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House of Representatives

The House met at 12:30 p.m.

——
MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
order of the House of January 23, 2002,
the Chair will now recognize Members
from lists submitted by the majority
and minority leaders for morning hour
debates. The Chair will alternate rec-
ognition between the parties, with each
party limited to not to exceed 30 min-
utes, and each Member except the ma-
jority leader, the minority leader, or
the minority whip limited to not to ex-
ceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. WELLER) for 5 min-
utes.

——————

PROVIDING PERMANENT TAX
CUTS

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the floor today to draw attention to an
issue that so many in this House have
worked on over the last several years
and that is an issue of fairness.

Over the last several years we have
asked a basic question. Is it right, is it
fair, that under our tax code a married
working couple, where both the hus-
band and wife are in the workforce, pay
higher taxes than if they chose not to
get married? That is an issue I was so
pleased and when this House under the
gentleman from Illinois’ (Mr. HASTERT)
leadership and with the leadership of
the gentleman from California (Mr.
THOMAS) of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, that we succeeded as part of
what is now known as the Bush tax
cut, succeeded in passing legislation
which eliminated the marriage tax
penalty for almost 43 million married
working couples who on average paid
$1,700 more in higher taxes.

Let me give my colleagues an exam-
ple of a married couple from Joliet, I1-
linois. This is Jose and Magdalena
Castillo. They are laborers in Joliet, I1-

linois. They have a combined income of
about $85,000. Their marriage tax pen-
alty prior to the Bush tax cut was
about $1,125 that Jose and Magdalena
paid in higher taxes just because they
are married. I also want to introduce
their children, Eduardo and Carolina
Castillo, and their benefit of the Bush
tax cut from the doubling of the $500
per child tax credit as well. Of course,
that was $500. We raised that to $1,000.

Here 1is the issue. Unfortunately,
there are some arcane rules over in the
other body which may require that the
Bush tax cut sunset in the year 2011.
What that means is in a few years,
elimination of the marriage tax pen-
alty and the $1,000 per child tax credit
that the Castillo family benefits from
will be eliminated, which means that
their taxes will go up. Taxes go up
$1,000 per child, as well as at least
$1,125 a year when the marriage tax
penalty elimination expires.

We had a very, very important vote,
an important vote that was important
for families like Jose and Magdalena
Castillo on this House floor 2 weeks
ago, and that vote was on making the
Bush tax cut permanent. What that
vote was all about was whether or not
to impose a tax increase on over 100
million American taxpayers who ben-
efit from the Bush tax cut, because if
we fail to make the Bush tax cut per-
manent, which lowered rates for all
taxpayers, which provided opportuni-
ties to set aside more in an IRA and a
401(k) and an education savings ac-
count, eliminated the marriage tax
penalty for 43 million company couples
like Jose and Magdalena Castillo, and
also wiped out the death tax so we can
keep the family farm and the family
business in the family and in business
when the founder passes on.

Unfortunately, as I said earlier, it is
going to expire, and unfortunately, our
friends on the other side of the aisle
overwhelmingly on the Democratic
side voted to increase taxes by oppos-

ing efforts to make permanent the
Bush tax cut. That is why I think it is
very, very important that we put a
human face on those who would suffer
and be hurt by Democratic efforts to
raise taxes once again, by either sus-
pending, eliminating or preventing the
permanency of what we now call as the
Bush tax cut.

As 1 said earlier, there are 43 million
couples like Jose and Magdalena
Castillo who benefit from the marriage
tax penalty relief in the Bush tax cut,
and in this case, Jose and Magdalena
also benefit from $1,000 per child tax
credit which helps families with chil-
dren. They would also lose that if we
fail to make the Bush tax cut perma-
nent.

It is often said, and those who argue
against cutting taxes always say, that
if someone pays taxes they are rich. We
know that over 100 million Americans
benefit from the Bush tax cut. Some of
those who really truly benefited are 3.9
million Americans who no longer pay
Federal income taxes because of the
Bush tax cut that we moved through
this House of Representatives, thanks
to the leadership of the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HASTERT), and if the
Democrats succeed in rescinding or re-
pealing or preventing the permanency
of the Bush tax cut, 3.9 million Ameri-
cans, including 3 million Americans
with children, will once again be placed
back on the tax rolls. Voting against
permanency of the Bush tax cut is a
tax increase.

Let me go back to the issue which I
first raised at the beginning of my re-
marks, and that is the whole issue of
fairness. The tax code is complicated,
and prior to the Bush tax cut, the com-
plications of our Federal income tax
forced 43 million Americans like Jose
and Magdalena Castillo to pay higher
taxes just because they are married.

What caused that is Jose and
Magdalena are each in the workforce,
they each work as laborers, and when
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someone gets married, they file their
taxes jointly which pushes them into a
higher tax bracket. We fixed that in
the Bush tax cut. Let us make mar-
riage tax elimination permanent.

My hope is before the end of this year
that our friends in the other body as
well as our friends on the other side of
the aisle will work with us to help cou-
ples like Jose and Magdalena Castillo.

———

PROVIDING A PRESCRIPTION
DRUG BENEFIT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
B00zZMAN). Pursuant to the order of the
House of January 23, 2002, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized during morning hour debates
for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
came to the floor today to talk about
prescription drugs, how little this Con-
gress is doing to provide a prescription
drug benefit and how this body is doing
even less to control the cost of pre-
scription drugs, but I feel compelled to
comment on the previous speaker’s
comments.

It is always nice to put a nice-look-
ing family’s picture in front of TV
viewers and in front of this Congress
and this Chamber and in front of the
gallery to show how we care about peo-
ple in this country, but the picture
that he should have put in front of the
voters, in front of the viewer, in front
of this body is a picture of Ken Lay of
Enron which got literally hundreds of
millions of dollars in tax breaks as a
result of the Bush administration’s fer-
vor for cutting taxes overwhelmingly
for the rich and his fervor for pro-
tecting every corporate interest in the
country and his fervor for giving tax
giveaways, tax breaks to all of the big-
gest corporations in the country.

Six months ago this Congress gave $5
billion to the airlines in tax breaks,
and in this case, in airlines, simply
subsidies and in terms of just dollars
from the Federal Treasury, but did
nothing for laid-off workers. Similarly,
the Bush tax program that my friend
from Illinois just mentioned as he put
the picture of a nice working-class
family, that tax benefit goes over-
whelmingly to the richest people in
this country.

Last year 100 million people, he said,
in America benefited from the tax cut.
That may be true. People got a check
for $300, but 43 percent of all the tax
benefits from the Bush tax cut goes to
the 1 percent richest people in this
country. Eighty percent of the benefits
go to the 10 percent wealthiest people
in this country.

What does that say? It says that Con-
gress last year and last week, as it did
it again, made a choice. They made a
choice. Do we give tax cuts to Ken Lay
and Enron and United Airlines and the
biggest corporations and the richest in-
dividuals in this country, or do we pro-
vide a prescription drug benefit to 15
million senior citizens who have no
drug coverage? We made a choice. The
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Republicans in this body last week and
last year made a choice. Do we cut
taxes on the richest people in the coun-
try, on the largest corporations in the
country and a few dollars from the rest
of us, or do we pass legislation that
provides money for education?

On issue after issue after issue, this
Congress made the choice. It sides with
corporate interests, on the chemical
company on arsenic legislation. It sides
with the insurance companies on
privatizing Medicare. It sides with Wall
Street in privatizing Social Security.
It sides with the oil industry in writing
environmental policy. It sides with
Enron when writing energy policy.
That is a choice. The choice is do we do
what is right for the great majority of
Americans or do we take the side of the
wealthiest or the biggest corporations
and the wealthiest individuals?

That picture, notwithstanding that
my friend from Illinois put up, the fact
is that that family may have gotten a
little bit of money back in tax cuts,
but that family will not be eligible for
a prescription drug benefit because
Congress, as they get older, because
Congress will not do anything about
prescription drugs because the money
is not there. I repeat, Congress made
the choice last week and made the
choice last year, do my colleagues
want a prescription drug benefit for the
elderly or do they want to give tax cuts
to the richest people in the country
and the largest corporations in the
country? Do they want to fully fund
the education programs in this country
that Congress says it wants to fund or
do they want to give those tax breaks
again to the wealthiest people? Do they
fund our Medicare system which cuts
payments for home healthcare, which
cuts doctors’ fees too much, which cuts
hospitals, especially city hospitals in
intercity and rural hospitals, or do
they want to fund them properly or do
they want to give away tax breaks to
the richest citizens?

That is the choice we make here
every day. That is the difference be-
tween Republicans and Democrats. Do
we move forward and provide prescrip-
tion drug benefits, provide for edu-
cation, provide for Head Start, provide
for food safety inspections, provide for
strong environmental laws, or do we do
the bidding of corporate America on
issue after issue after issue? Give them
the big tax breaks, weaken environ-
mental laws, weaken food safety laws,
weaken laws that protect the American
public?

That is the choice we make. That is
the choice that Congress made that
was wrong in the last year and that the
President and the administration has
made. That is wrong. That is why we
need to correct it.

———
RECESS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-

clares the House in recess until 2 p.m.
today.
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Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 44
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m. today.

————
O 1400

AFTER RECESS

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

———————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Daniel P.
Coughlin, offered the following prayer:

Preserved in Your grace, O Lord, at
times we may seem at a standstill. But
momentary inactivity may mean a fer-
menting of resolve.

Lord, grant to the Members of the
House of Representatives a patience to
listen to deepest convictions buried
within the heart and their delegation.
Inspire a practical wisdom that is
wrapped in the art of timing.

Help all of Your people of this great
Nation grow in perseverance. Deliver
them from headline success, pollster
popularity, and personal insecurity.
Strengthened by faith in You, may
quiet and stronger commitments pre-
vail and produce enlightened options
born of creative repression. Let yester-
day’s setbacks and compromise only
store up energy for tomorrow’s leap
forward.

By taking one step at a time, may
every American persevere in pursuing
higher goals than those found in imme-
diate satisfaction. May we prove faith-
ful in seeking Your plan for us before
reaction to every circumstance, now
and forever. 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 North Carolina (Mr.
CoBLE) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. COBLE led the Pledge of Alle-
giance 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.

———

TRIBUTE TO THADDEUS STEVENS

(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, on this day
136 years ago, one of the predecessors
from my congressional district, a man
named Thaddeus Stevens, stood in this
Chamber and introduced the 14th
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amendment to the Constitution. The
Civil War was over, but African Ameri-
cans still were not guaranteed the
rights of citizens. The 13th amendment
had banned slavery, but many States
were still refusing basic rights to black
people.

In 1868, Thaddeus Stevens of Lan-
caster, Pennsylvania introduced the
14th amendment to fix that. His
amendment guaranteed that all per-
sons born in the United States were
citizens, not just of this country, but
also of the State where they lived.
Thaddeus Stevens fought hard for the
14th amendment.

However, the 14th amendment was
not enough for him. He wanted full
equality among the races, but that was
too much for his contemporaries. Dis-
appointed, Stevens said that he would
“Take all I can get in the cause of hu-
manity and leave it to be perfected by
better men in better times.”

Stevens died soon afterwards and was
buried in the only cemetery in Lan-
caster that did not discriminate. His
tombstone reads this way: ‘I repose in
this quiet and secluded spot, that I
might illustrate in my death the
principes which I advocated through a
long life: equality of man before his
Creator.”

Mr. Speaker, Thaddeus Stevens was a
great man indeed.

THE GIRL SCOUTS ARE A FIRST
CLASS ORGANIZATION

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

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, when the
Girl Scouts came to call on me for
their annual visit to give me Girl
Scout cookies, I said to them, I never
hear from you all except at cooKkie
time. They said, well, why not talk
about us from time to time. So today I
am going to talk about the Girl Scouts,
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, the Girl Scouts of the
USA is the world’s preeminent organi-
zation dedicated solely to girls, all
girls where, in an accepting and nur-
turing environment, they build char-
acter and skills for success in the real
world. In partnership with committed
adult volunteers, girls develop quali-
ties that will serve them all of their
lives, like leadership, strong values, so-
cial conscience and conviction about
their own potential and self-worth.
Today, there are 3.7 million Girl
Scouts, 2.7 million girl members, and
915 adult members.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to continue to purchase and
consume Girl Scout cookies, but let us
promote them year-round. The Girl
Scouts are, indeed, a first-class organi-
zation.

———
TAINTED WATER SUPPLY AT
YUCCA MOUNTAIN

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

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, on such
a beautiful sunny day here in the Na-
tion’s Capitol, do we not think it might
be refreshing to once in a while have a
drink from a glass of cool refreshing
water? Would we trust that water if it
was from a well in southern Nevada 20
years from now?

Well, Mr. Speaker, are my colleagues
aware that Yucca Mountain, Nevada,
the space designated for the world’s
high-level nuclear waste dump, sits on
a water reservoir? And are my col-
leagues aware that the Department of
Energy has admitted that the rate of
water infiltration into Yucca Mountain
is 100 times higher than that which the
Federal Government originally in-
tended for the site? And did my col-
leagues know that even the smallest
earthquake at Yucca Mountain could
jar the repository, could break the
casks that hold this high-level nuclear
waste? If my colleagues knew that this
glass of water may contain radioactive
nuclides from spent fuel, they would
not drink it.

Well, Mr. Speaker, Nevadans will not
either. Storing spent fuel at Yucca
Mountain, Nevada is a dangerous en-
deavor and needs to be stopped, for Ne-
vada and for every American.

———

NATO EXPANSION SHOULD
INCLUDE ROMANIA

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to express my strong
support for Romania’s membership
into NATO. I was warmly welcomed to
Cluj-Napoca, the sister city of Colum-
bia, South Carolina, and I have seen
firsthand as the roots of democracy
flourish in Romania.

A recent article in The Washington
Post cited the successful reform efforts
of Romania, as well as the cooperation
that Romania has offered to America
to fight the war on terrorism. Romania
has unconditionally opened its airspace
to its allies with 20 NATO military
flights daily. Its brave young men and
women serve as peacekeepers in Kabul,
and the Romanian government has of-
fered a specialized mountain unit for
service in the rugged terrain in Af-
ghanistan.

I commend the efforts of Ambassador
Sorin Ducaru, Foreign Minister Mircea
Geoana, and Deputy Chief of Mission
Stelian Stoian for their continuing im-
portant reforms and for joining the war
on terrorism. Romania is proving itself
as a trustworthy ally and should be
granted membership to NATO with its
neighbor, Bulgaria.

———

TANF REAUTHORIZATION
(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)
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Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
as we approach the reauthorization of
TANF, let us be mindful of the fact
that 75 percent of all new jobs are cre-
ated in suburban communities, outside
large inner cities. If we are to be suc-
cessful with moving people from wel-
fare to work, then we must make sure
that there is adequate money, re-
sources for transportation, so that the
people can get from where there are
virtually no jobs to where the jobs are.

