him because he was so
absolutely vivacious and clear. He
wasn’t a talkative person, as has been
mentioned. He was the strong, silent
type—the epitome of what you would
think of as the Marlboro Man who
didn’t feel as if he had to talk a lot.
But certainly when he did speak, he
had a lot to say, and it was clear and
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focused; there was no excess. But you
knew it was the wisdom of all those
years coming through.

I pay tribute to Mike Mansfield as a
man who was a symbol of decency and
humility in the Senate and throughout
his public service career. Honesty and
integrity will always be words that will
be associated with this great man. We
have lost a friend and one of the great
Members of the Senate. I know that
Republicans and Democrats will feel
this loss for a long time to come. I
know his words and the speeches that
were read by the majority leader will
be here for us to remember a great
leader and give us guidance as we go
through the trying times we are facing
in our country today.

Thank you, Mr. President. I yield the
floor.

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, it is
an honor for me to pay tribute to my
former Senate leader, Mike Mansfield.
The State of Montana and the United
States have lost a great man, a valiant
soldier, a dedicated statesman, and a
gentleman of a breed we don’t see
enough of these days.

Mike Mansfield was a revered figure
whose distaste of partisanship led the
Senate to accomplish great deeds for
civil rights, voting rights, and foreign
relations during Vietnam, the cold war,
and the Watergate scandal. His leader-
ship emphasized equality, cooperation,
and fairness which were marked by his
personal style of leadership. He was
considered a quiet man who did not
care for self-promotion, often answer-
ing questions with a ‘““Yep,” ‘“Nope,”
“Maybe,” or ‘““Can’t say.”” Although he
was not known as an orator, his simple
statements and words were extremely
effective. He said in eulogy for John F.
Kennedy, ‘‘There was a sound of laugh-
ter; in a moment, it was no more. And
so she took a ring from her finger and
placed it in his hands.” In his quiet
manner, he managed to guide a excep-
tionally productive Senate during a
turbulent political era which could
have become bogged down had he not
been able to work with both Repub-
licans and Democrats alike.

Mike was a Representative and Sen-
ator from Montana who came to Con-
gress after dutifully serving his coun-
try in the military during WWII. At 14,
he stretched the truth about his age in
order to enlist in the Navy. He then
went on to serve in both the Army and
the Marine Corps. Having returned
from duty in 1922, he worked as a
“mucker’” in the copper mines of
Butte, Montana where he met Maureen
Hayes. In 1932, he married Maureen
who is said to have played an essential
role in his remarkable career. She was
the person who convinced him to go
back to school, run for Congress, and
become U.S. Ambassador to Japan
under President Carter and President
Reagan.

He was elected as the Senate Major-
ity Leader in 1961, 5 years before I was
elected to the Senate from South Caro-
lina. I remember in 1971 when I was in
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Canada on my honeymoon with Peatsy,
Mike’s office called and asked us to
come to Europe. Peatsy and I left Can-
ada immediately and spent our honey-
moon traveling around Europe with
Mile and Muareen.

Mike served as Senate Majority
Leader for 16 years-longer than anyone
in Senate history. He was extremely
involved in the civil rights movement,
a critic of the Vietnam conflict, and an
advocate of health care legislation. He
was a man who was convinced that the
true strength of the Senate lay in the
center and not on the right of the left.
Partisan politics was not his style, and
his success lay in the fact that he was
an honest, straight shooting individual
who cooperated and worked with both
sides of the aisle.

We have lost a great statesman and a
fine man who served his country well.

The distinguished Senator from Mon-
tana was my role model. He believed in
getting things done. In order to get
things done, you have to listen and let
everyone be heard. But once done, then
move on.

He was particularly kind to me be-
cause I was just a freshman Senator in
1966. He had me immediately on what
we call the policy committee. I then, in
1971-1972, chaired the campaign com-
mittee for the Democrats on this side
of the aisle.

It so happened that I was off on a trip
just after my wedding in 1971. Senator
Mansfield was asked by President
Nixon to coordinate and communicate
the 10-percent surcharge on imports
with about 10 country heads in Europe
and in Africa and Morocco. He called
me. I was in Canada. He called and I
came immediately back down to the
Andrews air base. We boarded the
plane, and we went to Helsinki, Nor-
way, Denmark, France, Germany,
Italy, Spain, Morocco, of course, Lon-
don, several, a couple other countries,
he and his wife Maureen and my wife
Peatsy and myself.

Watching him, how he responded and
acted and more or less chaired those
meetings with the heads of state was
really an inspiration to me. He was so
direct, so much to the point. We have
so much in the field of political cor-
rectness now. Mike Mansfield was al-
ways politically correct, but he didn’t
bother around with all those nuances.

He was the finest of Senators and
leaders in the history of this body.

The best of Mike Mansfield was more
or less said by himself in a eulogy to
his wife at the time of her funeral just
last year. I included that eulogy. He
permitted me to put it in the RECORD
because I knew he had friends all over
the country and the world. They want-
ed to be with him in that trying mo-
ment. I knew that they would, more
than any, appreciate the real Mansfield
flavor if they could just hear him.

The most eloquent of all tributes to
be paid to Mike Mansfield was sort of
paid to himself when he made the eu-
logy to his charming wife Maureen, and
I ask unanimous consent that that be
printed in the RECORD.
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There being no objection, the eulogy
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

EULOGY FOR MAUREEN MANSFIELD DELIVERED
BY SENATOR MIKE MANSFIELD, SEPTEMBER
26, 2000

1929

We met—She was 24 and I was 26.

She was a high school teacher; I was a
miner in the Copper mines of Butte.

She was a college graduate; I had not fin-
ished the 8th grade.

She urged me to achieve a better edu-
cation. I followed her advice and with her
help, in every way, we succeeded.

She took me out of the mines and brought
me to the surface.

1932

We were married in Missoula during the
great depression.

She gave up her teaching job.

She cashed in on her insurance.

She brought what little savings she had
and, she did it all for me.
1940

Maureen was very politically oriented—I
was not.

She urged me to run for Congress.

We campaigned together.

We finished next to last.

The day after the election she put us on
the campaign trail for the next election and
we won.

1942

Maureen was largely responsible for our
election to the House of Representatives.

Almost every summer she drove herself
and our daughter, Anne, to Missoula—b5 days
and 3,000 miles.

Why? To campaign for us and in
1952

She got us elected to the U.S. Senate.
1977

We decided—after talking it over, to retire.

We did not owe anything to anybody—ex-
cept the people of Montana—nor did anyone
owe anything to us.
1977

President Carter asked me if we would be
interested in becoming the U.S. Ambassador
to Japan. Maureen thought we should accept
and we did and when President Reagan called
and asked us to stay, we did for almost 12
years.
1988

Around Xmas Maureen almost literally
forced me to go to the Naval Hospital at
Yokosuka, which sent me to the Army Hos-
pital at Honolulu, which sent me directly to
Walter Reed Army Hospital where I had
heart bypass and prostate operations. Again
it was Maureen.
1989

We came home.
1998

Illness began to take its toll on Maureen.

On September 13, 2000, less than 2 weeks
ago, we observed—silently—our 68th Wedding
Anniversary.

Maureen and I owe so much to so many
that I cannot name them all but my family
owes special thanks to Dr. William Gilliland,
and his associates, who down through the
last decade did so much to alleviate
Maureen’s pain and suffering at Walter Reed
Army Medical Hospital—one of the truly
great medical centers in our country.

We also owe special thanks to Gloria Za-
pata, Ana Zorilla and Mathilde Kelly Boyes
and Ramona the ‘“‘round the clockers’ who
took such loving care of Maureen for the last
two years on a 24 hour day, seven day week
basis.
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MAUREEN MANSFIELD

She sat in the shadow—I stood in the lime-
light.

She gave all of herself to me.

I failed in recognition of that fact until too
late—because of my obstinacy, self
centeredness and the like.

She sacrificed much almost always in my
favor—I sacrificed nothing.

She literally remade me in her own mold,
her own outlook, her own honest beliefs.
What she was, I became. Without her—I
would have been little or nothing. With her—
she gave everything of herself. No sacrifice
was too little to ignore nor too big to over-
come.

She was responsible for my life, my edu-
cation, my teaching career, our elections to
the House and Senate and our selection to
the Embassy to Japan.

She gave of herself that I could thrive, I
could learn, I could love, I could be secure, I
could be understanding.

She gave of her time to my time so that
together we could achieve our goals.

I will not say goodby to Maureen, my love,
but only ‘‘so long” because I hope the Good
Lord will make it possible that we will meet
at another place in another time and we will
then be together again forever.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I go from the debate, along with
my good chairman and leader, Senator
HoLLINGS, that tends to get one’s blood
pressure up over the fact we are having
to spend 30 hours debating the airline
security bill, to now go to the subject
of great sadness over the passing of one
of the greatest leaders that the Senate
has ever produced: Senator Mike Mans-
field.

Growing up in my political adult life-
time, of course, he has always been
someone to whom I have looked up. He
was someone I looked up to while I was
in college because he was already an
established leader. He was an assistant
to the majority leader, Lyndon John-
son. He reigned because he was loved
and respected as majority leader for an
unprecedented 16 years. One of the
greatest compliments I have read in
the commentary since his death was
made by one who was on the other side
of the aisle, Senator Scott, who paid
him an extraordinary compliment that
he was one of the finest men he had
ever met.

The fact that Senator Mansfield was
selected by administrations of both
parties to represent this Nation in the
nation of Japan as our Ambassador for
an unprecedented long time also speaks
volumes.

But the reason I felt compelled to
come to the floor today was to share
with the Senate my observations of
Senator Mansfield in the last few
months, for I had never really known
Senator Mansfield except when I saw
him faithfully every Wednesday as he
attended the Senate prayer breakfast.
It is a private meeting completely off
the record where Senators can come
and share what is on their hearts. Who
was the first one there every Wednes-
day? None other than Senator Mans-
field at age 98, as much a participant in
that activity every week as anybody
else in the room, often with many of us
deferring to him for his political, pro-
fessional, and spiritual guidance.
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That spoke volumes to this freshman
Senator. It said something else to me
about a man who has had so many ac-
colades. But I saw a man that was
truly walking humbly with his God.

That is what I wanted to come to the
floor of the Senate to share.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri is recognized.

————

STRUGGLING TOGETHER WITH
TERRORISM

Mrs. CARNAHAN. Mr. President,
grief has changed the face of America.
We are a tear-stained nation, but in
spite of that, we are united as never be-
fore. Americans are wearing symbols
on their lapels. They are displaying
flags from their cars and windows, and
they are donating millions of dollars to
victims® families. America has re-
sponded, as we always do, with patriot-
ism and purpose.

Today, we are uniting further in sup-
port of our troops flying dangerous
missions in Afghanistan. This is the
first step in a prolonged campaign
against terrorism. It is a necessary
step, and it was directed at the right
targets—the Taliban government,
which has given safe harbor to terror-
ists and to organizations such as theirs
for far too long.

Americans are also united in sym-
pathy with the Afghan people. While
our bombers were flying over Taliban
strongholds, our C-17s were dropping
food to the refugees. Congress has also
responded to the September 11 attacks
with unity and determination. We
came together to support the people of
Washington and New York by pro-
viding $40 billion to begin the relief ef-
fort. We came together to support the
President and our military by author-
izing the use of force in this new strug-
gle with terrorism. We came together
to aid our airlines by enacting a $15 bil-
lion stabilization package, and with
the vote today in favor of cloture, we
are poised to increase airline security.

We are now focused on our military
action abroad and security issues at
home, but we also need to deal with the
severe economic problems the Sep-
tember 11 attacks have caused. Our air-
lines are now flying and their short-
term economic crisis has been resolved.
Now we must come together behind the
men and women who are the heart and
soul of the airline industry—the work-
ers. The layoffs announced in the air-
line industry since September 11 are
staggering. We need only look at this
chart to see Boeing, 30,000; American
Airlines, 20,000; United Airlines, 20,000.
The list goes on and on. Twenty to
thirty percent of Boeing’s orders for
new aircraft have been cancelled, and
they plan to lay off as many as 30,000
workers. Then there are the airport
workers, the concessionaires, and the
workers who make the airlines’ meals.

The total number of announced lay-
offs in the industry is 140,000, and that
figure may continue to rise. These are
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not just numbers on a page. These are
men and women. These are moms and
dads who up until just a few weeks ago
thought they had good paying jobs, be-
lieved they would be able to pay their
bills, and were saving to send their
children to college. They believed their
future was secure.