Mr. Speaker, let us make sure that
transportation is a part of TANF reau-
thorization so that people can get from
welfare to where the jobs are.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on each motion to suspend the
rules on which a recorded vote or the
yveas and nays are ordered, or on which
the vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken after debate has
concluded on motions to suspend the
rules, but not before 6:30 p.m. today.

———————

NOTIFICATION AND FEDERAL EM-
PLOYEE ANTIDISCRIMINATION
AND RETALIATION ACT OF 2001

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
concur in the Senate amendments to
the bill (H.R. 169) to require that Fed-
eral agencies be accountable for viola-
tions of antidiscrimination and whis-
tleblower protection laws; to require
that each Federal agency post quar-
terly on its public Web site, certain
statistical data relating to Federal sec-
tor equal employment opportunity
complaints filed with such agency; and
for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

Senate Amendments:

Page 2, line 6, strike out ‘2001’ and insert
42002,

Page 2, in the table of contents, strike out

“TITLE I—GENERAL PROVISIONS”
“Sec. 101. Findings.”
‘“‘Sec. 102 Definitions.”
‘“‘Sec. 103 Effective date.”
and insert
TITLE -GENERAL PROVISIONS
101. Findings.
102. Sense of Congress.
Sec. 103. Definitions.
Sec. 104. Effective date.

Page 2, in the table of contents, strike out

“Sec. 206 Study by the General Accounting
Office regarding exhaustion of
administrative remedies.”

Sec.
Sec.

and insert

“Sec. 206. Studies by General Accounting
Office on exhaustion of rem-
edies and certain Department
of Justice costs.”
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Page 2, strike out all after line 9 over to
and including line 13 on page 4 and insert:
SEC. 101. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—

(1) Federal agencies cannot be run effec-
tively if those agencies practice or tolerate
discrimination;

(2) Congress has heard testimony from in-
dividuals, including representatives of the
National Association for the Advancement of
Colored People and the American Federation
of Government Employees, that point to
chronic problems of discrimination and re-
taliation against Federal employees;

(3) in August 2000, a jury found that the
Environmental Protection Agency had dis-
criminated against a senior social scientist,
and awarded that scientist $600,000;

(4) in October 2000, an Occupational Safety
and Health Administration investigation
found that the Environmental Protection
Agency had retaliated against a senior sci-
entist for disagreeing with that agency on a
matter of science and for helping Congress to
carry out its oversight responsibilities;

(5) there have been several recent class ac-
tion suits based on discrimination brought
against Federal agencies, including the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation, the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms, the Drug
Enforcement Administration, the Immigra-
tion and Naturalization Service, the United
States Marshals Service, the Department of
Agriculture, the United States Information
Agency, and the Social Security Administra-
tion;

(6) notifying Federal employees of their
rights under discrimination and whistle-
blower laws should increase Federal agency
compliance with the law;

(7) requiring annual reports to Congress on
the number and severity of discrimination
and whistleblower cases brought against
each Federal agency should enable Congress
to improve its oversight over compliance by
agencies with the law; and

(8) requiring Federal agencies to pay for
any discrimination or whistleblower judg-
ment, award, or settlement should improve
agency accountability with respect to dis-
crimination and whistleblower laws.

SEC. 102. SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) Federal agencies should not retaliate
for court judgments or settlements relating
to discrimination and whistleblower laws by
targeting the claimant or other employees
with reductions in compensation, benefits, or
workforce to pay for such judgments or set-
tlements;

(2) the mission of the Federal agency and
the employment security of employees who
are blameless in a whistleblower incident
should not be compromised;

(3) Federal agencies should not use a reduc-
tion in force or furloughs as means of fund-
ing a reimbursement under this Act;

(4)(A) accountability in the enforcement of
employee rights 1is not furthered by
terminating—

(i) the employment of other employees; or

(ii) the benefits to which those employees
are entitled through statute or contract; and

(B) this Act is not intended to authorize
those actions;

(5)(A) nor is accountability furthered if
Federal agencies react to the increased ac-
countability under this Act by taking un-
founded disciplinary actions against man-
agers or by violating the procedural rights of
managers who have been accused of discrimi-
nation; and

(B) Federal agencies should ensure that
managers have adequate training in the
management of a diverse workforce and in
dispute resolution and other essential com-
munication skills; and
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(6)(A) Federal agencies are expected to re-
imburse the General Fund of the Treasury
within a reasonable time under this Act; and

(B) a Federal agency, particularly if the
amount of reimbursement under this Act is
large relative to annual appropriations for
that agency, may need to extend reimburse-
ment over several years in order to avoid—

(i) reductions in force;

(ii) furloughs;

(iii) other reductions in compensation or
benefits for the workforce of the agency; or

(iv) an adverse effect on the mission of the
agency.

Page 4, line 14, strike out ‘‘102.” and insert
€103°.

Page 4, line 18, strike out ‘‘agency,” and
insert “‘agency’’;

Page 4, line 21, strike out “303,” and insert
303";

Page 4, line 25, strike out ‘“‘Commission,”
and insert ‘‘Commission’’;

Page 5, line 2, strike out ‘‘agency,” and in-
sert ‘‘agency’’;

Page 5, line 5, strike out ‘‘agency,” and in-
sert ‘‘agency’’;

Page 5, line 9, strike out ‘“103.” and insert
€104,

Page 6, line 3, strike out ‘‘(c),” and insert
“eeys

Page 6, line 19, strike out ‘‘of the” and in-
sert .

Page 7, line 2, strike out ‘‘of the” and in-
sert

Page 7, strike out lines 3 and 4

Page 7, line 14, strike out ‘‘law,” and insert
“law’’;

Page 7, line 15, strike out ‘‘if to the extent
that’ and insert ‘‘if, or to the extent that’’,

Page 8, line 8, after ‘‘ate,” insert ‘‘the
Committee on Governmental Affairs of the
Senate, the Committee on Government Re-
form of the House of Representatives, each
committee of Congress with jurisdiction re-
lating to the agency,”

Page 8, line 14, strike out ‘‘alleged,” and
insert ‘‘alleged’’;

Page 8, line 16, strike out ‘‘(1),”” and insert
BEO

Page 8, line 21, strike out ‘‘any,’” and insert
“any’:

Page 8, line 25, strike out ‘“(1),”’ and insert
<

Page 9 , line 3, strike out *,
sert ;7

Page 9, strike out lines 4 through 14 and in-
sert

(6) a detailed description of—

(A) the policy implemented by that agency
relating to appropriate disciplinary actions
against a Federal employee who—

(i) discriminated against any individual in
violation of any of the laws cited under sec-
tion 201(a) (1) or (2); or

(ii) committed another prohibited per-
sonnel practice that was revealed in the in-
vestigation of a complaint alleging a viola-
tion of any of the laws cited under section
201(a) (1) or (2); and

(B) with respect to each of such laws, the
number of employees who are disciplined in
accordance with such policy and the specific
nature of the disciplinary action taken;

(7) an analysis of the information described
under paragraphs (1) through (6) (in conjunc-
tion with data provided to the Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity Commission in com-
pliance with part 1614 of title 29 of the Code
of Federal Regulations) including—

(A) an examination of trends;

(B) causal analysis;

(C) practical knowledge gained through ex-
perience; and

(D) any actions planned or taken to im-
prove complaint or civil rights programs of
the agency; and

(8) any adjustment (to the extent the ad-
justment can be ascertained in the budget of

and” and in-
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the agency) to comply with the requirements
under section 201.

Page 9, strike out lines 18 and 19 and insert

‘“‘years (or, if data are not available for all
5 fiscal years, for each of those 5 fiscal years
for which data are available)’.

Page 9, line 23, strike out ‘‘title,” and in-
sert ‘‘title’’;

Page 9, strike out all after line 23 over to
and including line 6 on page 10 and insert

(2) rules to require that a comprehensive
study be conducted in the executive branch
to determine the best practices relating to
the appropriate disciplinary actions against
Federal employees who commit the actions
described under clauses (i) and (ii) of section
203(a)(6)(A); and

Page 10, line 20, strike out ‘‘guidelines,”
and insert ‘‘guidelines’’;

Page 10, lines 22 and 23, strike out ‘‘guide-
lines,” and insert ‘‘guidelines’;

Page 11, strike out all after line 9 over to
and including line 16 on page 12 and insert
SEC. 206. STUDIES BY GENERAL ACCOUNTING OF-

FICE ON EXHAUSTION OF ADMINIS-
TRATIVE REMEDIES AND ON ASCER-
TAINMENT OF CERTAIN DEPART-
MENT OF JUSTICE COSTS.

(a) STUDY ON EXHAUSTION OF ADMINISTRA-
TIVE REMEDIES.—

(1) STUDY.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
General Accounting Office shall conduct a
study relating to the effects of eliminating
the requirement that Federal employees ag-
grieved by violations of any of the laws spec-
ified under section 201(c) exhaust adminis-
trative remedies before filing complaints
with the Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission.

(B) CONTENTS.—The study shall include a
detailed summary of matters investigated,
information collected, and conclusions for-
mulated that lead to determinations of how
the elimination of such requirement will—

(i) expedite handling of allegations of such
violations within Federal agencies and will
streamline the complaint-filing process;

(ii) affect the workload of the Commission;

(iii) affect established alternative dispute
resolution procedures in such agencies; and

(iv) affect any other matters determined
by the General Accounting Office to be ap-
propriate for consideration.

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after
completion of the study required by para-
graph (1), the General Accounting Office
shall submit to the Speaker of the House of
Representatives, the President pro tempore
of the Senate, the Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity Commission, and the Attorney Gen-
eral a report containing the information re-
quired to be included in such study.

(b) STUDY ON ASCERTAINMENT OF CERTAIN
COSTS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE IN DE-
FENDING DISCRIMINATION AND WHISTLEBLOWER
CASES.—

(1) STUDY.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Gen-
eral Accounting Office shall conduct a study
of the methods that could be used for, and
the extent of any administrative burden that
would be imposed on, the Department of Jus-
tice to ascertain the personnel and adminis-
trative costs incurred in defending in each
case arising from a proceeding identified
under section 201(a) (1) and (2).

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after
completion of the study required by para-
graph (1), the General Accounting Office
shall submit to the Speaker of the House of
Representatives and the President pro tem-
pore of the Senate a report containing the
information required to be included in the
study.

Page 12, after line 16, insert

(c) STUDIES ON STATUTORY EFFECTS ON
AGENCY OPERATIONS.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
General Accounting Office shall conduct—

(A) a study on the effects of section 201 on
the operations of Federal agencies; and

(B) a study on the effects of section 13 of
the Contract Disputes Act of 1978 (41 U.S.C.
612) on the operations of Federal agencies.

(2) CONTENTS.—Each study under para-
graph (1) shall include, with respect to the
applicable statutes of the study—

(A) a summary of the number of cases in
which a payment was made in accordance
with section 2414, 2517, 2672, or 2677 of title 28,
United States Code, and under section 1304 of
title 31, United States Code;

(B) a summary of the length of time Fed-
eral agencies used to complete reimburse-
ments of payments described under subpara-
graph (A); and

(C) conclusions that assist in making de-
terminations on how the reimbursements of
payments described under subparagraph (A)
will affect—

(i) the operations of Federal agencies;

(ii) funds appropriated on an annual basis;

(iii) employee relations and other human
capital matters;

(iv) settlements; and

(v) any other matter determined by the
General Accounting Office to be appropriate
for consideration.

(3) REPORTS.—Not later than 90 days after
the completion of each study under para-
graph (1), the General Accounting Office
shall submit a report on each study, respec-
tively, to the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the President pro tempore of
the Senate, the Committee on Governmental
Affairs of the Senate, the Committee on Gov-
ernment Reform of the House of Representa-
tives, and the Attorney General.

Page 12, after line 16, insert

(d) STUDY ON ADMINISTRATIVE AND PER-
SONNEL COSTS INCURRED BY THE DEPARTMENT
OF THE TREASURY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Gen-
eral Accounting Office shall conduct a study
on the extent of any administrative and per-
sonnel costs incurred by the Department of
the Treasury to account for payments made
in accordance with section 2414, 2517, 2672, or
2677 of title 28, United States Code, and
under section 1304 of title 31, United States
Code, as a result of—

(A) this Act; and

(B) the Contracts Dispute Act of 1978 (41
U.S.C. 601 note; Public Law 95-563).

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after
the completion of the study under paragraph
(1), the General Accounting Office shall sub-
mit a report on the study to the Speaker of
the House of Representatives, the President
pro tempore of the Senate, the Committee on
Governmental Affairs of the Senate, the
Committee on Government Reform of the
House of Representatives, and the Attorney
General.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
JACKSON-LEE) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks on H.R. 169 now under consid-
eration.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Govern-
ment must be the role model for civil
rights, not for civil rights violations.
For far too long there has been little
accountability which Federal agencies
discriminate and retaliate against
their employees. I am happy to say
that this is about to change with the
enactment of the No FEAR bill, a bill
that I introduced, together with the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE), and the gentlewoman from
Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA), after a year-
long investigation.

That investigation, as well as several
General Accounting Office investiga-
tions, indicated a serious problem in
the Federal Government. The congres-
sional investigation found evidence
that a Federal agency was allowing dis-
crimination and retaliation against its
employees. This evidence was sup-
ported by the GAO reports that inves-
tigated discrimination in the Federal
workforce during the 1990s and found
that complaints of discrimination by
Federal agencies grew tremendously.

In fact, by 1999, the number of such
complaints to the EEOC increased by
almost 130 percent over the number of
complaints in 1991. The GAO reported
that complaints alleging retaliation
against employees who had partici-
pated in the complaint process also in-
creased.

The problem in the Federal work-
force is threefold. First, because of in-
adequate notification requirements,
many employees are not aware of their
rights and many managers are not
aware of their responsibilities. Second,
Federal agencies and Congress cannot
assess the extent of the problem due to
inadequate reporting. Third, Federal
agencies are not accountable for the
misdeeds of their employees, because
they simply tap the general Treasury
to pay for court judgments and settle-
ments in discrimination cases.

The No FEAR Act targets these 3
problems. The bill will require agencies
to pay for all court settlements and
judgments for discrimination and re-
taliation cases, instead of allowing the
agency to use a government-wide slush
fund. This will make agencies more ac-
countable.

The bill has a notification require-
ment aimed at improving workforce re-
lations by increasing managers’ and
employees’ knowledge of their respec-
tive rights and responsibilities.

The Act also has reporting require-
ments that will help determine if a pat-
tern of misconduct exists within an
agency and whether that agency is tak-
ing appropriate action to address the
problem. The GAO testified on May 9
that such tracking of complaints,
cases, and costs are not occurring, but
that it is critical to understanding
whether a problem exists.
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As the National Taxpayers Union
stated in urging Congress to enact the
legislation, ‘“The No FEAR Act pro-
motes the virtues of fiscal responsi-
bility and accountability in govern-
ment.” And, as Jack White of Time
Magazine stated, the No FEAR bill is
the ‘‘first new civil rights law of the
21st century.”

The No FEAR Act passed the House
back in October of 2001 with a 420 to
zero vote. The Senate, after 6 months,
finally passed the bill and sent it back
here with a few minor changes to the
reporting requirements and 2 new GAO
studies.

In closing, Mr. Speaker, this bill
never would have happened without the
hard work of Dr. Marsha Coleman-
Adebayo, the Federal whistleblower
who brought this issue to the forefront;
Mr. Leroy Warren of the NAACP, and
Steven Kohn of the National Whistle
Blowers Center.

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Govern-
ment should be a model of the best
practices for a fair and open work envi-
ronment. That was not the case in the
1990s, but must be the case in the 21st
century. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this bill.

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

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, though this might seem
to be a little bit flowery, there are
often times when we bring legislation
to the floor of the House that has
worked its will, and it makes a dif-
ference and it changes lives, and we are
glad that it passed.
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But sometimes we can call legisla-
tion a labor of love, and I would like to
think that the work that the chairman
of the Committee on the Judiciary has
done symbolizes that.

I would like to personally thank the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Chairman
SENSENBRENNER) for having the stick-
to-it-iveness to collaborate with me
and to be responsive to issues that
came to our attention when we were
members of the Committee on Science.
The gentleman from Wisconsin was
chairman, and I was a member of that
committee. I remain a member of that
committee and the Committee on the
Judiciary, and we remain colleagues
working together. This legislation rep-
resents a challenge to all of us.

Finally, the story has a positive end-
ing. It represents changing lives. Mr.
Speaker, I might say, some lives were
lost. This is an important initiative on
the floor of the House today. Because
of its importance, I took all necessary
means from Texas to get here on time,
and I am glad I just made it.

But let me speak to the No FEAR
Act regarding the legislation that is
now before us that has come to us from
the United States Senate. This is a
major step in our fight to end the in-
sidious practice of discrimination and
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retaliation
workforce.

Mr. Speaker, in the fiscal year 2000,
Federal employees filed nearly 25,000
complaints against Federal agencies
through the EEOC process. These com-
plaints resulted in over $26 million in
discrimination complaint settlements
and judgments, with an average proc-
ess time of 384 days per complaint in
1998, while a case traveling through the
entire complaint process, from filing
through appeal, could take up to 38
months.

Some would say that is a waste of
money. Some would say that this legis-
lation will, in fact, save the govern-
ment money by creating an atmos-
phere of tolerance and nondiscrimina-
tion, as the chairman said, in the 21st
century. These numbers and process
times indicate that discrimination is
pervasive now in our Federal work-
place, and we must change it.

Under the Civil Rights Act of 1964, it
is illegal to discriminate against Fed-
eral employees on the basis of race,
color, sex, religion, national origin,
age, or disability. These laws have
taken us a long way towards ensuring
equality, job security, and the rule of
law in the Federal workplace by pro-
tecting Federal employees from retal-
iation when filing complaints against
either the agency or other employees
of the Federal Government who act in
supervisory roles.

Currently, Federal whistleblowers
may file reprisal complaints with the
Office of Special Counsel, the Merit
System Protection Board, the Depart-
ment of Labor, the Occupation and
Safety Health Administration, OSHA.
Federal whistleblowers are protected
under several Federal laws, the pri-
mary one being the Whistleblower Pro-
tection Act of 1989.

But the number of actions and exten-
sive process times indicate that this
legislation is greatly needed. The No
FEAR Act is instructive and impor-
tant. Since its introduction in the
106th Congress as H.R. 5516, the Notifi-
cation and Federal Employee Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of
2000, No FEAR, has stood for the prin-
ciple that Federal employees should
have no fear reporting discriminatory
behavior by their Federal agency em-
ployers.

Like its predecessor, the legislation
before us today, H.R. 169, demands that
agencies be held accountable for their
misdeeds, but H.R. 169 expands ac-
countability through the entire Fed-
eral Government.

The American Federation of Govern-
ment Employees have No FEAR be-
cause we are here to work with them.
We know of the conscientious and well-
meaning and hardworking Federal em-
ployees, and we affirm them today. The
only thing this legislation attempts to
do is to work with them to ensure that
we have a Federal workplace that all of
us can be proud of.

Let me put a face on this problem,
Mr. Speaker. On October 2, 2000, the

in our Nation’s Federal
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House Committee on Science held a
hearing entitled ‘‘Intolerance at EPA,
Harming People, Harming Science.”
That is when our hero, Dr. Marsha
Coleman-Adebayo, an EPA whistle-
blower, won a $600,000 jury decision
against EPA for race and sex discrimi-
nation under Title VII of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964.

During that hearing, then chairman
of the Committee on Science, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER) illuminated the dangerous
precedent set by the EPA, stating
“While EPA has a clear policy on deal-
ing with employees who discriminate,
harass, or retaliate against other EPA
employees, no one apparently involved
in the Coleman-Adebayo or Nolan cases
have yet to be disciplined by EPA.”

Here is what we have: We have a situ-
ation where Dr. Coleman-Adebayo was
faced with constant harassment and
discrimination, and it did not change.
Could Members imagine that in a sub-
sequent report, those employees that
discriminated against her were ap-
plauded and complimented for their
work? Do Members realize that in the
testimony, a number of those stories
that were not able to be presented per-
sonally, a number of those stories re-
sulted in illnesses that employees suf-
fered. One employee lost his life be-
cause of the stress.

The No FEAR bill now responds to a
workplace that can be safe and hos-
pitable.

First, the bill requires accountability
throughout our Federal workplace, and
disturbingly, under current law, Fed-
eral agencies are not held liable when
they lose judgments. The No FEAR Act
recognizes that accountability is im-
portant.

The No FEAR Act, secondly, requires
Federal agencies to notify employees
about any applicable discrimination
and whistleblower protection laws, and
report to Congress. That is a big step.
If they come as new or old employees,
they do not know.

Third, No FEAR recognizes Congress’
intent that such legislation is nec-
essary, but should not otherwise limit
the ability of Federal employees to ex-
ercise their other rights.

Finally, No FEAR requires each Fed-
eral agency to send in an annual report
to Congress listing, among other
things, the number of cases the agency
is involved in.

Let me applaud the Senate, Mr.
Speaker, and say that I am gratified at
the amendments they offered, the one
expressing the sense of Congress that
we should not be punitive on one side
to help another side. We should not use
a reduction of workforce or forced fur-
loughs in order to pay for settlements.

I am very gratified that they have an
amendment that will allow the reports
to go to all committees of jurisdiction,
and their third amendment that will
ask for a study to see how much the
cost is.

Mr. Speaker, I believe this labor of
love is long overdue, creating a hos-
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pitable workplace, but applauding the
working people of the Federal Govern-
ment, and at the same time weeding
out and pushing out discrimination.

I'd like to thank Judiciary Chairman JAMES
SENSENBRENNER, Ranking Member JOHN CON-
YERS, and all my colleagues from both sides of
the aisle for supporting this important civil
rights legislation. This bill before us today, a
substitute to H.R. 169 (the No Fear Act), is a
major step in our fight to end the insidious
practice of discrimination and retaliation in our
Nation’s federal workplace.

My friends, in fiscal year 2000, federal em-
ployees filed nearly 25,000 complaints against
federal agencies through the EEOC process.
These complaints resulted in over $26 million
in discrimination complaint settlements and
judgements, with an average process time of
384 days per complaint in 1998, while a case
traveling through the entire complaint process
from filing through appeal could take up to 38
months. These numbers and process times in-
dicate that discrimination is pervasive in our
federal workplace.

Under the Civil Rights Act of 1964, it is ille-
gal to discriminate against federal employees
on the basis of race, color, sex, religion, na-
tional origin, age, or disability. These laws
have taken us a long way towards ensuring
equality, job security, and the rule of law in the
federal workplace by protecting federal em-
ployees from retaliation for filing complaints
against either the agency or other employees
of the federal government who act in super-
visory roles.

Currently, federal whistleblowers may file re-
prisal complaints with the Office of Special
Counsel (“OSC”), the Merit Systems Protec-
tion Board (“MSPB”), and the Department of
Labor's Occupational Safety and Health Ad-
ministration (“OSHA”). Federal whistleblowers
are protected under several federal laws, the
primary one being the Whistleblower Protec-
tion Act of 1989. But the numbers of actions
and extensive process times indicate that fur-
ther legislation is greatly needed.

Since its introduction in the 106th Congress
as H.R. 5516, the Notification and Federal
Employee Anti-discrimination And Retaliation
Act of 2000 (No FEAR Act), has stood for the
principle that federal employees should have
“no fear” in reporting discriminatory behavior
by their federal agency employers. Like its
predecessor, the legislation before us today,
H.R. 169, demands that agencies be held ac-
countable for their misdeeds, but H.R. 169 ex-
pands accountability throughout the entire
Federal Government.

Let me put a face on this problem. On Octo-
ber 2, 2000, the House Science Committee
held a hearing entitled “Intolerance at EPA—
Harming People, Harming Science?” Dr. Mar-
shal Coleman-Adebayo, an EPA whistle-
blower, won a $600,000 jury decision against
EPA for race and sex discrimination under
Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. During
that hearing, then Chairman of the Science
Committee Sensenbrenner illuminated the
dangerous precedent set by the EPA, stating,
“While EPA has a clear policy on dealing with
employees that discriminate, harass and retali-
ate against other EPA employees, no one ap-
parently involved in the Coleman-Adebayo or
Nolan cases have yet to be disciplined by
EPA.”

| note with concern that an internal EPA
memo dated August 2, 2001 praised the man-
agers named in Dr. Coleman-Adebayo’s case
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as environmental leaders without a single
mention of their role in violating her civil rights.
When coupled with the high profile nature of
the Dr. Coleman-Adebayo’s case, | believe
these actions send the wrong message to
EPA and federal employees.

No FEAR contains four major provisions
which address this problem. First, the bill re-
quires accountability throughout our federal
workplace. Disturbingly, under current law,
federal agencies are not held liable when they
lose judgements, awards or compromise set-
tlements in whistleblower and discrimination
cases. This has the effect of discouraging ac-
countability because the Federal Government
pays such awards out of a government-wide
judgement fund. The No FEAR Act recognizes
that accountability is the cornerstone of good
management policy, and as such requires that
when agencies lose judgments, awards, or
compromise settlements in whistleblower and
discrimination cases, the responsible agency
must pay for the judgment out of its own
budget, rather than out of a general federal
judgment fund as currently occurs.

Second, No FEAR requires Federal agen-
cies to notify employees about any applicable
discrimination and whistleblower protection
laws and report to Congress and the Attorney
General on the number of discrimination and
whistleblower cases within each agency.

Third, No FEAR recognizes Congress’ intent
that such legislation is necessary but should
not otherwise limit the ability of federal em-
ployees to exercise other rights available to
them under federal law.

Finally, No FEAR requires each federal
agency to send an annual report to Congress
listing, among other things: (a) The number of
cases in which an agency was alleged to have
violated any of the discrimination and whistle-
blower statues; (b) the disposition of each of
these cases; (c) the total of all monetary
awards charged against the agency from
these cases; and (d) the number of agency
employees disciplined for discrimination or
harassment.

The Senate Amendments added a new sec-
tion expressing the sense of the Congress that
agencies should not use a reduction in force
or furloughs as a means of funding a reim-
bursement under the Act. This amendment
also ensures that managers have adequate
training in the management of a diverse work-
force and in communication skills.

The Senate amendment also strengthens
the bill's reporting requirements specifying that
the reports must be sent to the Government
Affairs Committee, the House Governmental
Reform Committee and other committees of
jurisdiction; requiring agencies to report on
their policies relating to disciplining employees
who commit prohibited personnel practices re-
vealed in the investigation of a discrimination
complaint.

Finally, The Senate amendment requires
GAO to study the methods that could be used
by the DOJ to determine its costs of defending
each discrimination and whistleblower case,
and the extent of any administrative burden
that making such determination would entail.

In all, No FEAR makes our agencies more
accountable by creating incentives for them to
monitor themselves.

Mr. Speaker, we have come a long way to-
wards eliminating the culture of discrimination
and harassment that exists in our federal
workplace. As Members of Congress, we must
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make every effort possible to ensure that
those victims and heroes who come forward to
warn us of the violations existing in the federal
workplace are protected from retaliation, treat-
ed with the respect and dignity, and are af-
forded the due process to which they are enti-
tled to under the law.

Our federal employees cannot and must not
live in fear. This bi-partisan legislation will en-
sure that they do not. | urge my colleagues to
support it.

Finally, | would like to express my apprecia-
tion to Dr. Marsha Coleman. Adebayo, all the
employees that | met with on this issue the
entire workplace task force, the NAACP, the
Chicago branch of the NAACP and President
of the NAACP Kweisi Mfume for their leader-
ship, help, persistence and commitment to the
passage of the No FEAR legislation.

Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. DAVIS), the distinguished
ranking member of the Committee on
Government Reform’s Subcommittee
on Civil Service and Agency Organiza-
tion.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlewoman from Texas for
yielding time to me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of what is being commonly called the
No FEAR Act. I want to commend the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Chairman
SENSENBRENNER) and the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) for their
hard work, diligence, and tenacity in
pursuing this legislation to get it to
the floor today. They both have done
outstanding work, and I appreciate
their efforts.

Mr. Speaker, our goal should be to al-
ways have in place the most open and
responsive workplace that can be cre-
ated. This means that employees must
feel free, uninhibited, and able to oper-
ate without fear. They must be able to
operate knowing that should they re-
veal information, that should they
bring to the surface what they have
seen, and should they report what they
know, that there will be no reprisals,
there will be no retaliation, and there
will be nothing that anybody will ever
be able to do that will cause them
grief.

I think the day is great because it
means that the Federal Government is
exercising the kind of leadership that
we ought to provide. The Federal Gov-
ernment should be the barometer, the
leader in causing our country to func-
tion a certain way. I have always been
told that you cannot lead where you do
not go. So if we expect the private sec-
tor to come on line, then it is only apt
that the Federal Government lead the
way, lead the way in tolerance, non-
discrimination, and no retaliation
against those who would exercise the
right to be responsible.

So again, Mr. Speaker, I commend
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Chair-
man SENSENBRENNER) and the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
for their leadership on this issue, and
urge strong support. I look forward to
its passage.
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Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, let me again thank the
gentleman for this long journey that
we took, and mention my thanks to
the other body in the framework that I
am allowed to do so in accordance with
the rules of the House.

Let me conclude by simply saying
that we are our brothers’ and sisters’
keepers. I appreciate the distinguished
gentleman from Illinois because of his
leadership on civil service issues. His
support on this is, of course, making it
a bill that responds to all of our con-
cerns.