These layoffs are going to affect com-
munities all across the country. St.
Louis; Kansas City; Springfield, MO,
have about 14,000 airline workers, and
they will be hard hit by these layoffs.
The Boeing layoffs will also cause
hardships for every family in Everett,
WA, and Wichita, KS. Any city that is
home to a large hub airport—Pitts-
burgh, Cleveland, Salt Lake City, Den-
ver, Dallas, Chicago—will feel the ef-
fects of these layoffs.

Once the airline safety bill is under
consideration, I will offer an amend-
ment. It will provide meaningful as-
sistance for airline industry workers
who have lost their jobs as a result of
the September 11 attacks.

My amendment will do three things:
First, it will provide income support
because many of these families live
from paycheck to paycheck.

Second, it will provide job training so
employees can prepare to work in other
industries, or new jobs within the air-
line industry.

Third, it will give health care bene-
fits so workers can stay in their health
plan and keep their doctors while they
are looking for work.

The benefits in my proposal would be
available to employees of airlines, air-
ports, aircraft manufacturers, and sup-
pliers to airlines.

Obviously, airline industry employ-
ees are not the only ones who are los-
ing their jobs. When we do an economic
stimulus package, I believe we should
address the problem more broadly. But
the impact on the airline industry has
been abrupt, immediate, and severe.
Congress acted quickly and decisively
to provide $15 billion of assistance for
the airlines, and we should act with the
same level of urgency for the airline
industry workers.

It is interesting, when we did the air-
line bailout, I did not hear my col-
leagues saying we should wait until we
came up with a package to help other
industries that were impacted by the
attack. But now, when it comes to the
workers, all of a sudden some argue we
need to slow down.

We did the right thing for the air-
lines when we acted quickly. We should
do the same thing for the workers as
well.

Another criticism of this proposal
has been assistance is already available
for displaced workers, and there is no
need to provide additional help.

I have modeled my package of bene-
fits on the Trade Adjustment Assist-
ance Act, which provides benefits to
workers displaced due to products im-
ported into the United States.
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The Trade Adjustment Assistance
Act provides additional assistance be-
yond standard unemployment insur-
ance. It also provides resources to re-
train laid-off workers so they can get
back to work.

In passing the Trade Adjustment As-
sistance Act, Congress determined to
support workers who lose their job due
to the vagaries of international trade.
Can we not again determine that work-
ers who are laid off as a direct result of
a terrorist attack on the United States
also deserve assistance?

The primary difference between my
amendment and the Trade Adjustment
Assistance Act is the inclusion of
health care coverage for the displaced
worker. We have had lots of discussion
during this Congress about how to ad-
dress the problems of the uninsured.
Today is the chance for Members to
take a courageous step that will pre-
vent 140,000 workers and their families
from joining the rolls of the uninsured.

Some have also said the best way to
help workers is to keep the airlines
going. That is about half right. We did
the right thing helping the airlines,
and that has protected thousands of
jobs. The assistance bill did not do any-
thing for those workers who were put
out of a job or have no immediate pros-
pects of being rehired and will now
have to seek work in an economy that
has slowed.

Last week, the President highlighted
three things that should dictate the
way we undertake efforts to stimulate
the economy and help displaced work-
ers. He said we should take actions
that will, first, encourage economic
growth. Second, we should be bipar-
tisan and instead of creating new pro-
grams, we should make use of the pro-
grams that already exist and make
them work better. I strongly agree.

My amendment is consistent with
these principles. First, it will encour-
age growth by providing income assist-
ance and job training benefits to air-
line employees who have recently been
laid off.

Second, the amendment has bipar-
tisan support. Senators FITZGERALD,
BROWNBACK, and GORDON SMITH have
signed on as cosponsors.

Finally, it makes use of an existing
program, the Trade Adjustment Assist-
ance Program, that was put in place to
help displaced workers in times of
need.

While the President’s plan is a step
in the right direction, I believe we need
stronger action at this time. As we did
with the bailout and the disaster relief
package, we need to act boldly. We
need to make sure those airline indus-
try workers who were laid off suddenly,
with no time to make preparation, re-
ceive immediate assistance, obtain re-
training, and are able to retain their
health care. The President’s package
does not guarantee these benefits for
everyone covered by my amendment.

I am extremely pleased this amend-
ment is being supported by the airline
industry. The airlines know their em-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

ployees have been dealt a severe blow
and deserve help. Our Governors have
also known many communities around
the country are going to be hard hit.

As Carl Sandburg once reminded us,
“We are Americans. Nothing like us
ever was.”’

Now is the time for us to stand to-
gether, and that means standing to-
gether behind our industries and our
workers. Every day we delay, our econ-
omy suffers. Every day we delay, fami-
lies struggle to pay bills. Every day we
delay, children go without health in-
surance. Let us do what is right for
those who need it most.

I am pleased my proposal has re-
ceived bipartisan support, and I hope it
will be adopted by the Senate. I ask
unanimous consent that a letter from
the Air Transport Association and a
letter from a tripartisan group of 13
Governors be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the letters
were ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

AIR TRANSPORT ASSOCIATION,
Washington, DC, October 1, 2001.
Hon. TRENT LOTT,
Republican Leader, U.S. Senate,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. LEADER: The member airlines of
the Air Transport Association deeply appre-
ciate your leadership in obtaining the eco-
nomic stabilization package enacted Sep-
tember 22. Without this assistance the very
viability of the industry would have been in
question.

Even with the adoption of the airline sta-
bilization package many of our members
have found it impossible not to furlough
large numbers of employees. Just as the eco-
nomic disaster that has befallen the airline
industry is the result of our being used as an
instrumentality of the terrorists, these dedi-
cated employees face very serious adverse
economic consequences. These employees,
along with those still working, are the back-
bone of our industry. We are working very
hard to put this difficult period behind us
and, hopefully, bring them back as soon as
the economic situation allows us to.

In the meantime, we strongly support the
prompt adoption of legislation to provide
these workers with displacement assistance
including extended unemployment benefits,
training and retraining, and the continu-
ation of health care coverage. It is only fair
and reasonable that we ensure that adequate
provisions are made for the basic protections
for the workers who face extreme economic
hardship in the weeks and months ahead.

The airlines and their workers are inex-
tricably linked in the battle against ter-
rorism. We must ensure that all participants
are adequately protected, and we urge the
prompt enactment of worker relief legisla-
tion.

Sincerely,
CAROL B. HALLETT,
President and CEO.
OCTOBER 1, 2001.
Hon. ToM DASCHLE,
Senate Magjority Leader, U.S. Senate,
Washington, DC.

Hon. TRENT LOTT,
Senator Minority Leader, U.S. Senate,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATORS: We applaud the Congress’
timely response to appropriate funds for re-
covery and relief efforts in the aftermath of
the devastating attacks of September 11th.
Likewise, we strongly supported Congres-
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sional legislation to assist the airline indus-
try, which has suffered incredible financial
losses.

However, we believe that the Congress
should also provide assistance to displaced
workers who have been laid off as a result of
the ongoing security crisis. Airlines and re-
lated employers are laying off tens of thou-
sands of workers, and industry experts are
estimating that more than 130,000 people
could lose their jobs. These displaced work-
ers are going to need financial assistance—
and because we do not know how long they
will be out of work, it is important for the
federal government to act now to ensure
that the necessary assistance is available to
those who might need it.

S. 1454, the Displaced Workers Assistance
Act, would provide financial assistance,
training, and health care coverage to those
workers displaced due to the attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001. The benefits would be dis-
tributed within the framework created by
the Trade Adjustment Act.

We are writing in support of S. 1454. States,
of course, will finance the initial 26 weeks of
unemployment assistance. However, federal
financing of an additional 52 weeks of unem-
ployment insurance and the extension of
health coverage will protect those unem-
ployed workers that might not otherwise
have a safety net. The additional funding to
help train those individuals who cannot be
expected to return to the airline industry,
and those who would need new training to
prepare for a different job within the indus-
try, is definitely needed. We also support
providing 8 months of Medicaid to those who
do not qualify for COBRA coverage, and 26
weeks of unemployment compensation to
those who would not normally be eligible for
their state programs.

It is difficult at this time to determine
how long our displaced workers will be out of
work. Obviously, they are going to need fi-
nancial assistance. States will do their job to
assist these vulnerable citizens, but we need
the federal government to help provide the
funds to do so. Please work with us to enact
S. 1454.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
13 STATE GOVERNORS.

Mrs. CARNAHAN. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
CLINTON). The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In my
capacity as a Senator from New York,
I ask unanimous consent that the
quorum call be rescinded. Without ob-
jection, it is so ordered.

———

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the hour of 12:30
having arrived, the Senate stands in re-
cess until the hour of 2:15 p.m.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 12:30 p.m., recessed until 2:15 p.m.
and reassembled when called to order
by the Presiding Officer (Mr. CLELAND).

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

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

Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, 1
ask unanimous consent the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

AVIATION SECURITY ACT

Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, I
am not going to take long. I know
there are other colleagues who are
going to want to speak, but I do want
to talk about where we are right now
in this Senate Chamber. I want to try
to do that not in an abstract way but
in relation to what is happening
throughout the country and, particu-
larly, I want to talk about my State of
Minnesota.

Yesterday we had a field hearing in
Minnesota. It was a formal hearing of
the Subcommittee on Employment,
Safety and Training of which I am
lucky enough to chair. It was just ab-
solutely packed with people. I am not
sure that is good news. I think it was
packed with people because we have
had a sharp economic downturn, and it
affects a broad section of the popu-
lation in Minnesota and around the
country.

I said yesterday that I cannot re-
member—and I think I said this to the
distinguished Presiding Officer—an-
other time in my adult life when I ever
felt as if our country was facing three
challenges or crises and all at the same
time.

One of them has to do with the world
that we live in—military action, use of
force in Afghanistan. I have said back
home that I very much want this ac-
tion to be successful. I think it is ter-
ribly important that it is with the
most careful targeting. I think it is es-
sential that we do everything we know
how to do to minimize the loss of inno-
cent civilian life.

I pray for the men and women of our
armed services, and, frankly, I pray no
innocent Afghan, or anyone else, is
killed in this process.

I had a chance to talk with the Am-
bassador to Pakistan today and was
asking her how things were going in
her country. And she, too, talked about
how it is so important that what we do
militarily, and in many other ways, we
do in the right way. Whatever we do
has to be consistent with our own val-
ues. That means, above and beyond the
use of force, dealing with the humani-
tarian crisis, dealing with the massive
hunger and starvation in Afghanistan,
and doing everything we can to mini-
mize the loss of civilian life.

Then there is the whole question of
physical security in our own country.
Today Chairman KENNEDY and the
HELP Committee had very powerful
hearings. The distinguished Chair tes-
tified about his work and some of his
legislation as to what we need to do to
better defend our own homeland. Then
there is economic security. What I rise
to discuss briefly is my indignation
about some of the opposition and
delay. Quite often, one person’s polit-
ical truth is another person’s political
horror. We are all different, and polit-
ical truth can be illusive. We have dif-
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ferent ideas. People of good conscience
can disagree. That always is the case,
including now as well.

I have to say I don’t really know how
any Senator, Democrat or Republican,
can go home, after we have provided
$15 billion of help for the airline indus-
try—which we should have done; I
don’t think they are playing Chicken
Little crying that the sky is falling
in—now and be unwilling to provide
the employees with help.

Senator CARNAHAN has an amend-
ment, in which a number of us have
joined—it makes all the sense in the
world—extending unemployment insur-
ance to a full year, picking up the cost
of COBRA or helping people get Med-
icaid assistance—when you lose your
job, the other thing that is so terri-
fying in our country is, you lose your
health care coverage for yourself and
your loved ones—making sure that
that is there, making sure the funding
is there for training. I am just amazed
at the opposition to this amendment. I
am amazed that we have been having
to go through cloture votes, and now
people want to burn up yet more time.

For my own point of view, I don’t
think we should move. Senator HOL-
LINGS is right that one of the best ways
to get this industry back on its feet is
to have people think they are safe. God
knows the whole notion of federalizing
the security forces is what the vast
majority of people are for. That is ap-
parently being opposed. There are
other colleagues who talk about Am-
trak and say there has to be a commit-
ment to that as part of our transpor-
tation system. They are right.

What I want to relate today is what
Senator DAYTON and other colleagues
from Minnesota, Democrats and Repub-
licans, heard at our field hearing,
which was all the employees, 4,500 peo-
ple out of work, who were asking: What
about us? You helped the industry.
Fine. But what about working fami-
lies? What about us?

I said about a week ago now that I
believe the people values are coming
out in the country. September 11 and
beyond, people really are very com-
mitted to helping one another. I can’t
quite figure out why that has not ex-
tended to the Senate.