Mr. Speaker, I would simply say that
this bill helps the government to do its
work. Part of the problem with the En-
vironmental Protection Agency is that
sociologists could not do science work,
but they could do good sociologists
work. The problems is that they were
mistreated such that they were forced
to do a certain kind of work that they
were not prepared for, and therefore re-
sulted in a whole series of inhospitable
working conditions.

So this legislation is good for the
government because it creates an at-
mosphere where we can do our max-
imum best work, and work collectively
together without discrimination.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
enthusiastically support H.R. 165, the
No FEAR Act.

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

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is now reaching
its final legislative consideration, and
when the Senate amendments are con-
curred in, it will go to the White House
for the President’s signature. This
shows that our system of representa-
tive government works.

All too often we hear complaints that
elected officials never listen, or, “My
speaking out does not make any dif-
ference.”” I think this bill shows that
elected officials do listen, and a few
people speaking out when they have
right on their side can bring about a
change in the laws of the United States
of America, which I hope will have a
far-reaching impact in preventing dis-
crimination and retaliation within the
Federal workforce.

If it were not for the work of Dr.
Marsha Coleman-Abebayo and the
NAACP Federal Workforce Task Force,
I do not think that the Congress could
ever have known about how bad the
situation was in the EPA. But they did
speak out, they did present a con-
vincing case. They convinced both the
Committee on Science in the last Con-
gress and the Committee on the Judici-
ary in this Congress, as well as this
House and the other body, that we
needed to change the law to try to
clean up some of these abusive prac-
tices.

I hope that this legislation will go a
long way to doing this by making the
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agency financially accountable for set-
tlements and judgments caused by the
misdeeds of their supervisors. The sys-
tem does work, Mr. Speaker.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. I yield to
the gentlewoman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding to me.

I just wanted to add my appreciation
to the NAACP and to all of the employ-
ees and the task force, and particularly
acknowledge Mr. Kweisi Mfume, who
was one of our witnesses, for his leader-
ship and interest on this issue. I want
to express my appreciation to all who
were engaged in helping with this legis-
lation.

Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
strong support of H.R. 169, the NO FEAR leg-
islation. This bill provides essential help to
whistleblowers and those that suffer discrimi-
nation, and it penalizes agencies that attempt
to practice discrimination or punish whistle-
blowers. Under current law, most judgments or
awards against the federal government, in-
cluding federal agencies, are paid out of a
general judgment fund and are not attributed
to, or accounted for, by the agency respon-
sible for the claim. This bill requires federal
agencies to reimburse the government's judg-
ment fund for amounts paid out in response to
a court settlement, award or judgment against
an agency in a discrimination or whistleblower
protection lawsuit. Hopefully, by making agen-
cies responsible for their actions, we can fur-
ther decrease the reprehensible practice of
discrimination and the needless punishing of
whistleblowers.

This bill has several other important provi-
sions which my colleague from Wisconsin has
mentioned and so | would just like to take this
opportunity to point out and recognize two in-
dividuals, Dr. Marsha Coleman-Adebayo and
Mr. Leroy Warren, Jr. Both of these individuals
live in my district, Montgomery County, Mary-
land and played an instrumental role in help-
ing this legislation come to the floor today.

Mr. Warren is Chairman of the NAACP Fed-
eral Sector Task Force and was asked to in-
vestigate and address the ever-growing num-
ber of complaints of discrimination within the
federal government. Mr. Warren's task force
did an admirable job in bringing to light much
of the discrimination that federal employees
faced.

Dr. Coleman-Adebayo has become well
known for her courageous fight against dis-
crimination by the EPA.

She is someone who suffered terribly from
her battle but persevered and won her case
against the EPA. She has testified in front of
both the Science and Judiciary Committees to
alert all of us to the seriousness of what tran-
spired in her case. And now, hopefully, be-
cause of the NO FEAR bill, the first civil rights
bill of the 21st Century, victims of racial, sex-
ual, and hostile work environments, and whis-
tleblowers, will not have to suffer the pain and
abuse that Dr. Coleman-Adebayo endured. Let
us hope instead that H.R. 169 will push fed-
eral agencies to spend their time devising ef-
fective plans to address all forms of discrimi-
nation in the workplace.

| urge my colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that
the House suspend the rules and concur
in the Senate amendments to the bill,
H.R. 169.

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.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, 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.

——
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YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK
EDUCATION IMPROVEMENT ACT

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 3421) to provide adequate
school facilities within Yosemite Na-
tional Park, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3421

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Yosemite Na-
tional Park Education Improvement Act’’.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following:

(1) The three elementary schools serving the
children of employees of Yosemite National Park
are served by the Bass Lake Joint Union Ele-
mentary School District and the Mariposa Uni-
fied School District.

(2) The schools are in remote mountainous
areas and long distances from other educational
and administrative facilities of the two local
educational agencies.

(3) Because of their remote locations and rel-
atively small number of students, schools serv-
ing the children of employees of the Park pro-
vide fewer services in more basic facilities than
the educational services and facilities provided
to students that attend other schools served by
the two local educational agencies.

(4) Because of the long distances involved and
adverse weather and road conditions that occur
during much of the school year, it is impractical
for the children of employees of the Park who
live within or near the Park to attend other
schools served by the two local educational
agencies.

(b) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this Act is to
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to pro-
vide supplemental funding and other services
that are necessary to assist the State of Cali-
fornia or local educational agencies in Cali-
fornia in providing educational services for stu-
dents attending schools located within the Park.
SEC. 3. PAYMENTS FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES.

(a) AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE FUNDS.—For fis-
cal years 2003 through 2007, the Secretary may
provide funds to the Bass Lake Joint Union Ele-
mentary School District and the Mariposa Uni-
fied School District for educational services to
students who are dependents of persons engaged
in the administration, operation, and mainte-
nance of the Park or students who live at or
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near the Park upon real property of the United
States.

(b) LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS.—Payments
made by the Secretary under this section may
not be used for new construction, construction
contracts, or major capital improvements, and
may be used only to pay public employees for
services otherwise authorized by this Act.

(¢) LIMITATION ON AMOUNT OF FUNDS.—Pay-
ments made under this section shall not exceed
the lesser of $750,000 in any fiscal year or the
amount necessary to provide students described
in subsection (a) with educational services that
are normally provided and generally available
to students who attend public schools elsewhere
in the State of California.

(d) ADJUSTMENT OF PAYMENTS.—Subject to
subsection (c), the Secretary is authorized to ad-
just payments made under this section if the
State of California or the appropriate local edu-
cational agencies do not continue to provide
funding for educational services at Park schools
at per student levels that are equivalent to or
greater than those provided in the fiscal year
prior to the date of enactment of this Act.

(e) SOURCE OF PAYMENTS.—

(1) AUTHORIZED SOURCES.—Ezxcept as provided
in paragraph (2), in order to make payments
under this section, the Secretary may use funds
available to the National Park Service from ap-
propriations, donations, or fees.

(2) EXCEPTIONS.—Funds from the following
sources may not be used to make payments
under this section:

(A) Fees authorized and collected under the
Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965
(16 U.S.C. 46014 et seq.).

(B) The recreational fee demonstration pro-
gram under section 315 of the Department of the
Interior and Related Agencies Appropriations
Act, 1996 (as contained in section 101(c) of Pub-
lic Law 104-134; 16 U.S.C. 4601-6a note).

(C) The national park passport program es-
tablished wunder section 602 of the National
Parks Omnibus Management Act of 1998 (16
U.S.C. 5992).

(D) Emergency appropriations for Yosemite
flood recovery.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this Act,
the following definitions apply:

(1) LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES.—The term
“local educational agencies’’ has the meaning
given that term in section 9101(26) of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 1965.

(2) EDUCATIONAL SERVICES.—The term ‘‘edu-
cational services’”’ means services that may in-
clude maintenance and minor upgrades of facili-
ties and transportation to and from school.

(3) PARK.—The term ‘“Park’ means Yosemite
National Park.

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of the Interior.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). Pursuant to the rule, the
gentleman from California (Mr. RADAN-
OVICH) and the gentlewoman from the
Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. RADANOVICH).

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3421, which I intro-
duced, would authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to provide supplemental
funding and other services necessary to
assist local school districts in pro-
viding educational services for stu-
dents attending three schools located
within Yosemite National Park.

The three schools in question are Yo-
semite Valley, which serves 46 students
in K through eighth grades; El Portel
Elementary, which serves 50 students
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in seven grades; and Wawona Elemen-
tary, which serves 20 students in grades
K through 8 with only one teacher.

All three schools represent those one-
room schools of yesteryear.

Mr. Speaker, California schools are
unique in that operating funds for
schools are based on an average daily
attendance. Since the devastating 1997
Merced River flood, there has been a
dramatic reduction in the number of
park employees and thus fewer school
children attending these schools. With
fewer and fewer children attending
these schools, fewer State dollars are
committed. The result is that the su-
perintendent for Yosemite National
Park and the concessionaire serving
park visitors are attracting less than
qualified candidates to work in the
park because families are not provided
with adequate schools.

Meanwhile, while the Federal fund-
ing sources such as Impact Aid and
PILT, which is Payment In Lieu of
Taxes, are made available to Mariposa
and Madera Counties where these
schools exist and through which money
is distributed, the reality is very few
dollars are actually used to fund these
classrooms. In light of these realities, 1
was able to secure special funding in
the amount of $111,000 in FY 2002 Inte-
rior appropriations bills for these
schools. However, going to the appro-
priators every fall for this critical as-
sistance is not the most productive ap-
proach.

Therefore, for the reasons I have out-
lined, the solution before the House
today is the best long-term approach to
this problem.

Mr. Speaker, during subcommittee
and committee considerations, I made
a number of changes to H.R. 3421 that
address issues raised by the adminis-
tration, members of the Committee on
Resources, and the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. For exam-
ple, the bill makes clear that funds
made available by the Secretary under
H.R. 3421 will not go towards new con-
struction, construction contracts or
major capital improvements, and thus
would be limited to general upkeep,
maintenance, and classroom teaching.
I do not think that we should stand by
and permit children of the Park Serv-
ice and concessionaire employees from
being deprived of their education sim-
ply because their parents have chosen
to work in Yosemite National Park.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3421 as amended is
supported by the administration and
the minority and majority of the Com-
mittee on Resources. I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 3421, as amend-
ed.

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

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume.

(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr.
H.R. 3421,

Speaker,
sponsored by my distin-
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guished colleague and chairman, the
gentleman from California (Mr. RADAN-
OVICH), authorizes the National Park
Service to provide funds and services to
supplement the educational services
and facilities provided to the children
of Yosemite National Park employees
and the park concessionaire at three
small local schools located within the
park.

The legislation provides a very
unique arrangement for funding local
schools. As such, a number of issues
and problems with the bill as you have
heard were raised during a December
2001 hearing on this bill. In fact, while
the National Park Service expressed
sympathy with the purpose of the bill,
they, on behalf of the administration,
initially opposed the measure. I appre-
ciate the willingness of the gentleman
from California (Mr. RADANOVICH) to
make a number of changes requested
by the minority, including deleting the
use of entrance and user fees to pay for
the program, limiting funds to oper-
ations and services, and eliminating
the authority of the Secretary to as-
sume operation of the schools. There
were also negotiations with the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce
which shares jurisdiction on this mat-
ter with the Committee on Resources.

As the result of those negotiations,
the bill was further amended to include
among other things a limit on the au-
thorization of funds to 5 years and a
cap on the funds of the lesser of $750,000
or the amount necessary to provide
students with normal educational serv-
ices.

Mr. Speaker, as I noted earlier, this
legislation provides a unique arrange-
ment for funding what should be a
local responsibility. However, with the
changes that have been made to the
bill, I have no objection to its consider-
ation and passage today.

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

Mr. RADANOVICH. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
RADANOVICH) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3421, as
amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

GUNN McKAY NATURE PRESERVE
ACT

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3909) to designate certain Federal
lands in the State of Utah as the Gunn
McKay Nature Preserve, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:
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H.R. 3909

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Gunn McKay
Nature Preserve Act’.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

For the purposes of this Act:

(1) PRESERVE.—The term  ‘‘Preserve’”’
means the Gunn McKay Nature Preserve as
so designated by section 3(a).

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’”’
means the Secretary of Agriculture.

SEC. 3. NATURE PRESERVE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The approximately 15
acres of National Forest System land gen-
erally depicted on the map entitled ‘‘Pro-
posed Gunn McKay Nature Preserve’” and
dated March 2002, are hereby designated as
the “Gunn McKay Nature Preserve’’.

(b) MANAGEMENT.—

(1) MANAGEMENT PLAN.—Not later than 120
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary, in consultation with the
City of Huntsville, Utah, and the Gunn
McKay Nature Preserve Foundation, Inc., a
nonprofit corporation, shall develop a man-
agement plan for the Preserve.

(2) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.—The Sec-
retary is authorized to enter into a coopera-
tive agreement with the Gunn McKay Nature
Preserve Foundation, Inc. for the manage-
ment of the Preserve.

(c) WITHDRAWAL.—Subject to valid existing
rights, the Preserve is hereby withdrawn
from all forms of location, entry, and patent
under the public land laws, and the mining
and mineral leasing laws of the United
States, including geothermal.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3909 would des-
ignate approximately 15 acres of Forest
Service land in the State of Utah as
the Gunn McKay Nature Preserve in
honor of my predecessor, who served in
this body from 1971 to 1981. Gunn
passed away October of 2000.

Several years ago, residents of
Huntsville, Utah, learned that the U.S.
Forest Service was planning to build a
helicopter landing area. The site near
the city limits was to have been on un-
developed Federal lands and used to fa-
cilitate fighting wildfires in the sur-
rounding forests.

Huntsville residents became con-
cerned about helicopters landing and
taking off in such close proximity in
their neighborhoods. They proposed to
the Forest Service that this open space
instead be designated as a nature pre-
serve. A non-profit organization was
formed and the Forest Service agreed
with the residents’ proposal.

In addition to designating 15 acres as
the nature preserve, this bill author-
izes the Forest Service to work with
the city of Huntsville and the Gunn
McKay Nature Preserve Foundation to
develop a management plan.

The preserve would be managed by
the U.S. Forest Service in cooperation
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with the Gunn McKay Nature Preserve
Foundation. This area will not only
serve as a buffer between the residen-
tial area of Huntsville and nearby
Pineview Reservoir, but it will also
stand as a fitting tribute to a man
whose commitment to Utah’s First
Congressional District and preserva-
tion of Utah’s natural beauty was out-
standing. When visitors go to the pre-
serve to contemplate the solitude, hike
on the trails or just enjoy nature, they
will also pass by a plaque in the en-
trance summarizing Gunn’s life and
many accomplishments.

Just as the preserve will be managed
in perpetuity, so will Gunn’s memory
live on.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
3909.

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

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume.

(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
am pleased to join my chairman in sup-
port of H.R. 3909, the Gunn McKay Na-
ture Preserve Act, which was intro-
duced by the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Resources, the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN), in honor of
former Congressman Gunn McKay.

Congressman McKay represented
Utah’s First Congressional District
from 1971 until 1980 when he was de-
feated by the gentleman from Utah
(Mr. HANSEN). The bill would designate
15 acres of land near Huntsville, Utah,
as the Gunn McKay Nature Preserve.
The land is presently managed by the
Forest Service for recreational pur-
poses. The Secretary of Agriculture in
consultation with the city of Hunts-
ville, Utah, and the Gunn McKay Na-
ture Preserve Foundation would de-
velop the plan for the preserve. No new
mining claims would be permitted
within the area.

This bill honors Congressman
McKay, who died last year. I urge the
adoption of the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
might consume to the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. MATHESON).

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to give my support to this legis-
lation.

When we talk about public land in
Utah, we are used to speaking in terms
of 100,000 acres or million-acre parcels.
We speak in terms of mountain ranges,
entire deserts, and swaths of forests.
But today, we are giving our blessing
to the setting aside of a relatively
small but immensely beautiful and im-
portant piece of land.

The creation of the Gunn McKay Na-
ture Preserve would protect 15 acres of
forest land in Huntsville, Utah. Mr.
Speaker, Gunn McKay was a devoted
member of the Utah delegation, and he
served our State with honor and dig-
nity from 1971 to 1981.

He was a Coast Guard veteran, a
school teacher, a successful business-
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man, and a chief of staff for Utah Gov-
ernor Cal Rampton.

Although he told the Democratic
leader, ‘I do not want to run for Con-
gress; I have nine kids and a mort-
gage,” run he did. A few terms later he
was the senior member of Utah’s con-
gressional delegation, a member of the
House Committee on Appropriations,
and a champion for the people of his
district.

Congressman McKay was a true pub-
lic servant. He was quoted in one news-
paper article a few years ago saying,
“The greatest satisfaction was helping
people who needed an advocate.”

This refuge will not only serve as a
lasting memorial to the work and dedi-
cation of Congressman McKay, it is
also a testament to the statesmanship
of the chairman, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN). Too often in poli-
tics we get caught up in petty political
squabbles. We lose sight of the bigger
picture, of getting important work
done for the good of our constituents.
The passage of this bill shows that the
chairman has not lost sight of the goal.
He is a true gentleman of the House,
and he spent the last 20 years rep-
resenting the State of Utah with the
class and dignity that is true to the
people who have elected him.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
for his kind remarks. I also thank my
colleague, the gentlewoman from the
Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN), on
this piece of legislation.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 3909.

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.

RECOGNIZING THE HISTORICAL
SIGNIFICANCE OF THE AQUIA
SANDSTONE QUARRIES OF STAF-
FORD COUNTY, VIRGINIA TO
CONSTRUCTION OF CAPITAL OF
THE UNITED STATES

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 261) recognizing the his-
torical significance of the Aquia sand-
stone quarries of Government Island in
Stafford County, Virginia, for their
contributions to the construction of
the Capital of the United States.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. RES. 261

Whereas the First Congress passed the Res-

idence Act authorizing the establishment of
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a Federal Capital as the seat of Government
of the new Republic;

Whereas President George Washington,
acting under the authority of the Residence
Act, selected the present site of the District
of Columbia as the new Federal Capital and
seat of government;

Whereas President Washington, aided by
then Secretary of State Thomas Jefferson,
took personal charge of the plans for the de-
velopment of the new seat of government;

Whereas President Washington decided
that the public buildings of the new capital
city should be faced in stone so that these
buildings would equal or exceed in beauty
the buildings of the established capitals of
Europe and promote permanence and maj-
esty on the Potomac;

Whereas President Washington, a boyhood
resident of Stafford County, Virginia, rec-
ommended that the freestone quarries on
Aquia Creek in Stafford County be purchased
by the Commissioners of Public Buildings as
stone quarries for the public buildings of the
District of Columbia, a recommendation
acted on by Pierre L’Enfant, the planner of
the new capital city;

Whereas the new quarries, later named
Government Island, became the major source
of building stone for the Capitol, the White
House, and numerous other public buildings
in the District of Columbia;

Whereas there exists substantial evidence
of 18th and 19th century stone cutting and
quarrying techniques on Government Island,
and this physical evidence sheds light on a
valuable and informative chapter in the de-
velopment of the United States Capital; and

Whereas the Board of Supervisors and resi-
dents of Stafford County, Virginia, have un-
dertaken action to preserve Government Is-
land for posterity and to make it available
for the education and enlightenment of the
public: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the
Representatives—

(1) recognizes the national historical sig-
nificance of the Aquia sandstone quarries of
Government Island in Stafford County, Vir-
ginia, for their substantial contribution to
the construction of the new Capital of the
United States under the direction of Presi-
dent George Washington; and

(2) commends the Board of Supervisors and
residents of Stafford County, Virginia, for
their efforts to preserve Government Island
and to make it available for visitation by the
public.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 261, introduced by
the gentlewoman from Virginia (Mrs.
Jo ANN DAvVIS), would recognize the
historical significance of the Aquia
sandstone quarries of Government Is-
land in Stafford County, Virginia, for
their contribution for the construction
of our Nation’s Capital city.

The stone, selected by our first Presi-
dent, George Washington, was used to
build the Capitol, the White House, and
numerous other Federal buildings in
the District of Columbia.

This stone was wisely selected by our
first President in an effort to ensure
that this Nation’s Capital would be

House of
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every bit as elegant and stately as the
capital cities of Europe.

The resolution also recognized the
great efforts of the residents of Staf-
ford County to protect Government Is-
land and to safeguard the history sur-
rounding this important contribution
to our Nation’s Capital.

I commend my colleague, the gentle-
woman from Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN
DAVIS), for her excellent efforts in in-
troducing this legislation. I urge my
colleagues to support its passage.

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

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I might con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, this House Resolution
recognizes, as you have heard, the his-
torical significance of the Aquia sand-
stone quarries of Government Island in
Stafford County, Virginia, for their
contributions to the construction of
the Capital of the United States and
commend the Stafford County commis-
sioners and local residents for their ef-
forts to preserve the quarries.

The stone from these particular quar-
ries dates back to the late 17th century
and was chosen by then President
George Washington for use at Mt.
Vernon as well as the construction of
the U.S. Capitol, the White House, the
original Treasury building, the Patent
office, and the earliest locks and
bridges of the C&O Canal.

Over time, the quarries were ex-
hausted and the site has since been
through a number of private hands and
has entered in and out of public owner-
ship.

We support this resolution com-
mending the local community for their
latest efforts to preserve this inter-
esting area.

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

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield as
much time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from Virginia (Mrs. JoO
ANN DAVIS), the author of this legisla-
tion.

(Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the chairman for
yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, I am very proud of the
many historically significant contribu-
tions the Commonwealth of Virginia
has offered this great Nation. Virginia
has given America eight of its distin-
guished men to the Office of Presi-
dency, three of whom were born in the
first district that I represent, and
countless other elected officials, mili-
tary heroes and active citizens to the
cause of freedom and democracy.

Today, I rise to pay a specific tribute
to the Aquia quarries of Government
Island in Stafford, Virginia, for their
contributions to the construction of
our Nation’s Capitol building and the
White House, among many other
prominent structures.

As our forefathers struggled to create
a nation through a Declaration of Inde-
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pendence and an enduring revolution,
they sought to express permanency in
their new-found freedom. Led by Vir-
ginia native George Washington, Amer-
ica began to plan a city that would dig-
nify the grandeur of the new United
States of America. They chose the land
situated geographically centered in the
new Nation up the Potomac River and
to the top of what was known as Jen-
kin’s Hill, a place Pierre Charles
L’Enfant, the city’s planner called ‘‘a
pedestal waiting for a monument.”

0 1445

I could not agree more. Our Capitol
has survived over 200 years, through
the War of 1812, the Civil War, and
more recently, the building was a sus-
pected target of the recent horrific ter-
rorist attack on our country. This
building has grown and matured into
the great symbol of America. The free-
doms that we hold so dear and recent
events have only hardened my deep
fondness for our Capitol and what it
represents.

Although little known, the north sec-
tion of the north wing of the Capitol
and the White House were constructed
of Aquia sandstone quarried from Gov-
ernment Island and along the Aquia
Creek in Stafford County, Virginia; an-
other proud Virginia contribution.

Stafford County’s board of super-
visors, County Administrator C.M. Wil-
liams, county historian Jane Conner,
and the county’s citizens should be
commended for making the preserva-
tion of this island a priority. Their
good work will ensure that this area is
preserved for future generations to ex-
plore and enjoy.

I ask my colleagues to join me today
in support of this resolution to honor
the enduring construction of this build-
ing, the cornerstone of our democracy,
and all that it represents.

I would like to thank the entire Vir-
ginia delegation for cosponsoring this
House resolution commemorating the
United States Capitol and the White
House, highlighting their humble Vir-
ginia beginnings. Additionally, I would
like to thank the Committee on Re-
sources chairman, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentleman
from West Virginia (Mr. RAHALL), the
ranking member, and the Sub-
committee on National Parks, Recre-
ation and Public Lands for moving this
important Virginia initiative.

I again encourage my colleagues’
support.

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

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the resolu-
tion, H. Res. 261.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution was agreed to.
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

AUTHORIZING STUDY OF VIRGINIA
KEY BEACH, FLORIDA, FOR POS-
SIBLE INCLUSION IN NATIONAL
PARK SYSTEM

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2109) to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to conduct a special re-
source study of Virginia Key Beach,
Florida, for possible inclusion in the
National Park System, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2109

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

SECTION 1. STUDY AND REPORT.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of the Interior (in
this Act referred to as ‘‘the Secretary’’) shall
conduct a study of Virginia Key Beach Park in
Biscayne Bay, Florida, which was used for
recreation by African Americans at a time when
public beaches were racially segregated by law.
The study shall evaluate the mational signifi-
cance of the site and the suitability and feasi-
bility of establishing the site as a unit of the Na-
tional Park System.

(b) CRITERIA.—In conducting the study re-
quired by subsection (a), the Secretary shall use
the criteria for the study of areas for potential
inclusion in the National Park System con-
tained in section 8 of Public Law 91-383 (16
U.S.C. 1a-5; popularly known as the National
Park System General Authorities Act).

(c) REPORT.—Upon completion of the study,
the Secretary shall transmit to the Congress a
report on the findings of the study and the con-
clusions and recommendations of the Secretary.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

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

H.R. 2109, introduced by the gentle-
woman from Florida (Mrs. MEEK)
would authorize the Secretary of the
Interior to conduct a resource study of
Virginia Key Beach Park in Miami,
Florida, to determine the suitability
and feasibility of including this site as
a unit of the National Park System.

Virginia Key Beach Park, located
just off the coast of Miami between
Key Biscayne and Fisher Island, was
for decades the only beach in South
Florida where African Americans were
permitted during the days of segrega-
tion. This beach was very significant in
the local community for its numerous
gatherings, which included baptisms
and religious services, courtship and
honeymoons, organizational gath-
erings, visiting celebrities and family
recreation.

However, in 1982 the city of Miami,
citing the high cost of maintaining and
operating the park, closed the beach.
Since that time, the city of Miami has
explored various options regarding
ownership and the future of the beach,
although nothing has yet come to fru-
ition. Nevertheless, it is my under-
standing that the local community
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continues to be very interested in the
fate of the park due in large measure
to its historical significance.

This bill would authorize the Park
Service to conduct a study to examine
the possibility of including Virginia
Key Beach Park as a unit of the Na-
tional Park Service.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is sup-
ported by both majority and minority,
and I urge my colleagues to support
this bill.

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

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker,
H.R. 2109, which was introduced by my
friend and our colleague, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Mrs. MEEK),
would authorize a special resource
study of the historic Virginia Key
Beach Park located on Biscayne Bay in
Florida.

Virginia Key Beach derives its impor-
tance from its history more so than
from its natural or recreational quali-
ties, although there are those as well.
It was the first beach in south Florida
to be opened to African Americans, and
for many years it was the only beach
available to us. Encompassing just 77
acres, the beach was a popular rec-
reational area for local African Amer-
ican families, churches and other orga-
nizations, and as we have heard, it was
a site of many important private and
public events.

At the hearing before the Sub-
committee on National Parks, Recre-
ation and Public Lands, the National
Park Service testified in support of a
park study of this important area.

It is important that we look for ways
to commemorate and preserve not only
the history of this site but also the
natural and recreational qualities as
well.

I want to commend the sponsor, the
gentlewoman from  Florida (Mrs.
MEEK), for her leadership on H.R. 2109.
I am pleased to support this study leg-
islation, and I urge my colleagues to do
likewise.

Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to
yield such time as she may consume to
the gentlewoman from Florida (Mrs.
MEEK).

(Mrs. MEEK of Florida asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
want to thank the gentlewoman from
the Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN),
and I want to thank the gentleman
from California (Mr. RADANOVICH).

I rise with great pride, Mr. Speaker,
and in strong support of H.R. 2109, my
bill to authorize the Secretary of the
Interior to conduct a special resource
study of Virginia Key Beach in Miami,
Florida, for its possible inclusion in the
National Park System.

I want to again thank the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN), the chairman,
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and the gentleman from West Virginia
(Mr. RAHALL), the ranking member of
the full Committee on Resources, the
gentleman from California (Mr. RADAN-
OVICH), the chairman, and the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN), the ranking member of
the subcommittee, and their respective
staffs for their assistance and coopera-
tion.

I also want to thank my delegation
in south Florida, a bipartisan delega-
tion, for cosponsoring this bill.

Mr. Speaker, Virginia Key Beach is a
historically important and environ-
mentally significant place, worthy of
being preserved and studied for its in-
clusion in the National Park System.

Virginia Key was the only beach in
Miami where African Americans could
g0 to swim in the 1940s, 1950s and early
1960s. It was called ‘‘Virginia Key
Beach at that time, a Dade County
Park for the exclusive use of Negros.”
It opened on August 1, 1945. Until that
time, Miami’s beaches had been re-
served for whites only. In those days of
segregation, Virginia Key Beach was
the only way blacks could legally enjoy
the ocean in Dade County.

Dade County created this park in re-
sponse to the efforts of the African
American community to integrate the
beaches in Miami.

The location of this beach was less
than ideal, Mr. Speaker. There was no
bridge, and the only way to get to it
was by taking a boat from the Miami
River.

Despite these impediments, African
Americans have made Virginia Key
Beach a very thriving center for social
and cultural activities. The beach be-
came a cherished getaway, a social
gathering place and even a sacred site
for religious services.

I attended many baptisms at Virginia
Key Beach. The beach was the site for
many baptisms, courtships, honey-
moons, organizational gatherings, vis-
iting celebrities and family recreation.
Even after integration granted every-
one a free choice of recreation areas,
Virginia Key Beach remained the pop-
ular preference for many in the African
American community.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is near
and dear to my heart because I know
the long way we have come because 1
used this park frequently myself and
brought my children there when they
were young. The fact that I am a Con-
gresswoman today shows how much so-
ciety has changed in the intervening
years.