There will be plenty of discussion
about this in the Chamber, but as far
as I am concerned, this is the place we
draw the line. This airline security bill
has to pass. If there is opposition to
federalizing part of the security forces,
so be it; we will vote on it. If there is
opposition to providing the help to em-
ployees I just outlined, the Carnahan
amendment, then we will vote on it. If
there is opposition to other amend-
ments, then we will vote on them.

I just can’t, for the life of me, under-
stand the opposition. I can’t under-
stand why we wouldn’t want to help
people flat on their back. Frankly, I
don’t want to go back home to Min-
nesota and face these employees and
tell them that Congress was unwilling
to provide the help.
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I thank the majority leader and the
whip, Senator REID, for their commit-
ment. I am committed to this fight. We
are unified as a country. There is no
question about it. We have to be our
own best selves. To me, part of being
your own best self is to speak out and
advocate for people you love and be-
lieve in who need help. That is what we
are talking about right now.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. WELLSTONE. I am pleased to
yield.

Mr. REID. It is my understanding
that the Senator has offered a resolu-
tion—in fact, did so last week—com-
mending the Capitol Police for the val-
iant work they did on September 11
and what they have done since then; is
that true?

Mr. WELLSTONE. That is true. I did
offer an amendment, and I was hoping
that every single Senator would sup-
port it. I thought on Thursday or Fri-
day maybe the whip could help me out.
I actually submitted it. I didn’t want
to make a big hoo-ha about it. I wanted
to thank the Capitol Police and
thought maybe we would pass it by
unanimous consent. Then we could
send it out and let everyone know we
have expressed our appreciation.

My understanding is, it has been
blocked; is that correct?

Mr. REID. That is my understanding.
We wanted that cleared last week, but
somebody is holding this up. My friend
knows how holds work. We have a gen-
eral idea from where they come but not
specifically from whom. I say to the
Senator from Minnesota, he has always
been such a supporter of the Capitol
Police. He has always been thoughtful
and kind to them. I have seen that as
he walked through the Capitol. I per-
sonally am so grateful for the work
they have done. Prior to September 11,
I always felt really strongly about the
work they did. Since September 11, my
emotions have run much higher.

I commend the Senator from Min-
nesota for this resolution. I want him
to know we are going to continue to
talk about this resolution until it is
cleared. Otherwise, we will try to fig-
ure out a way to get a vote on it so
anyone who has the audacity to stand
and not say to the Capitol Police they
have done a good job will have to come
forward and be counted.

Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, I
will not speak much longer. Let me say
to the whip—who, by the way, also was
a member of the Capitol Police, the
only one in the Senate—I thank him. I
don’t even want to make a big deal of
this. In fact, I am almost embarrassed
about it. This now is going to become
a point of contention? I am a pretty
good rabble-rouser. I didn’t think this
would be something on which we would
have to go this far.

My hope is that it will pass. I say to
the whip that I would like to get his
help, that if this doesn’t clear today,
then I will prepare an amendment. I
would love to have the whip’s support
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and do it with him. We will just come
out here and have a debate, I suppose,
if Senators are opposed to the resolu-
tion of support. Above and beyond
that, we are talking about a lot of Cap-
itol Police. They are working 6 days a
week, 12 hours a day. Frankly, the
whip discussed this with me. Above and
beyond just the resolution saying
“thank you for your support,” the
other point is the additional resources.
With all due respect, there will have to
be additional resources to go to them
for them to be able to do this job.

I thought when I came back that this
resolution would have been passed. I
wouldn’t have thought there would
have been any controversy. I thought
we then could notify the police.

Now what we will do is talk about it
for a day or so. We will keep asking
who is holding it up. We will keep ask-
ing why. It is hardly a way to say
thank you to the police. And if nec-
essary, we will have an amendment on
it.

Mr. REID. I say to the Senator, I am
hopeful and confident that it is just a
misunderstanding. Otherwise, we will
have to move forward as the Senator
from Minnesota has indicated.

———

EXTENSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate stand in
a period of morning business until the
hour of 4 o’clock today with Senators
allowed to speak therein for a period of
up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. And that the time con-
tinue to be charged against the under-
lying matter before the Senate; that is,
on the motion that is postcloture.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

AVIATION SECURITY AND THE
STIMULUS PACKAGE

Mr. WELLSTONE. Mr. President, I
was actually thinking about reading
some of the descriptions and testimony
of some of the people who spoke yester-
day.

Let me just say one more time that
on this one, we don’t budge until we
get the help for the employees. That is
all there is to it. If that is the dif-
ference between Democrats and Repub-
licans, so be it. That would make me
proud to be a Democrat. If it does not
end up being the difference between
Democrats and Republicans and we do
it in a bipartisan way, all the better.
But we are not waiting any longer. 1
am not going back home again this
weekend trying to explain to people
how in the world the Senate could not
provide them some support.

My final point is, the truth is, we
need to be doing this business and more
because, frankly, we have something
else that is ahead of us, which is all the
other people in Minnesota and in the
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country who have been affected, all of
the other people who are losing their
jobs, whether it be in the tourism in-
dustry, hotel/restaurant, related to
tourism, whatnot, whether it be small
businesses, or whether it be people in
high-tech. There are a lot of people
right now who are out of work. A lot of
small businesses lost some of their
business, and they never had a lot of
capital to rely on in the first place.

So I just say to colleagues that we
are in a serious recession in our coun-
try. These are hard economic times. We
need to put a stimulus package to-
gether next week. We need to have the
stimulus package large enough to
make a difference. It has to be some-
thing that focuses on getting money
into the hands of consumers—those
who will make purchases right away. It
has to take effect within the next cou-
ple of months, frankly, to really make
a difference. There are a lot of people
who, A, could use the help and, B, this
would put purchasing power back into
the economy. Unemployment benefits
need to be extended and improved.
There is the health care coverage for
people and child care expenses, and
there is the workforce development and
work training that is so important.
There are ways in which we can invest
in rebuilding crumbling schools and af-
fordable housing and creating jobs at
the same time. There is a whole lot we
need to do, and we need to do it now.
That is part of the crisis that is staring
us in the face. Yet we are in morning
business for another 2 hours this after-
noon.

I just wanted to make it clear that—
and I think I am speaking for other
Democrats—we are not giving any
ground on getting help to the aviation
employees and others, and we are going
to do it this week on this bill. We are
not going to give any ground on safety,
and we are going to pass this bill this
week. We are also going to move on
and get serious about an economic
stimulus package as well.

I yield the floor.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

Because of the unanimous consent
agreement, I ask that the time con-
tinue to run on the motion to proceed
because it is the same morning busi-
ness we asked it to run against; is that
right?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct.

The clerk will call the roll.

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

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the order for the
quorum call be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

RECESS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate stand in
recess until the hour of 4:30 p.m. today
with the time charged against the
postcloture proceedings.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 2:54 p.m.,
recessed until 4:30 p.m.; whereupon, the
Senate reassembled when called to
order by the Presiding Officer (Mr.
JOHNSON).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair, in his capacity as a Senator
from South Dakota, notes the absence
of a quorum. The clerk will call the
roll.

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

CLASSIFIED INFORMATION

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, about a
half hour ago, President Bush was in
the Rose Garden for a ceremony. Dur-
ing the question-and-answer period, the
President expressed some great con-
cern—in my judgment, justifiable con-
cern—about the leaking of classified
information that was given to some
Members of Congress. Apparently, at
least a couple Members of Congress, on
a couple of occasions, have leaked that
information to the press.

In my judgment, the President has
every right to be very upset about
that. This country has asked its young
men and women in military service to
risk their lives in this time of national
emergency. As they undertake military
operations in parts of the world that
are thousands and thousands of miles
from here, it ill-serves our country’s
interests to have any Member of Con-
gress, under any circumstance, at any
time, going to a classified briefing and
then disclosing the information from
that classified briefing to a member of
the press.

The solution, I might say, is not,
however, for the administration to stop
briefing the Congress about classified
material. The solution, I would urge
the President, would be for us to find
out which Member of Congress has
leaked classified information and then
make certain that this Member of Con-
gress—House or Senate—is not given
classified information in the future.

I know this is a difficult area and a
difficult set of circumstances, but this
country faces some very difficult days
ahead.

The September 11 terrorist attacks
that were committed against this
country changed almost everything.
The need for security is quite evident
to almost everyone in this country.

The terrorist attacks require this
country to respond. The President had
no choice. We cannot ignore those at-
tacks. We had to respond to those at-
tacks. And the President has the full
support of the American people in his
response, in my judgment, and cer-
tainly the full support of the Congress.

But I just want to say that the Presi-
dent was dead right this afternoon in
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expressing anger about the disclosure—
the unlawful disclosure and unauthor-
ized disclosure—of classified informa-
tion. Members of the House or the Sen-
ate who would disclose classified infor-
mation to the press that they received
in classified briefings do no service to
this country.

I would hope the administration and
the President, rather than deciding
they will not share that information
with Congress, would decide that they
would sanction those who have misused
that classified information.

In order for Congress to do its work,
and in order for the committees in Con-
gress to do their work, information
must be made available, even classified
information. But the President is cor-
rect that information must be treated
as classified, treated as top secret, and
cannot be given to the press. An unau-
thorized disclosure, in my judgment,
undercuts this country’s interests.

I hope the President’s admonition
today, and I hope the discussion by
other Members of Congress about this,
will convince the administration they
ought to continue the briefings. They
are helpful and important as a part of
this process. But some of us in Con-
gress full well understand the Presi-
dent’s concern about the unauthorized
leaks that have occurred.

——
THE FARM BILL

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, last
week the House of Representatives
passed a new farm bill. That piece of
legislation is an important step for-
ward because most of us believe the
current farm bill does not work. The
so-called Freedom to Farm bill, in fact,
has been a disaster for family farmers
now for many years. It had no ability
to help farmers during tough times to
provide for disasters and collapses in
commodity prices. Because of this,
each year Congress has had to come up
with emergency funding at the end of
the year.

We did that. We did not do enough,
but we did some each year to try to re-
pair the hole in the so-called Freedom
to Farm bill. That bill now expires at
the end of next year and needs to be re-
placed.

The House of Representatives, God
bless them, said: No. We should not
wait until next year. We should write a
new farm bill now. And it ought to be
in place for the next crop-year when
people go into the fields next spring.
We in the Senate now have the obliga-
tion to do the same, and I believe we
will do the same.

With respect to the bill that the
House of Representatives enacted last
week, let me say this: I think it is bet-
ter than the Freedom to Farm bill.
They have made progress. Good for
them. I commend them.

There are some things we need to do
better than they did in the House bill.
For example, in my part of the country
we raise a great deal of wheat and bar-
ley. The loan rates, for example, for
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wheat and barley are not significant
enough, when compared to other crops.
They are far too low in the House bill.
So we need to make some adjustments
to that piece of legislation.

Farm benefits ought to be better tar-
geted to family farmers, in my judg-
ment, as well. We have had the devel-
opment in this country of these giant
agrifactories. Well, that is not what we
are trying to preserve. If this isn’t
about preserving family farms, families
that are trying to live out their lives in
the country and make a living on the
family farm, if that is not what this is
about, then, in my judgment, we do not
need a farm bill.

Abraham Lincoln started the Depart-
ment of Agriculture with nine employ-
ees in the 1860s. As you know, a cen-
tury and a half later, it is a behemoth
organization. If a farm bill is only to
support the giant agrifactories of the
world, then count me out. But if it is to
support family farms, I say: Good; it is
important. And it is important to this
country’s future that we maintain a
network of family farm food producers.

There is a national security interest
as well for the Senate to do a farm bill.
The House has done the bill, so we also
ought to do it before we adjourn, in the
interest of national security.

What is the national security inter-
est? The other evening on national tel-
evision, they described a feedlot with
nearly 200,000 cattle in it over the year.
This is a giant agricultural enterprise
that brings large numbers of cattle to-
gether and feeds them in a huge series
of feedlots. They talked about the po-
tential of bioterrorism entering the
food supply, and how convenient it
would be for those giant agrifactories
to be a target for efforts in bioter-
rorism.

It seems to me a broad network of
family producers across this country
tends to thwart that.

Security of America’s food supply is
best achieved by a network of family
farms producing America’s food. That
is why a farm bill is so important.

We have the obligation and the op-
portunity in the Senate to do the right
thing. Between now and when we leave
at the end of this session of Congress,
we should pass a farm bill, go to con-
ference, reach agreement with the
House, and then send a farm bill to the
President that he will sign. I under-
stand the President says he doesn’t
support the bill passed by the House of
Representatives. The fact is, however,
if it is not his priority, it is ours. We
ought to write a good farm bill and
send it to him.