Virginia Key Beach is a national
treasure that stands as a monument to
America’s journey toward racial equal-
ity. As a reminder of our national her-
itage, Virginia Key Beach symbolizes
the struggle of African Americans in
the 20th century during racial segrega-
tion in the South and the onset of the
civil rights movement.

Mr. Speaker, there are very few sites
in the National Park System that rec-
ognizes the struggle for civil rights.
Out of 385 units currently in the park
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system, only 4 have been designated to
commemorate the civil rights era. We
need to do more to recognize the civil
rights era. It is important to remember
that segregation affected every aspect
of our lives, even our leisure time.

In addition to representing an impor-
tant part of the history of African
Americans, it is also an exceptional
natural resource characterized by a
unique and sensitive natural environ-
ment. The beach is a part of an area
known as Virginia Key. It is a 1,000
acre barrier island. There has been
some limited development, but the is-
land is non-residential and includes
ponds and waterways, a tropical hard-
wood hammocks and a large wildlife
conservation area.

The Key is home to more than 25 spe-
cies of birds during the winter, while
its shallow waters contain extensive
grass beds that support manatees,
young sea turtles and many juvenile
fishes. The United States Army Corps
of Engineers, through their shoreline
damage program, is currently restoring
the beach and native plants on the is-
lands.

Finally, let me note, thanking this
committee and my colleagues, the
chairman and the ranking member,
Virginia Key Beach is an excellent lo-
cation and it is very accessible. Other
national attractions in south Florida,
such as Everglades National Park, Big
Cypress and Biscayne National Park,
have extraordinary resources, but they
are not readily accessible for individ-
uals without personal transportation;
Virginia Key Park is. There is a good
Miami-Dade bus connection there, and
it is further enhanced by a link to
south Florida’s rail system.

Mr. Speaker, Virginia Key Beach oc-
cupies a special place in the heart of
all of us from south Florida. It is a
wonderful reminder of the struggle of
African Americans for civil rights and
social justice.

Inclusion in the National Park Sys-
tem would help ensure that Virginia
Key Beach is preserved and protected
for future generations. A special re-
source study is the first step.

This committee has taken the first
step to bring this to the floor. I urge
my colleagues to support this impor-
tant legislation.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, |
come before you today to encourage my col-
leagues to support H.R. 2109, a bill which
would authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
conduct a special resource study of historic
Virginia Key Beach, FL, for the inclusion into
the National Park System. Mr. Speaker, | am
proud to support a very important bill which
will allow Congress to preserve and protect
this beautiful beach site area.

This legislation allows for the beautiful palm-
studded old Florida beach located on a 1,000-
acre barrier island, one of Miami's real treas-
ures, to be recognized as a National Park. Mi-
ami’'s historical Virginia Key Beach has been
one of Florida’s most beautiful and unique
areas since 1896. When | was growing up,
Virginia Key was at one time one of Miami's
most popular beaches for African-Americans
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to enjoy. With its scant four-tenths of a mile of
actual shoreline, the park was the only bathing
beach in the county legally available to Afri-
can-Americans.

Mr. Speaker, this bill does not add to the
national debt, therefore | urge my colleagues
to realize there is no need to oppose it for
economic reasons. This bill does not change
any of the requirements for the inclusion proc-
ess for national parks. All this bill calls for is
the recognition of the 77-acre historic Virginia
Key Beach site in Miami, FL. Passing this bill
would be a reasonable and responsible ap-
proach in recognizing the significant value of
this former “colored beach.”

Florida needs a place that is recognized for
its historical significance, a place that can be
enjoyed today for both recreational purposes
and so that people can learn about the history
of this extraordinary scenic recreational site
that was once cherished as a “Paradise.”

| respectfully ask that my colleagues in this
Congress vote in favor of H.R. 2109 which
would induct historic Virginia Key Beach into
the National Park System.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HANSEN. 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 Utah (Mr. HANSEN)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 2109, as amended.

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

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘A Dbill to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct a spe-
cial resource study of Virginia Key
Beach Park in Biscayne Bay, Florida,
for possible inclusion in the National
Park System.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

MUSCLE SHOALS NATIONAL
HERITAGE AREA, ALABAMA

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2628) to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to conduct a study of the
suitability and feasibility of estab-
lishing the Muscle Shoals National
Heritage Area in Alabama, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2628

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘Muscle
Shoals National Heritage Area Study Act of
2001°.

SEC. 2. STUDY.

The Secretary of the Interior, in consulta-
tion with appropriate State historic preser-
vation officers, States historical societies,
and other appropriate organizations, shall
conduct a study regarding the suitability
and feasibility of designating the study area
described in section 3 as the Muscle Shoals
National Heritage Area. The study shall in-
clude analysis, documentation, and deter-
mination regarding whether the study area—
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(1) has an assemblage of natural, historic,
and cultural resources that together rep-
resent distinctive aspects of American herit-
age worthy of recognition, conservation, in-
terpretation, and continuing use, and are
best managed through partnerships among
public and private entities and by combining
diverse and sometimes noncontiguous re-
sources and active communities;

(2) reflects traditions, customs, beliefs, and
folklife that are a valuable part of the na-
tional story;

(3) provides outstanding opportunities to
conserve natural, historic, cultural, or scenic
features;

(4) provides outstanding recreational and
educational opportunities;

(5) contains resources important to the
identified theme or themes of the study area
that retain a degree of integrity capable of
supporting interpretation;

(6) includes residents, business interests,
nonprofit organizations, and local and State
governments that are involved in the plan-
ning, have developed a conceptual financial
plan that outlines the roles of all partici-
pants (including the Federal Government),
and have demonstrated support for the con-
cept of a national heritage area;

(7) has a potential management entity to
work in partnership with residents, business
interests, nonprofit organizations, and local
and State governments to develop a national
heritage area consistent with continued
local and State economic activity; and

(8) has a conceptual boundary map that is
supported by the public.

SEC. 3. BOUNDARIES OF THE STUDY AREA.

The study area referred to in section 2
shall be comprised of the following:

(1) The part of the Tennessee River’s wa-
tershed in northern Alabama.

(2) The cities of Florence, Sheffield,
Tuscumbia, and Muscle Shoals City, Ala-
bama.

(3) The towns of Anderson, Cherokee,
Courtland, Leighton, Lexington, Littleville,
Red Bay, Rogersville, Russellville, Town
Creek, and Waterloo, Alabama, and their en-
virons.

(4) Colbert, Lauderdale,
Lawrence Counties, Alabama.

(5) Other areas that have heritage aspects
that are similar to those aspects that are in
the areas described in paragraphs (1) through
(4) and which are adjacent to or in the vicin-
ity of those areas.

SEC. 4. REPORT.

Not later than 3 fiscal years after the date
on which funds are first made available for
this Act, the Secretary of the Interior shall
submit to the Committee on Resources of
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources of
the Senate a report on the findings, conclu-
sions, and recommendations of the study.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) and the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah (Mr. HANSEN).

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

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2628, introduced by
the gentleman from Alabama (Mr.
CRAMER) would direct the Secretary of
the Interior to conduct a study to de-
termine the suitability and feasibility
of establishing the Muscle Shoals Na-
tional Heritage Area in northwest Ala-
bama.

Mr. Speaker, the city of Muscle
Shoals and the surrounding area of
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northwest Alabama has played an inte-
gral part in shaping many aspects of
Alabama and southern culture.

O 1500

It is the birthplace of Helen Keller,
setting for Henry Ford’s utopian 75-
Mile City, which inspired Frank Lloyd
Wright’s Broadacre City, a number of
Victorian arts and crafts residences,
and plays host to the annual music fes-
tival named for blues musician W. C.
Handy. It is also the home of the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority, the first piece
of the New Deal legislation. A number
of historic trails also transverse the
area, including the Natchez Trail and
the Trail of Tears.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2628 is supported
by both the majority and the minority
of the committee and the administra-
tion. I urge my colleagues to support
H.R. 2628.

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

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2628, introduced by
my colleague, the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. CRAMER), would direct the
Secretary of the Interior to do a Na-
tional Heritage Area study of the Mus-
cle Shoals area of northern Alabama.
The Muscle Shoals area has a long his-
tory of industry, transportation and
music, among other things.

When the Subcommittee on National
Parks, Recreation, and Public Lands
held a hearing on H.R. 2628 earlier this
year, the National Park Service testi-
fied in support of the study. Our other
witnesses, including the gentleman
from Alabama (Mr. CRAMER), also de-
tailed and expanded upon the history of
the Muscle Shoals area for the sub-
committee. It is obvious that the com-
munities of the Muscle Shoals area
value their heritage and are looking for
ways to maintain and enhance the his-
torical and natural resources of the
area.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2628 is a good bill.
It is also noncontroversial. I support
the passage of the legislation and urge
its favorable consideration by the
House today.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. CRAMER), the sponsor of
this measure.

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the Committee on Resources and
the Subcommittee on National Parks,
Recreation, and Public Lands for mov-
ing H.R. 2628, which is my bill, as well
as the chairman, the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN), and the ranking
member, the gentlewoman from the
Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN),
very much for their consideration.

Both the chairman and the ranking
member have made reference to this
unique area of Alabama that has an ex-
traordinary history. H.R. 2628 would
allow us to do a study to determine the
feasibility of collecting that history
and naming our area a national herit-
age study area. It was passed by the
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committee itself by unanimous con-
sent, so it is a very uncontroversial
piece.

This area of northwest Alabama is
adjacent to the State of Tennessee and
the State of Mississippi as well, so my
colleagues in the House, the gentleman
from Mississippi (Mr. WICKER) and the
gentleman from Alabama (Mr.
ADERHOLT), both are cosponsors of this
piece of legislation.

As the chairman referred to and the
ranking member referred to in their re-
marks about H.R. 2628, this area of
northwest Alabama has an extraor-
dinary history of involvement. Native
Americans were active in this par-
ticular area, and we have an Indian
Mound Museum there that is one of the
most extraordinary museums in the
country.

As we move on through history, the
Tennessee River has defined our area
culturally as well as in terms of trans-
portation issues as well. In the early
1920s, the Wilson Locks and Dam was
built there even before TVA came into
existence. At the time it was the larg-
est lock and dam on the Tennessee
River and one of the largest dams in
the country as well.

President Roosevelt visited that area
and was so impressed by the potential
that he saw there that he was inspired
to form the Tennessee Valley Author-
ity, which has given us a significant
part of our prosperity there, not only
in the State of Alabama but in Ten-
nessee and the entire region as well.

But as the chairman referred to, we
are the home of the W. C. Handy Fes-
tival. That is a blues festival. W. C.
Handy, unbeknownst to a lot of people
in the country, is the ‘‘Father of the
blues.”” He was born in Florence, Ala-
bama, which is located in northwest
Alabama. This festival has existed for
20 years and has brought thousands of
music specialists from all over the
country.

We have a verbal history that is
available in our area of the music tra-
dition that is there. Now, the Muscle
Shoals Studio was a recent era of
music that really was born out of the
blues era. It is a sound recording studio
that has been used by many musicians
around the world. All of that kind of
heritage was started back in the early
1920s and built on from there as well.
So this feasibility study would give us
the chance to catalogue a lot of that
information.

Helen Keller was born in Tuscumbia,
Alabama. That is within 5 miles of this
Tennessee River, and within 10 miles of
Florence, Alabama as well. Her home,
Ivy Green, was preserved as a museum.
There is a Helen Keller Festival there
as well. A 1ot of Helen Keller relatives
come back to that area to this par-
ticular festival.

Jesse Owens was born in Lawrence
County, again, another 7 miles from
the very center of the area we are talk-
ing about. There is a museum to cele-
brate his contributions to American
history there as well.
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The Frank Lloyd Wright structures
we have in this area all combine to
give our area of Alabama a unique his-
tory which we think is deserving of
this declaration as a National Heritage
Area study place.

I want to thank again the committee
for giving us this opportunity, and I
urge my colleagues to pass this impor-
tant bill, H.R. 2628.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. HANSEN) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
2628.

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.

————

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on the five bills just considered,
H.R. 3421, H.R. 3909, H. Res. 261, H.R.
2109, and H.R. 2628.

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

There was no objection.

————

STRENGTHENING SCIENCE AT THE
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY ACT

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 64) to provide for the establish-
ment of the position of Deputy Admin-
istrator for Science and Technology of
the Environmental Protection Agency,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 64

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Strength-
ening Science at the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency Act”.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

For purposes of this Act—

(1) the term ‘‘Administrator’”” means the
Administrator of the Agency;

(2) the term ‘‘Agency’’ means the Environ-
mental Protection Agency;

(3) the term ‘“‘Deputy’ means the Deputy
Administrator for Science and Technology
appointed under section 4; and

(4) the term ‘‘research’ means research,
development, and demonstration.

SEC. 3. RESEARCH MISSION OF AGENCY.

Conducting, sponsoring, and evaluating en-
vironmental science and technology research
shall be a central mission of the Agency. The
results of such research shall be used to help
initiate, formulate, and carry out the Agen-
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cy’s agenda, and the Agency shall seek to in-
crease the public’s understanding of environ-
mental science and technology by making
those research results available to the pub-
lic.

SEC. 4. DEPUTY.

(a) APPOINTMENT.—The President shall ap-
point, by and with the advice and consent of
the Senate, a Deputy Administrator for
Science and Technology, who shall coordi-
nate and oversee the science and technology
activities of the Agency and ensure that
Agency decisions are informed by the results
of appropriate and relevant research.

(b) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Deputy shall—

(1) provide advice to the Administrator re-
garding science and technology issues and
their relationship to Agency policies, proce-
dures, and decisions;

(2) participate in developing the Agency’s
strategic plans and policies and review the
science and technology aspects of those
plans and policies;

(3) coordinate the acquisition and compila-
tion of relevant science and technology in-
formation available from academic sources,
government agencies, and the private sector;

(4) develop and oversee guidelines for the
dissemination of research results conducted,
sponsored, or cited by the Agency to the pub-
lic, including historically black colleges and
universities, Hispanic-serving institutions,
minority communities, and rural commu-
nities; and

(5) develop and oversee guidelines for peer
review of science and technology research.

(c) QUALIFICATIONS.—An individual ap-
pointed under subsection (a) shall be a per-
son who has an outstanding science and
technology background, including research
accomplishments, scientific reputation, and
public policy experience.

(d) CONSULTATION.—Before appointing an
individual under subsection (a), the Presi-
dent shall consult with the National Acad-
emy of Sciences, the National Academy of
Engineering, the Science Advisory Board of
the Agency, and other appropriate scientific
organizations.

(e) COMPENSATION.—The Deputy shall be
compensated at the rate provided for level
IITI of the Executive Schedule pursuant to
section 5314 of title 5, United States Code.

(f) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 5314
of title 5, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following:

“Deputy Administrator for Science and
Technology of the Environmental Protection
Agency.”.