I believe at the end of the day he will
support it because the House passed it
with a veto-proof majority. I would ex-
pect a good farm bill will pass the Sen-
ate with a similar majority.

I believe we ought to waste no time.
I have talked to the majority leader
and others about it. He agrees. Let’s
try to do what we can do to pass a farm
bill in the Senate, then go to con-
ference and see if we can’t get a farm
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bill signed into law before the end of
this year. That way, family farmers
who go into the fields next spring will
understand what the new farm bill will
be and will be able to plan accordingly.

It will certainly be better than the
Freedom to Farm bill, a bill that has
undercut the interests of families try-
ing to make a living on a family farm.

Very few people in this country have
seen their income cut as dramatically
as the average family farm income has
been cut over the years. This loss of in-
come, then, is somewhat ironic. We are
dropping food into Afghanistan because
people are on the abyss of starvation;
we hear reports of old women climbing
trees in Sudan to forage for leaves to
eat; and one-half a billion people go to
bed every night with an ache in their
belly because it hurts to be hungry. All
told, thousands of children die every
day from hunger and hunger-related
causes. Yet the farmers of South Da-
kota and North Dakota and Kansas and
Montana and Nebraska are told, when
they load their truck with wheat or
barley and take it to the country ele-
vator, that which they produce has no
value. They are told the food somehow
has no value, that the price is collapsed
because it is not worth very much. It
seems to me that much of the world is
placing great worth on that which we
produce in great abundance on Amer-
ica’s farms.

If we can’t find a way to connect that
which we produce to those who need it,
then we are not thinking hard. The sur-
est road to stability and peace in the
world is to try to help people who are
hungry. We must place a value on the
food our family farmers produce.
Again, there is a disconnection there
somewhere. We need to find it and re-
connect it.

Let me again say, I hope in the com-
ing couple of weeks we will, in the Sen-
ate, make it a priority to write a farm
bill, bring it to the floor, and go to con-
ference with the House. We have that
obligation to our family farmers. That
ought to be our responsibility now. It
is not only good for family farmers; it
is good for American security inter-
ests, for food security interests to do
that. I hope we will do it soon.

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
CORZINE). The clerk will call the roll.

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

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

AVIATION SECURITY ACT—MOTION
TO PROCEED

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, what
is the pending business?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion to proceed to the consideration of
S. 1447.

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, let
me correct a statement I made some-
time last week when we were checking
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into the practice of other countries
with respect to airport security. We
were told that of the countries in Eu-
rope, all were Government employed.
That should be corrected. That is not
the case. In fact, France, Belgium, the
Netherlands, and England, those four
countries, have contracts, but they
have the health benefits and the guar-
anteed vacation and other benefits
guaranteed by the Government. It is a
sort of hybrid situation.

Of 102 countries around the world
with significant air travel systems,
only 23 use contract screeners. I think
that is not the point I want to make
this afternoon.

No one would suggest that we take
the security for the President of the
United States; namely, the Secret
Service, and privatize it, contract it
out. Nor would anyone recommend
privatizing the security that the dis-
tinguished Chair, myself, and other
Senators receive, the Capitol Police,
who incidentally have been working
around the clock, doing an outstanding
job. You can go on down the list,
whether it is Customs, whether it is
the Border Patrol, and the Immigra-
tion and Naturalization Service that
has some 33,000 personnel, no one in the
House or Senate has suggested that we
contract that out.

No one has suggested we contract out
the Federal Bureau of Investigation
with the thousands of professionals
conducting the investigation right
now. No one suggests that they take
some 669,000 civilian workers in na-
tional defense and contract them out.
In fact, there was a suggestion by the
OMB earlier this year to do just that.
The OMB folks called over to the Pen-
tagon and said: We are looking at
downsizing and we want to get some
contracting out of 5 to 10 percent of
your civilian workers. And the Depart-
ment of Defense said: That will never
happen. We are in the security busi-
ness.

Yet the big hangup is federalization,
the Government taking over the re-
sponsibility of security for air travel in
America.

Now, we have tried after Pan Am 103
back in 1988, with more training, more
hours, more supervision, extra this and
extra that, to no avail; we had TWA 800
in 1996 and again the Gore commission
with more training, more supervision,
and what have you. And now we have
6,000 killed and 13,000 casualties. To
me, it will take unmitigated gall, with
the recent experiences in mind, to
come forth with a contracting out pro-
posal.

Only a while ago did I learn why we
are having to put up with this non-
sense. All you have to do is read Roll
Call, ‘“‘Airport Firms Form Alliance.”
The airport firms formed an alliance
with a Swedish company and call
themselves the Aviation Security Asso-
ciation. And who do they have as mem-
bers? The contractors that want to
keep continuing their misdeeds. For in-
stance, one of the association mem-
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bers, Argenbright had the contract for
the Dulles and Newark airports.

Now, let’s read about Argenbright. I
find in an article on September 13 in
the Miami Herald:

The security company that provides the
checkpoint workers at the airports breached
by Tuesday’s hijackers has been cited at
least twice for security lapses.

In its worst infraction, Atlanta-based
Argenbright Security pleaded guilty last
year to allowing untrained employees, some
with criminal backgrounds, to operate
checkpoints at Philadelphia National Air-

ort.

P In settling the charges, Argenbright agreed
to pay $1.2 million in fines and investigative
costs.

. Argenbright was also found to have
committed dozens of violations of Federal
labor laws against its employees at Los An-
geles International Airport, an administra-
tive law judge ruled in February 2000.

Here we are trying to do the work of
the people of America, and we don’t
have any Senators listening. They are
listening to the lobbyists, the K Street
crowd, who are down here working the
different Senators, and I can’t explain
to them the problem of security at the
airports. Mind you me, those who are
falsifying records, if you please, are
now saying what we have to do is have
contracting out; we can’t federalize.

Of course, that appeals to the crowd
that comes into public service by
promising to get rid of the Govern-
ment. ‘“The Government is not the so-
lution, the Government is the prob-
lem.” That is all they all talk about.
They are thinking of what? Of next
year’s reelection. They are not think-
ing of security. They are thinking:
Wait a minute now, I was going to
downsize and get rid of the Govern-
ment, and now I supported 18,000
screeners and some 10,000 other airport
personnel—some 28,000 I am going to
put on the Government payroll, and
my opponent is going to say: He prom-
ised to get rid of the Government, and
he went and voted to add 28,000 more
Government jobs.

That is the problem—along with the
blooming lobbyists. They are trying to
carry out their political commitments.
They are not looking out for the safety
of the traveling public in America. The
worst thing we have ever done is give
the money to the airlines. They didn’t
take care of the employees. I had Herb
Kelleher, of Southwest Airlines, tell
me he did not furlough a single em-
ployee and maintained 100 percent
service. But they were all going broke.
Why? Because the Ilobbyists took
over—the same crowd that came run-
ning around hollering they were all
going to go broke. Here I am fighting
to do the people’s work, and Senators
are gathered together in their offices
with all of these airline lobbyists. This
is the fifth week since September 11,
and we can’t pass airline security.

All of America wants this responsi-
bility fixed within the Government. No
one for a second, as I say, would sug-
gest that the FBI and the Secret Serv-
ice, the Border Patrol, and Customs, or
any of the other security agencies—no
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one would suggest that the 669,000 ci-
vilians in defense be contracted out.
According to the lobbyists the Govern-
ment is too big, the Government can’t
do anything. They ought to be ashamed
of themselves. Look at what is hap-
pening. Turn on your TV if you want to
see what Government can do. Look at
these attacks on Osama bin Laden and
the Taliban. I don’t know—there are
some 31 different military targets, with
2 countries involved, B-2s coming all
the way from Missouri, ships stationed
in the Indian Ocean, planes coming off
Diego Garcia—all Government, Govern-
ment recruited, Government fed, Gov-
ernment housed, Government trained,
Government deployed, with precision
work that we all praise—but we can’t
get a Government airport security
screener. Oh, no, no, that would be
against my ideology. No, we want con-
tracting out, privatization.

We now know what we are putting up
with in this lobbyist crowd and the
silly ideology that the Government
can’t do anything. Well, I am proud of
our Government; I am proud of our de-
ployment. We are going to correct this
situation, and we are not going to have
an Executive order. I have heard word
that the administration might imple-
ment an Executive order to take care
of it and say Congress is dragging its
feet.

We are trying to go along and be bi-
partisan and everything else because
this is a bipartisan bill, reported unani-
mously out of the Commerce Com-
mittee. We have been ready to vote and
take amendments, consider them and
vote upon them. But they are going to
say now that we are going to have to
get an Executive order because we are
dragging our feet and can’t get secu-
rity out of the Congress, mind you me.

Mr. DORGAN. Will the Senator yield
for a question?

Mr. HOLLINGS. I am delighted to
yield to the distinguished Senator.

Mr. DORGAN. I was listening with
interest to the Senator about this issue
of national objectives and Federal em-
ployees doing airport screening. I know
there are some who think there is
nothing in Government that can be
done correctly. But I say them, that
they should go to ground zero in New
York City, the site of these terrorist
acts, and talk to the firefighters and
law enforcement people. They will then
understand that those Government em-
ployees, those firefighters who lost
their lives, were climbing the stairs of
those twin Trade Towers even as they
were coming down. As that fire broke
out in both buildings and people began
to evacuate those buildings, those fire-
fighters were going up with full
backpacks. People told me—and I read
reports—of seeing firefighters on the
20th floor and the 30th floor, nearly out
of breath, climbing the stairs of those
buildings. Those are public servants
providing a public service that is
unmeasurable in its value to this coun-
try.

So when I hear people talk about
Government workers in a disparaging
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way, I say this: There are a lot of peo-
ple who commit themselves to public
service in this country who, every day
and every way, every hour, protect this
country and stand up for the interests
of this country. Yes, I'm describing the
firefighters of New York, and the law
enforcement folks in New York and
New Jersey and the surrounding re-
gion, but this public service also occurs
in every community across this coun-
try, every single day.

The Senator from South Carolina has
proposed, and I support, the notion
that at the 100 largest airports in this
country we federalize the screeners
who are screening baggage so that they
are following national standards and
national training guidelines. It makes
great sense to me. And with respect to
the other airports, I believe the Sen-
ator proposed that local airports could
contract with law enforcement officials
and others to do the same thing.

But it seems to me that—I guess I
will ask the Senator this question, fi-
nally, that we are hung up on this issue
at this moment: The issue of aviation
security is of paramount importance to
this country. Why? Because some peo-
ple don’t like the notion that we would
replace the big companies that have
now contracted to provide this serv-
ice—service where inspector after in-
spector has shown us you can drive a
truck through the holes in the service.
They decide: We don’t want to do it.
Therefore, we will hold up the legisla-
tion and not allow it to continue.

How long, I ask the Senator, have we
been held up on the floor of the Senate
by this ideology that says we won’t
allow there to be Federal screeners at
the Nation’s largest airports? How
long?

Mr. HOLLINGS. We are into the fifth
week. We are into the fifth week since
the attacks. We immediately held
these hearings, and I called the distin-
guished Secretary of Transportation
the week of this occurrence. It was on
the following Thursday immediately
after September 11th. I said: I am going
to set this hearing up. I said: You can
enhance cockpit security by installing
reinforced cockpit doors. We found in
Israel that once you secure that cock-
pit—and Boeing said they could ret-
rofit doors immediately in the next 2
to 3 weeks, and then they will have a
more secure door. They have a retrofit
package for the planes right now, and
if you and I were head of an airline, we
would immediately require this for the
security of our pilots.

We want pilots to fly, not fight. Once
they secure that door, then you do not
have disturbed individuals storming
that door as we had on that Los Ange-
les to Chicago flight. That ends hijack-
ing for all intents and purposes, be-
cause never again can they use an air
flight as a weapon of mass destruction.

I do not want to pass up the elo-
quence of the observation of the Sen-
ator with respect to these firefighters.
They are the best in the world. They
are not paid enough. They are working
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extra hours, and they were willing, as
the Senator says, to give their life to
try to save those lives while the build-
ing was coming down. They thought
there could be a chance they would
save a life or two, and they were going
up those steps. That is fixed in my
mind.

We should be ashamed of ourselves
for delaying this bill. We get all boiled
up about procedure. We have to move
now. Once we moved 97 to 0 to cloture,
we need to go ahead to the bill itself.
Why are we not debating the bill this
afternoon and passing it tonight?

There are two or three amendments.
Let us vote on those amendments.
They could be just ideas. We are not
hard and fast, except on one thing, and
that is to get airport security. Yes,
there is flexibility in the bill. We live
in the real world.

Take small, rural airports such as at
Bamberg and Orangeburg, SC. They are
not used to having the federalization of
the system, but we have to have the
Federal standards for inspections to
make certain they have airport secu-
rity. We do not want a plane coming
from, say, Bamberg to fly into Char-
lotte and then the passengers get off,
never having been checked properly, to
come into Washington, never having
had the proper security check.

So that is a lesson I learned from El
Al, the Israeli security agents, and the
chief pilot at El1 Al. He told me, for ex-
ample, once that cockpit door was
closed, they could be assaulting his
wife in the cabin, but he does not open
the door. That is why, when they heard
this Russian plane that had come out
of Israel exploded and went down into
the Black Sea last weekend, they knew
immediately it was not from a bomb,
because for 30 years they have known
they are not going to get anywhere.
They are still investigating the possi-
bility that a Ukrainian missile gone
astray may have caused the crash.
They might start a fight and hurt, say,
5 people, but not 5,000. But the pilot
immediately lands and already has law
enforcement waiting to take over.

The rule used to be—and I guess still
is unless that FAA is getting going—if
I am the pilot and you come forward
and say, this is a hijacking and I want
to go to Havana, Cuba, you say, oh,
yves, I always wanted to go to Cuba;
let’s all go to Havana, wonderful, yes—
just go wherever the hijacker wants
and get it down and then let law en-
forcement come.

No, the rule has changed and ought
to have been changed 3 weeks ago, and
they are still dillying around won-
dering about contractors and the em-
ployees.

I actually had a meeting with the
transportation officials, and they were
talking about 9 months to a year to get
this thing done. Absolutely ludicrous.
We are in an emergency situation. We
have men committed in battle, putting
their lives on the line, and we are talk-
ing about maybe securing our airlines
in a year’s time even though we have
already sent $15 billion to the airlines.
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Mr. DORGAN. Will the Senator yield
further for a question?

Mr. HOLLINGS. Yes.

Mr. DORGAN. I do not mean to inter-
rupt the Senator, but I was inspired lis-
tening to his discussion and I want to
make a couple of additional comments,
concluding with a question.

It is not unusual for politicians to
compliment themselves, but the Sen-
ator from South Carolina is not some-
one who would ever do that. So let me
pay a compliment to Senator HOLLINGS
and also to Senator McCAIN. The Sen-
ator has brought a bill to this Chamber
that makes good sense. He worked on
this legislation in a manner of devel-
oping a consensus, worked in a bipar-
tisan way, brought a bill in a very
timely manner, and then, as the Sen-
ator from South Carolina has said, it
has been hung up now for some weeks.

It is inexplicable that in a time of na-
tional emergency—and it is that, not
just with respect to national security
issues but also with respect to this
economy—it is inexplicable that there
is, among some, business as usual in
the Senate. This is not business as
usual. In my judgment, it ought to be
a circumstance where, if someone dis-
agrees with what Senator HOLLINGS
and Senator MCCAIN have brought to
the floor, then by all means offer an
amendment, make their best case and
try to strip it out.

Mr. HOLLINGS. Right.

Mr. DORGAN. Have a record vote and
strip it out.

As I understand the circumstances,
those with whom the Senator disagrees
at this point, they are content just pre-
venting the Senator from considering
this bill because they do not want to
have a vote. They will lose the vote,
and lose the vote by a fairly large mar-
gin.

Will the Senator from South Carolina
agree with that assessment?

Mr. HOLLINGS. I agree with that as-
sessment, and part of that assessment
should go right to the lobbyists. This is
actually a headline: Airport firms form
alliance. Well, they did not form an al-
liance for safety or security. They
formed an alliance to feather their own
nests. They are not interested in secu-
rity, and that is what the hold-up is
over with that political stand-off of
“get rid of the Government.” They are
thinking about their reelection cam-
paigns next year. They are not think-
ing about the security of airline travel
in America, I can say that.

Mr. DORGAN. Will the Senator yield
one final time for a question? I deeply
appreciate his indulgence.

The reason this is important, aside
from basic safety, which I think is
paramount, is the airline industry and
commercial aviation are critically im-
portant to this country’s economy.
Prior to September 11 our economy was
very soft, and the airline industry as a
leading economic indicator was hem-
orrhaging in red ink going into Sep-
tember 11. Then the Government shut
down the entire commercial aviation
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sector, just shut it down completely.
Now that it has begun to start up once
again, people are leery, are worrying
about whether or not they want to get
back on an airplane. People are cancel-
ling trips. They are cancelling con-
ferences.

The thing is, Government has the ob-
ligation to say to those people who
have images in their head of an air-
plane crashing into a trade tower over
and over again, we have a responsi-
bility to say to people we are taking ef-
fective, decisive, and immediate action
to deal with security on commercial
airliners in this country, and that is
why there is this urgency.

Yes, it is about this industry, but
even more so it is about this economy.
It is important that we do this, that we
do it right, and that we do it imme-
diately.

Let me again say I think the leader-
ship of the Senator and the leadership
of Senator MCCAIN is something all of
us should cherish, and I hope we can
get to this bill and get it moving, have
the votes, and pass this legislation. I
support what the Senator is doing.

Mr. HOLLINGS. I thank the distin-
guished Senator. It is proper to men-
tion the leadership of Senator MCCAIN,
Senator KAY BAILEY HUTCHISON of
Texas, Senator CONRAD BURNS of Mon-
tana, Senator OLYMPIA SNOWE of
Maine, and it has been bipartisan; this
was not a partisan approach.

We have tried over the past 15 years
to set professional standards for airline
security, more hours of training, more
supervision. But even with all of the
contract standards, with all the train-
ing, with all the supervision, they are
falsifying the records and putting peo-
ple with criminal records in as the
screeners, and they say: Let us keep
doing it. Give us some more standards.
Give us some more training. Come on.

Mr. REID. Will the Senator yield for
a question?

Mr. HOLLINGS. Yes, sir.

Mr. REID. I recognize the Senator is
not talking about contracting out, but
the Senator mentioned contracting
out, and I am an opponent of con-
tracting out. I have seen what it has
done to Federal installations in the
State of Nevada where these outside
contractors come in and say, we will
give you a real good deal, and they give
a contract this year, and the next year
it goes up and up and up, where we
would have been better off sticking
with Government in the first place.

So I thank the Senator from South
Carolina very much for bringing to the
attention of the American public the
fact we have to federalize the safety of
these airplanes and to also alert the
American public that contracting out
is not a panacea for good government.

Mr. HOLLINGS. That is right. We
want those in charge of security to
have their minds set on just that, not
the bottom line, not the profit. We are
going to do the oversight. We will look
and see whether there is any fat, or
anything else of that kind. The truth

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

of the matter is, we have to have ac-
countability. The only way to do it
now is to fix it. Don’t have some secu-
rity measures over here, some over
there, and then not check in there.

If you go to the onion ring security
structure of the Israel Security Agency
and El Al, the Israeli airline, you can
see exactly you can’t have any gaps.
They start with the outer perimeter of
intelligence. Incidentally, Senator,
when I mention intelligence, harken
the New York Times article by Bobby
Inman, Admiral Inman, former head of
the CIA, which recounts how our intel-
ligence went down, down, down, was in-
adequate, and brought about—indi-
rectly, obviously—these September 11
attacks. It never could have occurred if
we had the intelligence agents like be-
fore.

I became involved in intelligence
matters under the Hoover Commission
in 1954. We had McCarthy running
around about security. So President
Eisenhower appointed the commission
on the reorganization of the executive
branch under former President Herbert
Hoover. I served as one of the six mem-
bers of that task force going into the
CIA, Army, Navy, air intelligence, se-
curity, Secret Service, special clear-
ance, atomic energy. At that time we
had the entire sphere of security and
intelligence. Under Alan Dulles we had
a real outfit, but it has gone down,
down, down with respect to high, high
costs of technology. And the tech-
nology is so amazing to you and me
that we can see this and recognize
that. We collect as much intelligence
information as they have in the Li-
brary of Congress, perhaps, every day.
But nobody looks at it, they just say:
Oh, look at all the information we are
getting.

In addition to that, when they are
talking about analysts, we want some-
thing to look at, but we don’t want too
much analysis. They have General
Scwharzkopf on TV. All weekend he
was on the TV. I will never forget the
briefing he gave us when he returned
from Desert Storm. He told a Defense
Appropriations Subcommittee that CIA
analysts rounded the edges, they cut
the corners, they protected their back-
sides. When I got it—I am going to use
the word he used—it was ‘“‘mush.” He
said it was of no value, it was mush. I
had to go to my pilots in order to get
the intelligence and find out how I
could move forward.

Now that is what we have been limp-
ing along with. It is our fault. There is
no question about it. But read what
Bobby Inman said. The intelligence is
starting at the outer perimeter of a se-
curity system. The intelligence is
keyed on not just the screener, but
when they get to the departure gate, to
the pilots, to the marshals on that
plane and everything else. And it is not
a one-way feed. It is back and forth, all
the time. You know somebody is not
going to come through with a knife or
a gun. The entire airport is a screening
place now.
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All we do, the Senator and I, we get
our ticket to go down to Miami. The
agent says here is your ticket; you
have seat 9A. So I call my friend who
has been out there for 2 years working
on the tarmac. He knows when I call,
that is the signal. I will take the 12
o’clock flight, 9A, to Miami. He is out
there and he goes to seat 9A and tapes
a pistol or tapes a box cutter or what-
ever else they are using. Or you don’t
have to wait, just go to the counter and
you get your seat assignment. Then
you just drift around in the crowd. You
have already alerted your friend on the
tarmac and you are by the window and
give the signal, 9A, and he puts a weap-
on under the seat.

You have to check and have absolute
security, not just for screeners but
with the person who vacuums the
plane. You have the marshals. They
come in and they check those things.
They don’t take their seat and wait for
a hijacking, just sitting there eating
and drinking. They are alert and know
exactly what they are looking for.
They look for suspicious actions and
reactions on the plane by any of the
passengers. They know what to look
for. We have to get serious about secu-
rity because it comes right down to the
aircraft.

As I pointed out, once you secure
that door, that for all intents and pur-
poses ends the hijacking of commercial
flights. But since they have been flying
planes, I don’t know how we control
private flight.

There are many more opportunities
for terrorism beyond airlines. But once
we secure airlines, we can try to get
some of the other things done on the
railroads, on the seaports, that the
Senator from Florida and his senior
colleague, Senator GRAHAM, have been
pointing out for years. In fact, we have
the bill on the calendar, seaport secu-
rity. They can take one of those con-
tainers which is hardly looked at, bring
it into New Jersey, and drive it down
to Times Square and have the con-
tainer full of anthrax, 40,000 pounds.

There can be all kinds of acts of ter-
rorism. This thing is not the 100-yard
dash. It is the endurance contest. We
have to endure, sober up and get seri-
ous. We need to cut out all of our re-
election concerns about what we prom-
ised to do in getting rid of the Govern-
ment and that kind of thing. We are
elected by the people to make the Gov-
ernment work, and work efficiently
and economically.

By the way, this is paid for, Senator.
That is the genius of this. All you have
to do is put $2.50 or $3 and we are argu-
ing that backwards and forwards, but
we will get the amount, and that will
take care of all the screeners, make
sure every bag has gone through the
screener. If I go through now and take
a bag—they just put out the rule I can-
not take but one—but a bag goes
through the screener. Why let baggage
that goes into the cargo be different?
All of the cargo should be screened, air
marshals on all of these flights, par-
ticularly cross-country and down to
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Florida, up and down the seaboard, up
and down California, and across the
country. We have to have those mar-
shals on the plane. Once they know
that, America comes back again.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HOLLINGS. I am happy to yield.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. The Senator
has been a great inspiration to me and
all the members of the Commerce Com-
mittee which he chairs. What a great
inspiration it is to see on matters of
grave national importance that the
Senator, as chairman, and the ranking
member, Senator MCCAIN, work so
closely together. I want the Senator to
know that observation comes from
many Members.

What troubles me is that certain
Members of this Chamber, for either
ideological reasons or for partisan rea-
sons or for parochial reasons, would
not recognize what the chairman of the
Commerce Committee and the leader-
ship is saying, how important to the
national defense of this country it is to
produce legislation on airline security
so that the American people believe we
are following through on a promise we
made to them so they will be encour-
aged to get back on the airlines and
start flying. This will help all of the
collateral industries such as car rental
companies, such as hotels, such as res-
taurants, tourism destinations, and so
forth.