SEC. 5. ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR FOR RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.

(a) TITLE AND TERM.—There shall be an As-
sistant Administrator for Research and De-
velopment of the Agency, who shall also
have the title of Chief Scientist of the Agen-
cy. Appointments to such position made
after the date of the enactment of this Act
shall be for a term of 5 years unless sooner
removed by the President.

(b) QUALIFICATIONS.—An individual ap-
pointed under subsection (a) shall be a per-
son who has an outstanding science and
technology background, including research
accomplishments, scientific reputation, and
experience in leading a research and develop-
ment organization.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD)
will each control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent that all Members
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may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on H.R. 64, the bill now under con-
sideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, today I rise in support
of H.R. 64, the Strengthening Science
at the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy Act.

Time and time again I have heard my
colleagues say, ‘“What I really want is
the use of sound science at the EPA.”
The perception of how EPA decision-
makers use science in their regulatory
actions seems to fall into two camps:
One view comes from the regulated
community who claims that controver-
sial decisions have ignored the under-
lying science. The other view comes
from environmental and public advo-
cacy communities who claim that the
Agency ignores the underlying science
while letting the regulated community
unduly influence the process.

While these constituency may for-
ever disagree on controversial deci-
sions, one theme is common to both
camps and to Members of Congress and
the Judiciary, they doubt that the EPA
uses science appropriately in its regu-
latory decisions.

How should the EPA use science? Is
science simply a cudgel used to win a
court battle? Is it simply an after-
thought to the regulatory process? No.
Rather, science should be at the begin-
ning, middle, and end of the agency’s
decision-making process. It should in-
fuse every issue from the beginning of
discussions on that issue.

Several independent reviews have
concluded that there are significant
problems with the way science is used
within the EPA’s decision-making
structure. These reviews include expert
panels of scientists commissioned by
the Congress, the EPA, the MITRE
Corporation, and the National Acad-
emy of Public Administration. The lat-
est and most influential review, the
National Academy of Sciences’ 2000 re-
port concluded: ‘“The importance of
science in EPA’s decision-making proc-
ess should be no less than that afforded
to legal considerations. Just as the ad-
vice of the Agency’s general counsel is
relied upon by the administrator to de-
termine whether a proposed action is
legal, an appropriately qualified and
adequately empowered scientific offi-
cial is needed to attest to the adminis-
trator and the Nation that the pro-
posed action is scientific.”

H.R. 64 provides for that qualified
scientific official. This legislation
would establish a new Deputy Adminis-
trator for Science and Technology to
serve as an advocate for, and reviewer
of, sciences at the most senior levels of
the Agency. Second, the legislation
would convert the position of the As-
sistant Administrator of the Office of
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Research and Development to a set
term and give that position the title of
Chief Scientist for the Agency.

The Deputy Administrator position
will bring a much-needed change to the
culture of the EPA and ensure that
science has a higher profile in the
Agency’s decision-making process. This
person would not only be accountable
to the administrator for improving and
overseeing science at the Agency, but
would also be accountable to the Con-
gress. This relationship would bolster
Congress’ confidence in the appropriate
role of science at the EPA and, there-
fore, in regulatory decisions.

The Deputy Administrator is also
needed to coordinate research between
the regulatory and scientific arms of
the Agency. A common problem with
trying to ensure that science is in-
volved throughout the regulatory proc-
ess is that the head of the scientific
arm of the Agency, the Assistant Ad-
ministrator for ORD, shares the same
rank as the heads of the regulatory of-
fices. The authors of the Academy re-
port argued since the new Deputy
would rank higher than the existing
Associate Administrators, this person
could foster research relationships be-
tween the Office of Research and De-
velopment and the regulatory offices.

While this first objective of H.R. 64 is
intended to increase the political im-
pact that science has at the Agency,
the second objective, to establish a set
term for the Associate Administrator
of the Office of Research and Develop-
ment, seeks to decrease political pres-
sures on this office. Although the polit-
ical aspect of the Associate Adminis-
trator’s job often receives attention,
the most important aspects of the job
are not political. Since the Deputy Ad-
ministrator could bear many of the po-
litical pressures inside the Agency, the
Associate Administrator could focus
his or her role as the Agency’s chief
scientist on inspiring and supervising a
world class scientific organization.

Before I close, let me mention that
this legislation has garnered support
from a wide array of outside groups. It
has received backing from prestigious
scientific groups such as the American
Chemical Society, the American Soci-
ety of Mechanical Engineers, and the
Society of Toxicology; from business
groups, including the National Associa-
tion of Manufacturers and the Business
Roundtable; and from universities and
other interested parties, including the
National Association of State univer-
sities and Land Grant Colleges, and
members of EPA’s Scientific Advisory
Board.

The time has come to strengthen
science at the EPA. Congress can act
now by passing H.R. 64.

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

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 64, a bill that will strengthen
the use of science at the Environ-
mental Protection Agency. I am proud
to cosponsor this legislation.
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The chairman has done a great job of
describing the bill. I would like to
make just a few additional points. H.R.
64 will ensure that science plays its
proper role at the EPA, providing the
basis for sound regulations that do not
unduly impede economic development
while protecting our environment.

The bill creates the new position of
Deputy Administrator for Science and
Technology. It also makes the Assist-
ant Administrator for the Office of Re-
search and Development a 5-year posi-
tion, much like the directors of the
NIH and the National Science Founda-
tion.

There is another important section
that clarifies that research is integral
to the mission of EPA to protect
human health and the environment.

O 1515

Mr. Speaker, the bill is supported by
a wide array of business and scientific
organizations. I believe the Committee
on Science has crafted a good bill that
will help ensure that the best and most
recent science is considered when the
administrator makes regulatory deci-
sions.

Ultimately, it will be up to the EPA
administrator to listen to the sci-
entists, but this bill will provide the
experts with an opportunity to present
their findings in a timely fashion.
There are concerns both from the ad-
ministration and environmental groups
that this bill might create yet another
layer of bureaucracy at the agency.
This conceivably could occur by giving
the deputy administrator a veto over
regulations.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS)
whether he agrees or disagrees with
that view, and whether he would be
willing to work with me and others to
address continuing concerns within the
bill?

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. BAIRD. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
happy to continue to work with the
gentleman on these issues.

I would like to comment that the
issue of creating another layer of bu-
reaucracy has been raised by other
Members, and that is totally false. It
does not create another layer of bu-
reaucracy, it creates two positions side
by side in the same layer, and I believe
it is an appropriate role for the science
administrator to have an equal status
with the administrator who runs the
rest of the agency.

That is the real objective of this bill,
to have science at a higher level, and I
do not consider that an additional
layer of bureaucracy; but I am pleased
to work with the gentleman.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the clarification, and concur with
the gentleman’s position.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from New York (Mr. BOEHLERT) for his
outstanding work on this bill and his
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leadership of our committee. I also
thank the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. EHLERS) for his work.

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

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from New York (Mr. BOEH-
LERT), the chairman of the Committee
on Science, and also express my appre-
ciation for his work on this issue.

(Mr. BOEHLERT asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Speaker, I want
to point out to Members that this
measure is brought forward by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS), a
doctor, a distinguished scientist in his
own right, who is providing invaluable
service to the Committee on Science.
He and another gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. BARCIA), are a dynamic duo
who have worked tirelessly to advance
this bill to the point where we have it
on the floor today under the Suspen-
sion Calendar, which is reserved for
noncontroversial measures. This is
noncontroversial.

No Member in their right mind can
come up with any logical reason why
we should not have a chief scientist in
the Environmental Protection Agency.
No one in their right mind can come up
with any reason why we should not
have, as this bill provides, a deputy ad-
ministrator for science and technology.
We are in an institution and in a town
where people love to say that they
favor science-based decision-making.
Some of those people favor it as long as
it is politically convenient. When the
conclusion of the scientist is not politi-
cally convenient, they look elsewhere.
There will be no escaping what this bill
does, and its intent. We want to have
the best possible scientific guidance for
the administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, and we
want the Environmental Protection
Agency to give the administration and
Congress the best possible advice that
is based on sound science.

If we have that, I am convinced we
can continue to go forward in a very
responsible way to deal with such
issues as global climate change.

Mr. Speaker, I applaud the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) for
his work on this, and the dedicated
work of the staff on both sides of the
aisle. The Committee on Science has
an outstanding staff. I think it is sec-
ond to none, very capable individuals,
individuals with advanced degrees in
various science disciplines, and that
serves us all well.

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to pay
attention to what we are doing here
today, and I would expect unanimous
support for this very worthy bill.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for his
leadership, and the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) for his leader-
ship on this issue.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

I think the words which have been
spoken are particularly instructive. As
a member of the Committee on Science
for a number of years, and having over-
sight over the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, this legislation that pro-
vides for an administrator for science
and technology emphasizes the part-
nership between what the agency does
and science.

Everything that we have had the op-
portunity to investigate in the Com-
mittee on Science permeates the words
‘“‘science and technology,” and particu-
larly over these last years we have
been utilizing the concept of tech-
nology: Technology and weather, tech-
nology in the science of pollution and
clean air, technology as it relates to
education, technology as it relates to
the whole concept of keeping our com-
munities safer and cleaner. So in order
to provide greater advice to the admin-
istration and to ensure that the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency is an
agency that 1is strengthened with
science, I believe this legislation is the
right direction.

Mr. Speaker, I hope that as this leg-
islation moves, we will be able to im-
plement the position very quickly be-
cause I am seeing with the changing
focus on the utilization of science and
technology, the greater need for that
expertise, expertise to the Congress
and to the administration. It is my
pleasure to add my support to this leg-
islation because it strengthens the En-
vironmental Protection Agency upon
which we rely greatly as well as our
local communities, and it gives the in-
sight that is necessary to make the
process of the environment and science
holistic.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from Maryland (Mrs.
MORELLA), who has worked so hard on
science issues, particularly the need to

recruit women and minorities into
science.
Mrs. MORELLA. Mr. Speaker, I

thank the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. EHLERS) for yielding me this time,
and offer my commendation to the
chairman of the Committee on Science,
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
BOEHLERT) and the ranking member,
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL),
and the ranking member of the sub-
committee, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. BARCIA), and the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. BAIRD) for this
piece of legislation that comes before
us today.

Mr. Speaker, it is with great pleasure
that I rise in support and as a proud co-
sponsor of H.R. 64, the Strengthening
Science at the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency Act. This bill makes im-
portant changes to the administrative
structure at the EPA, establishing for
the first time a clear chain of com-
mand for EPA science, and a dedicated
office responsible for maintaining the
highest possible standards.

With this bill, the House Committee
on Science continues its mission to ad-
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vance common sense bipartisan legisla-
tion that directly confronts defi-
ciencies in our scientific enterprise. 1
am proud of our work together, and I
thank the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. EHLERS) and the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. BARCIA) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD)
for upholding that tradition in bring-
ing the bill before us today.

Recent reviews of the Environmental
Protection Agency have rated the qual-
ity of the science high. As individuals,
the dedicated men and women of the
EPA are doing their jobs with the pro-
fessionalism and integrity we have
come to expect, and have every right to
demand. They should be proud of their
efforts.

Unfortunately, these same reviews
have been critical of the organization
and focus of the research. The work is
piecemeal, and not always directly ap-
plicable. The overall mission is un-
clear, and important areas are unsup-
ported. We clearly need a more top-
down approach, and this bill provides
one.

Sound science requires strong leader-
ship. Administrator Whitman has made
a commitment to improve oversight of
the S&T initiatives at EPA, and I ap-
plaud her efforts to conduct a thorough
review of her agency. She has the will,
and it is time for Congress to provide
the way. This bill would create a dep-
uty administrator for science and tech-
nology, and provide a clear mandate
for the coordination and oversight of
research activities. It also provides a
chief scientist for the agency to pro-
vide guidance and perspective. These
improvements are sorely needed.

Two years ago, the National Re-
search Council issued a comprehensive
review of EPA, and specifically called
for the offices created by this legisla-
tion. In that review, the NRC high-
lighted the growing concerns about
EPA science. They found the quality of
work extremely high, but the percep-
tion low. The committee unanimously
judged the lack of a top science official
a major contributor, calling this state
a ‘‘formula for poor scientific credi-
bility outside the agency.’”’” This is sim-
ply not acceptable.

The EPA’s work is too important to
suffer from poor perception. A regu-
latory agency cannot function without
the public’s trust. As the agency with
primary oversight of the Nation’s envi-
ronment, the scientific basis for EPA’s
regulatory decisions must be beyond
reproach. We will always have debates
over trade-offs between environmental
and economic prosperity, between fair
use and exploitation, and too much
regulation and not enough. We cannot
afford to have debates about the
science. It must be reliable, timely and
sound.

No corporation is run without a head
and no enterprise succeeds without a
leader. The EPA needs a clear hier-
archy and a dedicated office to oversee
the science portfolio and take responsi-
bility for its focus and direction. The
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importance of the work requires it. The
impact of the decisions demand it, and
the American people deserve no less. I
urge Members to support H.R. 64.

Mr. BARCIA. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of H.R. 64, the Strengthening Science at the
Environmental Protection Agency Act, legisla-
tion that will ensure that science plays a prop-
er role at the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy. We must be sure that science will serve as
the basis for sound regulations that do not un-
duly impede economic development.

| want to thank Congressman SHERWOOD
BOEHLERT and VERNON EHLERS who worked
closely with myself and Congressman RALPH
HALL to craft a truly bipartisan piece of legisla-
tion. This legislation addresses recommenda-
tions made by the National Academy of
Sciences and will do much to improve the
quality of science at the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency.

This legislation emphasizes that research is
integral to the mission of EPA to protect
human health and the environment.

The creation of a Deputy Administrator for
Science and Technology will ensure that
science has an equal seat at the table when
important decisions are made. Any regulation
issued by the EPA must be based on the best
scientific information available. | believe that
the elevated status of this new position will en-
sure this is the case.

| urge my colleagues to support H.R. 64.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in support of this legislation sponsored by my
good friend and colleague from Michigan, Mr.
EHLERS.

This legislation, which establishes a Deputy
Administrator for Science and Technology at
the Environmental Protection Agency, fulfills a
recommendation made in a report of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences. It is intended to
give science a more visible role at EPA and to
ensure a sound foundation for science at the
agency.

As many in this body know, there is a wide-
spread perception that politics more than
science influences regulatory decisions at
EPA. This bill addresses this problem, but it is
only the beginning.

There needs to be a real change in the cul-
ture at EPA. Many have asked whether it is
appropriate to have a regulatory body con-
ducting and overseeing the science used to
support its regulatory determinations. It seems
to me that there is an inherent conflict of inter-
est in such an arrangement. Even when EPA
science is sound, there is an inescapable per-
ception that the regulatory decision drove the
science, not the other way around. This bill is
a good start at raising the profile and centrality
of science at EPA.

| want to thank the gentleman from Michi-
gan for his leadership on this issue, and | urge
my colleagues to support H.R. 64.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 64, the Strengthening Science at
the Environmental Protection Agency Act.