As we say in the South, it is just be-

yond me——

Mr. HOLLINGS. It is beyond this
Senator.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. That we

would have people hold up this legisla-
tion, cause us to have 30 hours of de-
bate not on the bill but just on a mo-
tion to proceed to get to the bill. The
big hangup is over federalizing the air-
line passenger screeners.

Mr. HOLLINGS. Right.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Everybody
in America wants the most proficient,
the most trained, the most expert, and
well-paid people doing the adequate
and professional and thorough job of
screening people when they go through
those checkpoints. If that means fed-
eralizing, then we ought to be getting
about the business of the American
public and passing this legislation and
moving it.

I want to add a comment and also an-
other compliment to the Senator, our
chairman. Over the weekend I visited
two ports in Florida. I visited, on Fri-
day, the Port of Pensacola. In the
warehouse there, I found a huge load of
sacked flour that was going to
Tadzhikistan. Fortunately, those 100-
pound sacks of flour were red, white,
and blue so people would know where it
was coming from—the USA.

That is what we need to do if we are
going to try to win the hearts and
minds of people as we have had such
tremendous success doing in North
Korea, a Communist dictatorship. The
food we have sent in there is in these
red, white, and blue sacks so people
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know where it is coming from—the
USA. So I was very gratified to see
that.

But when I went to the Port of Pen-
sacola on Friday and the Port of Jack-
sonville yesterday, Monday, it was to
talk about security and to talk about
the bill the Senator had passed out of
committee on September 14 and the
amendment that he intends to add, in-
creasing the amount available, both in
grants and in loan guarantees, for the
300 ports that we have in this country
in order for them to upgrade security
because, if we are looking at vulner-
ability, where a terrorist might attack,
clearly a port—whether it be a cruise
ship or whether it be a commercial ship
with a precious cargo or whether it be
a port colocated with a military facil-
ity or, in the case of the Port of Pensa-
cola, where they would be responsible
for loading and unloading military
equipment—not for the Pensacola
Naval Air Station but for Hurlburt Air
Force Base, which is the head of the
Air Force Special Operations Com-
mand—be it any of those particular
roles that a port plays, we have to up-
grade security there.

I thank our chairman for his leader-
ship. Wouldn’t it be nice to get to the
port security bill, if we could get
through the airline security bill?

Mr. HOLLINGS. Exactly. Exactly.
We are bogged down in here and they
all seem to be enjoying it. I do not un-
derstand.

I understand you have to be consid-
erate. We are not ramming anything.
We do not want to, for example, ram
this bill through the House. They are
going to have their say, and they do
have their say. But heavens above, let’s
move it over to them so they can have
their say.

We want to be considerate—and you
have been too generous to me. The
point is with respect to seaports, 9 out
of 10 containers coming in are not even
looked at. If Senator NELSON and Sen-
ator HOLLINGS wanted to get into the
drug business down in Colombia, we
would fill up 10 containers full of co-
caine and send it in. I can tell you
right now, you have 9 of them that
would go through and we would have
made a fortune. We don’t mind one get-
ting caught; that is the name of the
game.

What they have been trying to do is
brag how fast they could move cargo
through. Up there in New Jersey they
not only go to the port, then they go to
a staging area 25 miles farther. In be-
tween the time they go from the port,
actual dock to the 25-mile site, some of
them, they never see those trucks
again. They don’t know where they
went or whatever happened to them.
They just do not show up for the in-
spections.

The DEA says, no, it is the Customs’
fault. Customs say, no, it is the port’s
fault. The port says, no, it is the Coast
Guard’s fault. The Coast Guard says
you are running the port and you are in
charge. But no one is in charge. That is
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where we have had it with these con-
tractors.

We are not going to give this the run-
around. We are going to fix this respon-
sibility once and for all. With the sea-
ports, under the law, the captain of the
port is the responsible officer. You can-
not just put in one bill and wave a
wand and all of a sudden you have se-
curity. You have to give them time and
money and let them change the culture
and get in step. Labor is absolutely
concerned about background checks of
those working the docks, just as they
were in El1 Al. They had trouble, the El
Al security people and the El1 Al chief
pilot said, yes, we had problems too
with labor, and we finally got past that
and everybody is subject to these back-
ground checks and periodic spot checks
for security.

When you mention FAA—and that is
one of the reasons we put it under a
Deputy Secretary of Transportation
and not under the FAA—last week I
had the distinction of meeting, if you
please, with the former chairman, on
the House side, of the Transportation
Appropriations Committee of FAA. He
told me some of the horror stories. For
spot checks he had the individual given
the pictures and told: We are going to
make spot checks down in Florida next
week, so you go to these particular air-
lines and show them the pictures be-
cause these are the fellows coming
through making the spot checks.

That is how incestuous the FAA has
become. That is why the airlines con-
tinue to say they want to be able to
provide the money.

No, no, they are going to be Federal
employees with Federal pay. It is going
to be subject to appropriations. Why?
Because we know already, under the
Airport and Airways Improvement Act,
we owe them $15 billion because you
and I and the Government have been
using that $15 billion to balance the
budget, to cut the deficits down and
try to get surpluses. We have not given
them airport security. We have not
given them airport improvements.

So when we look at this, our distin-
guished colleague and friend, the Sen-
ator from the State of Washington,
Mrs. MURRAY—she has that committee.
She is going to have the oversight.
With Senator BYRD, the full committee
chairman, along with Senator STE-
VENS, the ranking member, we are
going to have it subject to appropria-
tions.

The gamesmanship is stopped. We
have gotten dead serious about this sit-
uation. We are going to fix the respon-
sibility and have accountability, ac-
countability, accountability.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent I be rec-
ognized to speak as in morning busi-
ness, and the time I consume be count-
ed against the 30 hours of postcloture
debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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(The remarks of Mr. NELSON of Flor-
ida are printed in today’s RECORD
under ‘“‘Morning Business’’)

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-

dent, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

THE WORDS OF GORDON
HINCKLEY

Mr. REID. Mr. President, every 6
months the Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-Day Saints, referred to as the
Mormon Church, has a semiannual con-
ference. Every 6 months, for 3 days, the
leaders of the church get together and
those people who are members of the
church come to Salt Lake City to the
relatively new auditorium which holds
approximately 22,000 people. It is
broadcast and telecast around the
world to 11 million members of the
church.

The reason I come to the floor today
is to read to the Senate a few select
paragraphs from a statement that was
given by the president of the church, a
92-year-old man by the name of Gordon
Hinckley.

I will ask unanimous consent at the
appropriate time to have the full state-
ment printed in the RECORD.

His statement started with
words:

I have just been handed a note that says a
U.S. missile attack is underway.

Keep in mind that this is being tele-
cast to 11 million members of the
church and millions of others who are
watching.

He went on to say:

You are all acutely aware of the events of
September 11, less than a month ago. Out of
that vicious and ugly attack we are plunged
into a state of war. It is the first war of the
21st century. The last century has been de-
scribed as the most war-torn in human his-
tory. Now we are off on another dangerous
undertaking, the unfolding of which and the
end thereof we do not know.

For the first time since we became a na-
tion, the United States has been seriously
attacked on its mainland soil. But this was
not an attack on the United States alone. It
was an attack on men and nations of good
will everywhere. It was well-planned, boldly
executed, and the results were disastrous. It
is estimated that more than 5,000 innocent
people died. Among these were many from
other nations. It was cruel and cunning, an
act of consummate evil.

Skipping a couple of paragraphs, he
went on to say:

Now we are at war. Great forces are being
mobilized and will continue to be. Political
alliances are being forged. We do not know
how long this conflict will last. We do not
know what it will cost in lives and treasure.
We do not know the manner in which it will
be carried out. It could impact the work of
the Church in various ways.

the
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Skipping again a couple of para-
graphs, President Hinckley went on to
say:

Those of us who are American citizens
stand solidly with the President of our na-
tion. The terrible forces of evil must be con-
fronted and held accountable for their ac-
tions. This is not a matter of Christian
against Muslim. I am pleased to see that
food is being dropped to the hungry people of
a target nation. We value our Muslim neigh-
bors across the world and hope that those
who live by the tenets of their faith will not
suffer. I ask particularly that our own people
do not become a party in any way to the per-
secution of the innocent. Rather, let us be
friendly and helpful, protective and sup-
portive. It is the terrorist organizations that
must be ferreted out and brought down.

Skipping two paragraphs, he went on
to say:

On the Larry King television broadcast the
other night I was asked what I think of those
who, in the name of their religion, carry out
such infamous activities. I replied, ‘‘Religion
offers no shield for wickedness, for evil, for
those kinds of things. The God in whom I be-
lieve does not foster this kind of action. He
is a God of mercy. He is a God of love. He is
God of peace and reassurance, and I look to
Him in times such as this as a comfort and
a source of strength.”

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the full statement of Gordon
B. Hinckley be printed in the RECORD,
with the understanding that his state-
ment is one that lays out what most
Americans believe: that we are in a
time of trouble; that there are things
we can do as Americans to respond.
But the most important thing we can
do to respond is to treat our fellow
man with the Golden Rule: Do unto
others as you would have them do unto
you; be Kkind, thoughtful, and consid-
erate to those you come in contact
with on a daily basis. This is the most
important thing we can do to thwart
the actions of these terrible people who
did these terrible, evil deeds on Sep-
tember 11.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

THE TIMES IN WHICH WE LIVE

(By President Gordon B. Hinckley of the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints)

My beloved brethren and sisters, I accept
this opportunity in humility. I pray that I
may be guided by the Spirit of the Lord in
that which I say.

I have just been handed a note that says a
U.S. missile attack is under way.

I need not remind you that we live in per-
ilous times. I desire to speak concerning
these times and our circumstances as mem-
bers of this Church.

You are all acutely aware of the events of
September 11, less than a month ago. Out of
that vicious and ugly attack we are plunged
into a state of war. It is the first war of the
21st century. The last century has been de-
scribed as the most war-torn in human his-
tory. Now we are off on another dangerous
undertaking, the unfolding of which and the
end thereof we do not know.

For the first time since we became a na-
tion, the United States has been seriously
attacked on its mainland soil. But this was
not an attack on the United States alone. It
was an attack on men and nations of good
will everywhere. It was well-planned, boldly
executed, and the results were disastrous. It
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is estimated that more than 5,000 innocent
people died. Among these were many from
other nations. It was cruel and cunning, an
act of consummate evil.

Recently, in company with a few national
religious leaders, I was invited to the White
House to meet with the President. In talking
to us he was frank and straightforward.

That same evening he spoke to the Con-
gress and the nation in unmistakable lan-
guage concerning the resolve of America and
its friends to hunt down the terrorists who
were responsible for the planning of this ter-
rible thing and any who harbored such.

Now we are at war. Great forces are being
mobilized and will continue to be. Political
alliances are being forged. We do not know
how long this conflict will last. We do not
know what it will cost in lives and treasure.
We do not know the manner in which it will
be carried out. It could impact the work of
the Church in various ways.

Our national economy has been made to
suffer. It was already in trouble, and this has
compounded the problem. Many are losing
their employment. Among our own people
this could affect Welfare needs, and also the
tithing of the Church. It could affect our
missionary program.

We are now a global organization. We have
members in more than 150 nations. Admin-
istering this vast worldwide program could
conceivably become more difficult.

Those of us who are American citizens
stand solidly with the President of our na-
tion. The terrible forces of evil must be con-
fronted and held accountable for their ac-
tions. This is not a matter of Christian
against Muslim. I am pleased to see that
food is being dropped to the hungry people of
a target nation. We value our Muslim neigh-
bors across the world and hope that those
who live by the tenets of their faith will not
suffer. I ask particularly that our own people
do not become a party in any way to the per-
secution of the innocent. Rather, let us be
friendly and helpful, protective and sup-
portive. It is the terrorist organizations that
must be ferreted out and brought down.

We of this Church know something of such
groups. The Book of Mormon speaks of the
Gadianton Robbers, a vicious, oath-bound,
and secret organization bent on evil and de-
struction. In their day they did all in their
power, by whatever means available, to bring
down the Church, to woo the people with
sophistry, and to take control of the society.
We see the same thing in the present situa-
tion.

We are people of peace. We are followers of
the Christ who was and is the Prince of
Peace. But there are times when we must
stand up for right and decency, for freedom
and civilization, just as Moroni rallied his
people in his day to the defense of their
wives, their children, and the cause of lib-
erty.

On the Larry King television broadcast the
other night I was asked what I think of those
who, in the name of their religion, carry out
such infamous activities. I replied, ‘‘Religion
offers no shield for wickedness, for evil, for
those kinds of things. The God in whom I be-
lieve does not foster this kind of action. He
is a God of mercy. He is a God of love. He is
God of peace and reassurance, and I look to
Him in times such as this as a comfort and
a source of strength.”

Members of the Church in this and other
nations are not involved with many others in
a great international undertaking. On tele-
vision we see those of the military leaving
their loved ones, knowing not whether they
will return. It is affecting the homes of our
people. Unitedly, as a Church, we must get
on our knees and invoke the powers of the
Almighty in behalf of those who will carry
the burdens of this campaign.
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No one knows how long it will last. No one
knows precisely where it will be fought.

No one knows what it may entail before it
is over. We have launched an undertaking
the size and nature of which we cannot see at
this time.

Occasions of this kind pull us up sharply to
a realization that life is fragile, peace is
fragile, civilization itself is fragile. The
economy is particularly vulnerable. We have
been counseled again and again concerning
self-reliance, concerning debt, concerning
thrift.

So many of our people are heavily in debt
for things that are not entirely necessary.
When I was a young man, my father coun-
seled me to build a modest home, sufficient
for the needs of my family, and make it
beautiful and attractive and pleasant and se-
cure. He counseled me to pay off the mort-
gage as quickly as I could so that come what
may there would be a roof over the heads of
my wife and children. I was reared on that
kind of doctrine. I urge you as members of
this Church to get free of debt where pos-
sible, and to have a little laid aside against
a rainy day.

We cannot provide against every contin-
gency. But we can provide against many con-
tingencies. Let the present situation remind
us that this we should do.

As we have been continuously counseled
for more that 60 years, let us have some food
set aside that would sustain us for a time in
case of need. But let us not panic nor go to
extremes. Let us be prudent in every respect.
And above all, my brothers and sisters, let us
move forward with faith in the Living God
and His Beloved Son.

Great are the promises concerning this
land of America. We are told unequivocally
that it is a ‘‘choice land and whatsoever na-
tion shall possess it shall be free from bond-
age, and from captivity, and from all other
nations under heaven, if they will but serve
the God of the land, who is Jesus Christ”
(Ether 2:12). This is the crus of the entire
matter-obedience to the commandments of
God.

The Constitution under which we live and
which has not only blessed us but has be-
come a model for other constitutions, is our
God-inspired national safeguard ensuring
freedom and liberty, justice and equality be-
fore the law.

I do not know what the future holds. I do
not wish to sound negative, but I wish to re-
mind you of the warnings of scripture and
the teachings of the prophets which we have
had constantly before us.

I cannot forget the great lesson of Phar-
aoh’s dream of the fat and lean kine, and of
the full and withered stalks of corn.

I cannot dismiss from my mind the grim
warnings of the Lord as set forth in the 24th
chapter of Matthew.

I am familiar, as are you, with the declara-
tions of modern revelation that the time will
come when the earth will be cleansed and
there will be indescribable distress, with
weeping, and mourning, and lamentation
(see D&C 112:24).

Now, I do not wish to be an alarmist. I do
not wish to be a prophet of doom. I am opti-
mistic. I do not believe that the time is here
when an all-consuming calamity will over-
take us. I earnestly pray that it may not.
There is so much of the Lord’s work yet to
be done. We and our children after us, must
do it.

I can assure you that we who are respon-
sible for the management of the affairs of
the Church will be prudent and careful as we
have tried to be in the past. The tithes of the
Church are sacred. They are appropriated in
the manner set forth by the Lord Himself.

We have become a very large and complex
organization. We carry on many extensive
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and costly programs. But I can assure you
that we will not exceed our income. We will
not place the Church in debt. We will tailor
what we do to the resources that are avail-
able.

How grateful I am for the law of tithing. It
is the Lord’s law of finance. It is set forth in
a few words in the 119th section of the Doc-
trine and Covenants. It comes of His wisdom.
To every man and woman, to every boy and
girl, to every child in this Church who pays
an honest tithing, be it large or small, I ex-
press gratitude for the faith that is in your
hearts. I remind you, and those who do not
pay tithing but who should, that the Lord
has promised marvelous blessings (see
Malachi 3:10-12). He has also promised that
“‘he that is tithed shall not be burned at his
coming”’ (D&C 64:23).

I express appreciation to those who pay a
fast offering. This costs the giver nothing
other than going without two meals a
month. It becomes the backbone of our Wel-
fare Program, designed to assist those in dis-
tress.

Now, all of us know that war, contention,
hatred, suffering of the worst kind are not
new. The conflict we see today is but another
expression of the conflict that began with
the war in heaven. I quote from the book of
Revelation:

““And there was war in heaven: Michael and
his angels fought against the dragon; and the
dragon fought and his angels,

‘“‘And prevailed not, neither was their place
found anymore in heaven.

‘“And the great dragon was cast out, that
old serpent, call the Devil, and Satan, which
deceiveth the whole world: he was cast out
into the earth, and his angels were cast out
with him.

‘““And I heard a loud voice saying in heav-
en, Now is come salvation, and strength, and
the kingdom of our God, and the power of his
Christ”’ (Rev. 12:7-10).

That must have been a terrible conflict.
The forces of evil were pitted against the
forces of good. The great deceiver, the son of
the morning, was defeated and banished, and
took with him a third of the hosts of heaven.

The Book of Moses and the Book of Abra-
ham shed further light concerning this great
contest. Satan would have taken from man
his agency and taken unto himself all credit
and honor and glory. Opposed to this was the
plan of the Father which the Son said He
would fulfill, under which He came to earth
and gave His life to atone for the sins of
mankind.

From the day of Cain to the present, the
adversary has been the great mastermind of
the terrible conflicts that have brought so
much suffering.

Treachery and terrorism began with him.
And they will continue until the Son of God
returns to rule and reign with peace and
righteousness among the sons and daughters
of God.

Through centuries of time, men and
women, so very, very many, have lived and
died. Some may die in the conflict that lies
ahead. To us, and we bear solemn testimony
of this, death will not be the end. There is
life beyond this as surely as there is life
here. Through the great plan which became
the very issue of the war in heaven, men
shall go on living.

Job asked, “If a man die, shall he live
again?’’ (Job 14:14).

He replied:

“For I know that my redeemer liveth, and
that he shall stand at the latter day upon
the earth:

‘“‘And though after my skin worms destroy
this body, yet in my flesh shall I see God:

“Whom I shall see for myself, and mine
eyes shall behold, and not another’” (Job
19:25-27).
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Now, brothers and sisters, we must do our
duty whatever that duty might be. Peace
may be denied for a season. Some of our lib-
erties may be curtailed. We may be incon-
venienced. We may even be called on to suf-
fer in one way or another. But God our Eter-
nal Father will watch over this nation and
all of the civilized world who look to Him.
He has declared: ‘‘Blessed is the nation
whose God is the Lord” (Psalms 33:12). Our
safety lies in repentance. Our strength comes
of obedience to the commandments of God.

Let us be prayerful. Let us pray for right-
eousness. Let us pray for the forces of good.
Let us reach out to help men and women of
good will whatever their religious persuasion
and wherever they live. Let us stand firm
against evil, both at home and abroad. Let
us live worthy of the blessings of heaven, re-
forming our lives where necessary, and look-
ing to Him, the Father of us all. He has said:
“Be still, and know that I am God” (Psalms
46:10).

Are these perilous times? They are. But
there is no need to fear. We can have peace
in our hearts and peace in our homes. We can
be in influence for good in this world, every
one of us.

May the God of heaven, the Almighty,
bless us, help us, as we walk our various
ways in the uncertain days that lie ahead.
May we look to Him with unfailing faith.
May we worthily place our reliance on His
Beloved Son who is our great Redeemer,
whether it be in life or in death, is my prayer
in His Holy Name, even the name of Jesus
Christ, Amen.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana.

AVIATION SECURITY ACT

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, we have
been talking about aviation security.
While the chairman of the Commerce
Committee is still in the Chamber, I
want to get a few things straight. The
amendment that is hanging out there
for this piece of legislation has nothing
to do with airport security—nothing.
In all other parts of the debate, we are
so close to agreement it is unbeliev-
able. And those areas can be ironed
out.

I am one, as the chairman knows,
who has an amendment that would put
the authority of airport security under
the Justice Department. There is a
very good reason for that. The model is
already in front of us.

The Attorney General can either
have the Marshals Service or the FBI,
whichever, put them in charge of air-
port security, and then give them the
leeway if they wanted to contract
using their standards and their clear-
ance, making sure, I would imagine,
that the people who work as screeners
or baggage handlers or with the cargo
could stand the scrutiny of a security
clearance.

The chairman of the Commerce Com-
mittee, and rightly so, invited mem-
bers of El1 Al’s security team in to visit
with us. We sat there and listened to
them. I was impressed with what they
did. I think the Senator would have to
admit that. But they only have 31 air-
planes. They have 7,000 employees, and
1,500 of them are security people. They
do nothing but security.

There is a bright line between those
people who fly them, those people who
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load them, those people who refuel
them, those people in checkout areas,
or check-in areas, and baggage areas—
they know what they are supposed to
do—but there is a bright line on their
security. One person is in charge of se-
curity.

Those areas the Senator mentioned a
while ago—passenger lists and intel-
ligence, the airport, the periphery out-
side, the check-in area, the departure
gate, cargo, the aircraft—you get down
to the little bottom part of it that
says: Aircraft. Above that is where it
parks. We know those areas. And they
can be supervised by people who under-
stand restricted areas, restricted cargo,
the movement of contraband, and un-
derstand passenger lists and intel-
ligence. And that is Justice. That is
where it is at. So we can agree on that,
I am sure, before it is all over.

But that is what we have to do. This
debate is right on target, I say to the
Senator. And I do not know what the
House wants. I have no idea. They have
not told anybody. I do not know what
they want or what they do not want.

But I think it is incumbent on us and
the chairman of the Commerce Com-
mittee, through his leadership, that we
get a bill out of this Senate this week
and also probably an antiterrorism bill,
too. We can agree on those things.

But make no mistake about it; what
is continuing this debate, which I
doubt continues past tomorrow, is an
amendment that is hanging out there
that has nothing to do with airport se-
curity.

What we have to be very careful
about—and I think there are a couple
others, but those areas can be worked
out. We can negotiate those out. I am
satisfied with them because nobody un-
derstands justice any better than our
chairman. He chairs the appropriations
subcommittee that gives them their
money. He understands that. And I am
willing to work with my chairman to
make sure that we make this as suit-
able as possible.

But what I think I want to do, I want
to make a bright line of authority, ac-
countability, and responsibility be-
cause we are in war. Why am I ada-
mant about this? It is very simple. Ap-
proximately 6,000 people died Sep-
tember 11. That is an astounding figure
to me, astounding. And the system we
were using had a soft point. It did not
work.

So what I am saying is this: Give au-
thority where there is accountability
and responsibility and also a presence
that is trusted by the American people
so they feel confident, safe, and secure
when they fly.

Mr. HOLLINGS. Will
guished Senator yield?

Mr. BURNS. I certainly will.

Mr. HOLLINGS. Mr. President, I
thank the Senator from Montana. He
has been the most diligent of all. He
has been to every one of the hearings,
all the briefings with El Al, and has
been a wonderful supporter to get re-
sponsibility fixed. That has been his

the distin-
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theme. And whether we do it in Justice
or whether we do it in Transportation,
or wherever, I always tended toward
trying to get it done. And the White
House wanted it in Transportation.
Transportation has a follow-on with re-
spect to railroads and the seaports. So
I thought the one entity of Transpor-
tation would be it.

But there is tremendous logic in
what the Senator has pointed out. I
cannot thank him enough for his sup-
port, so we can move to let the major-
ity’s will govern.

We ought to be embarrassed. Five
weeks after September 11, and we are
still dillying around, with an empty
Senate Chamber, arguing about maybe
benefits and maybe about the railroads
and maybe about something else.

I am ready to move to this and have
it done and then take up railroads.
Let’s take up the question of the sea-
ports and take up counterterrorism
and all these other measures. But I
think in trying to engineer around and
satisfy this Senator and satisfy that
Senator, we have been doing that for 3
weeks, and we have gotten nowhere.

I thank the Senator for his leader-
ship.

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I thank
the Senator for his time and appreciate
that we quit monkeying around and
that we get it done. But in those areas
that really concern us about airport se-
curity, we are pretty close. We can
agree on that.

So I think we ought to keep our eyes
on the ball, why we are here, what the
legislation is supposed to do, and then
let other issues come up as they shall.
But I think the American people expect
this piece of legislation.

Again, I cannot believe that people
would venture into areas that have
nothing to do with security when basi-
cally we are at war. Nobody under-
stands that in this body today as well
as the man who is the Presiding Offi-
cer, his losing friends, family—maybe
not family but friends. Six thousand
people died on that day. It is time to
quit monkeying around. It is time to
get on with our business.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. STA-
BENOW). The Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. FEINGOLD. Madam President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
S. 1510

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, we
have been negotiating in good faith on
both sides of the aisle all day long. As
you know, there have been Republican
objections to moving directly to the
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airport security bill. We are still in
that postcloture period where the 30
hours are being consumed as we at-
tempt to address the need to move di-
rectly to the bill. Tomorrow at 5
o’clock, we will have that opportunity.
It was my hope, in consultation with
Senator LoOTT, that we could move in
the interim to the counterterrorism
bill. So much work and effort and nego-
tiation has gone into getting us to this
point that it was my hope, in the inter-
est of expediting consideration of this
bill, that we would have the oppor-
tunity to take it up, and it would be
my hope we could take it up tonight,
work through the day tomorrow, and
then have a vote on final passage to-
morrow.

I ask unanimous consent that at 10
o’clock tomorrow, the Senate turn to
consideration of S. 1510, the
antiterrorism bill; that the time be-
tween then and 5 o’clock be equally di-
vided between Senator LEAHY and Sen-
ator HATCH; that the only amendment
in order be a managers’ amendment to
be cleared by both managers, with 30
minutes of Republican time under the
control of Senator SPECTER; that at 5
p.m. tomorrow, the bill be read the
third time, and the Senate vote with-
out any intervening action or debate
on final passage. Further, upon disposi-
tion of S. 15610, the Senate immediately
vote on the motion to proceed to S.
1447.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. FEINGOLD. Reserving the right
to object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin.

Mr. FEINGOLD. I understand and
certainly appreciate the urgency of
this bill. It is very important we give
the Department of Justice and our in-
telligence agencies the tools they need
to combat and prevent terrorism, but
it is also crucial that civil liberties in
this country be preserved. Otherwise, 1
am afraid the terrorists win this battle
without firing another shot.

It is our constitutional duty in this
body to preserve and protect the Con-
stitution of the United States. Our
freedoms in part are what the terror-
ists hate about us. We cannot be ex-
pected to limit those freedoms without
careful study and debate, and I do
know—and the majority leader, of
course, is right—how hard the leaders,
the chairman, and the ranking member
of the Judiciary Committee have been
working on this measure, and I appre-
ciate all they have done. But there has
not been an open process in the Judici-
ary Committee, much less the full Sen-
ate, for Senators to have an oppor-
tunity to raise concerns about how far
this bill goes in giving powers to law
enforcement to wiretap or investigate
law-abiding U.S. citizens.

As of the end of last week, we were
told the bill would probably come up
on Thursday of this week. Today the
request is made to bring it up imme-
diately under extremely restrictive
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terms for debate that would not allow
any opportunity for amendments other
than the one the majority leader men-
tioned.

Senators must have the opportunity
to read and debate this 200-plus page
bill and offer amendments. It does not
have to take weeks or even days, but it
cannot be done before most Senators
have even had a chance to read and un-
derstand the far-reaching changes this
bill makes on our laws.

Madam President, I reserve the right
to object. I do not wish to object, but
in order to give due attention to the se-
rious constitutional issues before us,
and in the interest of moving forward
on this important legislation, I ask
unanimous consent that the leader’s
request be modified to allow this Sen-
ator to offer four relevant amendments
with each to be debated for an hour
equally divided.

Mr. DASCHLE. Will the Senator from
Wisconsin be prepared to insert the
text of the amendments in the RECORD
this evening?

Mr. FEINGOLD. I will not be able to
do it this evening, but I will be able to
do it tomorrow.

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President,
that is exactly the problem we have
had with the Senator from Wisconsin
and others over the course of the last
several days. There is a desire on the
part of Senators to amend the bill but
no amendments are available. I cannot
agree to amendments I have not seen,
obviously, and I think it is asking a
good deal of all the Senate that we re-
serve opportunities for him to offer
amendments without having the oppor-
tunity to see the amendments them-
selves. Of course, I have to object to
that.

I am very disappointed. This bill has
been on the calendar now for some
time. It has been available for all Sen-
ators to review. We have had the oppor-
tunity to discuss it in caucus now on
several occasions.

It has been available for discussion,
certainly for further consideration, as
Senators have had the opportunity to
talk to the distinguished Chair, with
me, and with others. So I am under-
standably concerned about the request
of the Senator from Wisconsin. Obvi-
ously, I am not able to agree to it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the major-
ity leader?

The Senator from Vermont.

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object, and I will
not object to the request of the leader
because I agree with it, but I want Sen-
ators to know an enormous amount of
time has gone into this bill. We have
been trying to consult with Senators
on the Judiciary Committee and out-
side the Judiciary Committee as we
have gone forward. We have consulted
with Republicans, Democrats, the
White House, and with the Department
of Justice. I have tried to keep the dis-
tinguished majority leader informed
each step of the way, and I know Sen-
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ator Hatch has done the same with the
distinguished Republican leader.

We put the bill in last week.

Mr. REID. Will the Senator yield for
a question?

Mr. LEAHY. Of course.

Mr. REID. Is it not true that the Sen-
ator and Senator HATCH and the staffs
have spent hundreds of hours on the
bill in the last 5 weeks? Is that a fair
statement, hundreds of hours?

Mr. LEAHY. I tell my friend from Ne-
vada not only is it a fair statement,
but I am painfully aware of all of those
hours. In fact, I got up at 3 this morn-
ing in Vermont to come back in time
to be prepared to go forward to discuss
the bill, to have a full discussion today
or tomorrow, if need be, so that Sen-
ators could ask questions and they
could either vote for it or against it. I
say to my friend, the senior Senator
from Nevada, throughout those nights
and days, a lot of times I would leave
about 1 a.m. and the staff would still be
there at 4 a.m. or 5 a.m. We made a
number of changes. Nobody is more
protective of the rights of individuals
than I, and considerably more than
that, I feel very strongly in agreement
with Benjamin Franklin’s comment
when he literally had his neck on the
line when he said people who would
trade their liberty for security deserve
neither.

We are trying to get that balance be-
tween liberty and security. Is it a per-
fect bill? No. Could we pass a perfect
bill? I doubt it very much. Is it far bet-
ter than when it was originally pro-
posed by the administration as far as
being protective of civil liberties? I be-
lieve it is.

Mr. REID. I ask my friend one more
question. I know that one of Senator
LEAHY’s key staff members had a long-
standing dinner engagement, and he
had to dress in the car prior to taking
2 hours off on a Saturday night for din-
ner because he had worked all Friday
night, all Saturday, and he finished
dinner and was going back to work.

Mr. LEAHY. I have asked him about
those 2 hours he took off during that 48
hours.

Mr. REID. I ask the Senator this
question: During this process, has the
Senator’s staff been available to my
staff and any other Senator who had a
question about what was being done
with that legislation?

Mr. LEAHY. We have had calls from
Senators on and off the committee.
The Senator from Nevada is absolutely
right, to answer his question. We have
been available to everybody. Since the
bombing, I have been able to go back a
couple of times to Vermont, mainly to
tell Vermonters what has happened. I
do not know the number of faxes and
calls I had from Senators around the
country who had questions, and we
tried to get answers to them. I some-
times get e-mails at 2 a.m., going back
and forth. So I do not know any Sen-
ator who could say they have not had
an opportunity.

The Senator from South Dakota is
absolutely right; as I said, I have tried
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to keep him briefed. I know Senator
HATCH tried to keep Senator LOTT
briefed. I say to my friend from Wis-
consin, is it moving faster than I would
like to see such legislation move? Yes.
Are we facing other threats in this
country today? I believe we are.

I also might say this bill does not an-
swer all of those threats. We will at
some appropriate time go back and
look at the number of things that were
probably overlooked by the Depart-
ment of Justice or the FBI or others,
things that might have prevented the
bombings in the first place that were
overlooked, things that have been
gathered under the current law.

Having said all of that, and notwith-
standing the fact the current law was
not used as well as it should have been
by the Department of Justice and oth-
ers, we have made some improvements,
but the House has also made changes.

I ask my friend from Nevada, who is
the distinguished deputy majority
leader, would it not be his assumption
that ultimately the final version of
this bill will come out of that con-
ference between the Senate and the
House? But we cannot get to con-
ference until we get the bill off the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate majority leader has the floor.

Mr. DASCHLE. Madam President, I
again propound the unanimous consent
request.

Mr. LOTT. Reserving the right to ob-
ject, Madam President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate minority leader.

Mr. LOTT. I will not object, but I do
wish to commend Senator DASCHLE for
working to make it possible to move
this antiterrorism bill forward. I also
commend Senator LEAHY. Two weeks
ago, it looked as if it was hopelessly
balled up and an agreement or com-
promise was not going to be worked
out. There was a lot of give and take,
and Senator LEAHY hung in there. Even
though some people were being critical
of him, he did not let it deter him. He
stuck with it and came up with a very
strong bill, a delicately balanced bill.
He worked with the administration. He
worked with his colleague on the other
side of the aisle, and I think com-
pliments are due all around.

Is it a perfect bill? No. I have people
on our side of the aisle who believe it
is still not nearly strong enough, and
Senators who would like to have an op-
portunity to offer amendments that
would make it even stronger from the
standpoint of how we deal with the
necessary information we need, wire-
taps, and from a law enforcement
standpoint, but this was a way for us to
deal with this critical issue.

I do not make a blanket indictment.
I do worry about, Heaven forbid, some-
thing further happening that we could
have avoided if we had had these tools
at our disposal. We still have to get
through the Senate, get through the
House, get into conference, and get this
bill done. We are talking about, if we
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get this done tomorrow or the next
day, still probably a week.

So I urge my colleagues on both
sides, let us work together. An example
has been set, and I am proud of what
the Senate has done. I am proud of
what the committee has done and is
willing to do. I hope the rest of us will
take advantage of the opportunity to
follow that leadership.

I wanted to get that on the record. I
will not object, Madam President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. FEINGOLD. Madam President,
reserving the right to object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin.

Mr. FEINGOLD. We can certainly
continue these discussions, but I want
to say it is certainly not the case that
I have not shared the concerns I have,
I would say, concerning the amend-
ments we have talked about, the actual
areas, and shared them with the leader-
ship. We certainly could have the text
of all of these amendments by 10 to-
morrow morning. In other words, the
language would be available before the
bill even comes up. That strikes me as
sufficient notice usually in the Senate.

I do not think it is a fair complaint
to say we cannot agree to these reason-
able requests simply because of the
extra language written out at this
point.

Madam President, at this point, un-
less other Members wish to address
this issue, I will object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. DASCHLE. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, if the
Senator from Mississippi seeks rec-
ognition, obviously I yield to the dis-
tinguished Senator.

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I was
hoping to have a brief opportunity to
speak about the magnificent leadership
of Senator Mike Mansfield, but I will
be glad to withhold on that.

Mr. LEAHY. I will say to the minor-
ity leader, Mike Mansfield is a man
who was my mentor and I will be
speaking about him tomorrow after the
memorial service. But I say to the dis-
tinguished leader, he was my leader
when I came to the Senate, and I think
he probably had as much involvement
in teaching me how to be a Senator as
anybody. I will speak further on that
at another time.

I hope Senators would work with the
distinguished majority leader and the
distinguished Republican leader to help
us schedule this legislation. I have
tried to be accommodating, getting up
at 3 o’clock this morning in Vermont
to try to get back.

Do I love this bill? Of course I don’t
love this bill, Madam President. But
neither does the distinguished Repub-
lican leader. Neither does the distin-
guished ranking member. There is no-
body in here who does. It is impossible
to craft a bill of this nature that every-
body is going to like.
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Does it protect us for all time from
terrorism? Of course it does not. As I
said earlier, I suspect we had informa-
tion prior to September 11 in our files
at the Justice Department that might
have led to the apprehension and the
stopping of the terrorists. That was in-
formation and intelligence that was ac-
quired properly under the current laws.
Will this protect us by itself? No. Will
it give us some tools we don’t have?
Yes. This can be done in such a way
that we ask ourselves, are we willing to
try some of this for a while? Put con-
stitutional limitations.

I think the distinguished Senator
from Mississippi knows I am very
truthful when I say I will have some
very serious and, I would hope, bipar-
tisan oversight hearings of abuse of the
law as we go along. This is not a liberal
or conservative piece of legislation. We
have liberals and conservatives and
moderates who have areas of concerns.
We all do because we protect and re-
spect our privacy. I come from a State
where privacy is paramount to every-
body. It is one thing that unites every
one of us, no matter our 