In a report published in June of 2000, the
National Academy of Sciences recommended
the restructuring of the EPA’s science pro-
grams to strengthen the role that science
plays in the decision-making process. The Na-
tional Academy’s recommendations call for the
establishment of a Deputy Administrator for
Science and Technology and an appointment
for the position of Assistant Administrator for
Research and Development.
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| am pleased that Mr. EHLERS introduced
H.R. 64, which will make these recommenda-
tions a reality. Protection of our environment is
dependent on science both to assess prob-
lems and to develop solutions. This bill en-
hances the mission of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency to include conducting, spon-
soring, and evaluating environmental science
and technology research. The agency will then
use the results of this research to carry out
the EPA’s agenda with regard to protecting
the environment.

With this shift to a more science-based deci-
sion-making process at the Environmental
Protection Agency, it only makes sense that
the people who oversee science and tech-
nology at the EPA should be well-respected
researchers who understand the scientific
process. This bill directs the President to ap-
point a Deputy Administrator for Science and
Technology and an Assistant Administrator for
Research and Development (or Chief Sci-
entisty who both have outstanding back-
grounds, including research accomplishments,
scientific reputation and leadership experi-
ence.

Although | support this effort, | wanted to
sound one cautionary note. As we pass this
bill, we will need to monitor its implementation
carefully. We want to make sure that our di-
rection that EPA has a Deputy Administrator
for Science and Technology and an appoint-
ment for the position of Assistant Administrator
for Research and Development not be dis-
torted by anyone with a political agenda. We
want to make sure the people who fill these
new positions at EPA are truly scientists, not
politicians intent on using junk science or bi-
ased science to fulfill a political agenda. That
is equally true for pro-industry and pro-envi-
ronmental positions.

All too often in the environmental arena we
see decisionmaking being dictated by a reli-
ance on studies created or funded by industry.
In many instances, we don't have access to
the raw data underlying these studies. As any
scientist will tell you, this is a perversion of the
peer review process that is the basis of all
good science. We have also seen groups
make wild claims that have no basis in sci-
entific analysis.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 64 is a well-intentioned
bill and a step forward to see that our deci-
sions are guided by the best available data. |
urge my colleagues to support it.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CULBERSON). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 64, as amended.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
EXTENDING AUTHORITY OF EX-
PORT-IMPORT BANK UNTIL MAY
31, 2002

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the Sen-
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ate bill (S. 2248) to extend the author-
ity of the Export-Import Bank until
May 31, 2002.

The Clerk read as follows:

S. 2248

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

SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF EXPORT-IMPORT
BANK.

Notwithstanding the dates specified in sec-
tion 7 of the Export-Import Bank Act of 1945
(12 U.S.C. 635f) and section 1(c) of Public Law
103-428, the Export-Import Bank of the
United States shall continue to exercise its
functions in connection with and in further-
ance of its objects and purposes through May
31, 2002.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER) and the gen-
tleman from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on S. 2248, and to insert extra-
neous material on the bill.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, this Member rises today
in support of S. 2248, which is being
considered today under suspension of
the rules. This legislation simply ex-
tends the authorization for the Export-
Import Bank until May 31, 2002, noth-
ing more. Under current law, the most
recent short-term reauthorization of
the Export-Import Bank expires on
April 30, 2002. If this subsequent short
term authorization extension is not
signed into law, the Export-Import
Bank could not engage in new trans-
actions and would have to wind down
its current operations as of today,
April 30.

Without the passage of this legisla-
tion the Export-Import Bank will not
have the legal authority to issue new
financing commitments in support of
the export of U.S. made goods and U.S.
origin services.
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BEach year, the bank supports more
than 2,300 export transactions. Eighty-
six percent of those transactions are
for small and medium-sized businesses.
The bank processes a daily flow of ex-
port cases and any expiration of the
bank’s charter will jeopardize pending
sales and the jobs of U.S. workers tied
to those transactions.

Even more important to small busi-
ness, the Export-Import Bank has a
Credit Committee which approves
small business transactions. This Cred-
it Committee meets often each week. If
this extension is not passed, the Credit
Committee will not be able to do their
business, and small businesses in turn
will be hurt the most.
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Therefore, it is extraordinarily im-
portant that we approve this legisla-
tion today. I say that because tomor-
row, in fact, we will be debating the
Export-Import Bank Reauthorization
Act of 2001 under a rule. That bill, in-
troduced by this Member, of course,
had careful attention in subcommittee
and committee, and we are prepared to
take it to the House floor tomorrow
under a rule which is expected to be
prepared this evening for consideration
tomorrow.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, for these
reasons and many others, it is extraor-
dinarily important that we approve
this 1l-month authorization extension
for the Export-Import Bank today.

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

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

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

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, with all
due respect to my very good friend, the
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREU-
TER), I rise as the ranking member of
the Subcommittee on International
Monetary Policy and Trade in strong
opposition to this 30-day extension to
the Export-Import Bank. I think it is
time to send this bank a message, and
I think we should vote down this exten-
sion and this bill this afternoon.

This bill, I should say, is being op-
posed by 10 of my colleagues who have
sent a letter to every Member of Con-
gress urging a ‘‘no’’ vote on this legis-
lation. These Representatives are the
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER), the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. CONYERS), the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. PAUL), the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO), the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH), the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HINCHEY),
the gentlewoman from California (Ms.
LEE), the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. CLAY), the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BROWN) and the gentleman from
New York (Mr. TOWNS).

This bill is also opposed by the Paper
Allied Chemical and Energy Workers
International, PACE, a union with over
300,000 members. It is opposed by the
Independent Steel Workers Union. It is
opposed by the U.S. Business and In-
dustry Council and by the CATO Insti-
tute, a conservative think tank.

Mr. Speaker, this is an example of
where progressives, such as myself, and
conservatives, are coming together to
protect the American taxpayer and the
workers of this country in opposition
to an outrageous example of corporate
welfare.

While I do not often agree with the
conservative columnist Robert Novak,
I urge Members to read the article he
wrote which appeared in yesterday’s
Washington Post which raises some
very strong concerns about the Export-
Import Bank.

Mr. Speaker, many supporters of the
Export-Import Bank argue that the
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bank is necessary in order to create
jobs. What I want to know, therefore,
is if this bank is supposed to create
jobs, how come the major beneficiaries
of the Export-Import Bank, the cor-
porations who have received the most
assistance year after year, have sub-
stantially reduced their American
workforce? In other words, instead of
creating new jobs, these large corpora-
tions have taken money from the Ex-
port-Import Bank and, year after year,
they have thrown tens and tens of
thousands of American workers out on
the street.

I think it is time to tell those folks
who are at the trough for corporate
welfare that if they want money from
the taxpayers of this country, if they
want help from the working people of
this country, you do not lay off hun-
dreds of thousands of American work-
ers.

Mr. Speaker, some have talked about
how 86 percent of the transactions from
Ex-Im go to small business. That is
correct. But that is a bit misleading,
because 82 percent of the money, what
is really important, goes to the For-
tune 500 companies, while only 18 per-
cent of the dollars and the subsidies go
to small business.

Mr. Speaker, let me give a few exam-
ples of the work and the actions of
some of the major beneficiaries of the
Export-Import Bank. General Electric
has received over $2.5 billion in direct
loans and loan guarantees from the Ex-
port-Import Bank. They are, I believe,
the second largest major beneficiary.
Not exactly a small business. In fact,
they are one of the largest corpora-
tions in the world. So all the taxpayers
in America who are struggling to keep
their heads above water, GE thanks
you very, very much for your assist-
ance.

What is this company doing? What do
they say. Jack Welch, as everybody
knows, was the very successful CEO of
GE for many years. Let me quote Mr.
Welch: ‘‘Ideally, you have every plant
you own on a barge.”

That is his philosophy. I respect the
guy. He is up front. He says that the
way you make money is to move to
China and Mexico, pay workers there
sub-standard wages, and throw Amer-
ican workers out on the streets. That is
his business. I do not have a problem
with that, but I do have a serious prob-
lem that American taxpayers’ money,
American workers’ money, goes to
companies who say, ‘“‘Hey, wouldn’t it
be ideal if we could have all of our jobs
on a barge and move to any country in
the world where wages are lower?”’

GE has moved jobs from State to
State and country to country in search
of lower wages. The company’s biggest
export is, in fact, jobs. In 1975, GE had
667,000 American workers. In 1995, they
employed 398,000, a decline of 269,000
jobs. Now, is that not something? What
a success story for Ex-Im; the number
2 recipient lays off hundreds of thou-
sands of jobs.

Now, I was a mayor of a city for 8
yvears and we provided help to the busi-
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ness communities. But, you know
what? We did not just give them a
blank check. We said if you want tax-
payer money, this is what we want
from you in return. And I would sug-
gest very strongly that what the tax-
payers of this country want when they
subsidize corporations is they want
those corporations to reinvest in Amer-
ica, create jobs in America, and not
run to China, Mexico and every coun-
try in the world where they can pay
workers starvation wages.

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

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, it is
my pleasure to yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. OXLEY), the distinguished
chairman of the Committee on Finan-
cial Service.

(Mr. OXLEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to support the 30-day extension
of Ex-Im’s reauthorization. Let me
take a few minutes to outline for my
colleagues why this extension is so
critical.

Without this 30 day extension, the
Ex-Im Bank will not be forced to close
its doors, but it will be prevented from
doing any new business transactions.
What does that mean? It means many
U.S. manufacturers will have to sit idle
waiting for a full-term authorization,
losing millions of dollars in business
every day. It means that workers
whose jobs depend on exports financed
by the Ex-Im Bank will face an unclear
future.

It means that the international ex-
port community will view the TU.S.
Congress as unsupportive of U.S. ex-
porters and will seek to capitalize by
convincing foreign markets that they
cannot rely any longer on U.S. manu-
facturers. I have already received a
copy of a letter that calls into question
the ability of Ex-Im to transact future
deals. That is the international percep-
tion. It is critical that we refute that
view by passing this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, tomorrow the House is
scheduled to consider a 4-year reau-
thorization of Ex-Im that was approved
by the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices in October of last year. That legis-
lation, H.R. 2871, received broad bipar-
tisan support in the committee and
was approved by a voice vote.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER), the chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Inter-
national Monetary Policy and Trade,
who, over the past several months, has
worked closely with the administration
to remedy some of its concerns related
to the original legislation. Many of
those concerns have been addressed and
will be included in a manager’s amend-
ment to the legislation.

Mr. Speaker, the Ex-Im Bank is a
vital tool for the American exporting
community. The Ex-Im Bank provides
loan guarantees, insurance and direct
loans to U.S. manufacturers that seek
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to reach overseas markets when there
is no available commercial financing or
direct competition from another export
credit agency.

There are over 70 foreign export cred-
it agencies supplying more than $500
billion in financing for international
exports. In order to remain competitive
in the international arena, U.S. export-
ers need the Ex-Im Bank to compete on
a level playing field. Without Ex-Im,
our manufacturers would face an inter-
national market full of goods receiving
government sponsored support, making
it more difficult for them to offer their
goods at a competitive price. Addition-
ally, without Ex-Im, it will be more
difficult for U.S. goods to reach emerg-
ing markets, effectively closing out the
opportunity for U.S. businesses to
build a customer base in those coun-
tries.

Let me reiterate, Mr. Speaker we will
take up the full authorization for the
Ex-Im Bank tomorrow, but today we
must extend the charter of the bank
for 30 days to ensure that Ex-Im can
continue to create new business. I urge
my colleagues to join me in voting to
approve this 30-day extension of the
bank and let the world know that we
support American manufacturers, we
support American workers and we sup-
port the American economy.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
happy to yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. LAFALCE), the ranking mem-
ber of the Committee on Financial
Services.

(Mr. LAFALCE asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, I find
myself in agreement with much of
what has been said by my friend the
gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREU-
TER) and my friend the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. OXLEY), so I rise in strong
support of this 30-day extension of the
Ex-Im Bank.

I think it is imperative that we con-
tinue the existence of Ex-Im Bank
until no other country has the means
of subsidizing their exports. Otherwise,
we would be engaging in unilateral dis-
armament. We cannot do that. I do not
foresee the day in the near future when
we are going to have a multilateral
agreement that ends all subsidies of ex-
ports.

So, this is really a necessity for sur-
vival. If we did not extend Ex-Im Bank,
basically you would have to shut down
its operations. That is just untenable.

Having said that, let me also say I
share some of the concerns of my good
friend, the gentleman from Vermont
(Mr. SANDERS), both with respect to
procedure and with respect to sub-
stance. About 30 days ago when we had
another 30-day extension, I said that it
would be difficult for me to support an-
other extension unless we had come to
the floor or would be coming to the
floor with the authorization bill.

I wish we had done it in the past 30
days, but we are doing it tomorrow. So
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that is good enough, we are doing it to-
morrow. But also my assumption is,
and I am supporting the 30-day exten-
sion on the assumption that the gen-
tleman from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS)
and others who have differences of
opinion, who want to perfect the bill,
will be given the opportunity to offer
their amendments on the floor of the
House so they can be voted up or down.

On the basis of that assumption, I
can and do support the bill.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAFALCE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Nebraska.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to confirm the gentleman’s
understanding and expectation. This
Member has specifically urged the
Committee on Rules and our colleagues
in the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices to make in order, for example, the
Sanders amendment and the amend-
ment of the gentlewoman from Illinois
(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY) and others that were
offered in committee but which were
not approved.

I expect and am very assured that we
are going to have a structured but
broadly open bill for discussion tomor-
row and that the concerns of the dis-
tinguished gentleman (Mr. LAFALCE)
will be addressed tomorrow in the de-
bate.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAFALCE. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from Nebraska.

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, I find that a very persua-
sive reason for supporting today’s bill.
I thank the gentleman from Nebraska.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
very happy to yield such time as he
may consume to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS).

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the ranking member for yielding me
time.

Mr. Speaker, I just heard this last
colloquy with the gentleman from New
York. If he still has faith in the Com-
mittee on Rules around here, that we
are going to get a rule that will allow
us to offer our amendments, I am going
to pray tonight, I will burn a candle, I
will do everything necessary, but let us
see what happens about that tonight.

Now, the Export-Import Bank, I do
not get this around here. $673 million
in loans and loan guarantees for
projects related to the Enron Corpora-
tion. Has that corporation been lifted
up into this debate? Does anybody
want to defend that? I will yield to
them right now. $673 million in loans,
leaving the taxpayers exposed to $514
million in loans.

Then they approved a $300 million
loan for an Enron-related project in
India, even though the World Bank, for
whom I have not always praise, has re-
fused to finance the very same project
because it was not economically viable.
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So what goes on here? This was cre-
ated in the Depression to create jobs,
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and now they are operating in a totally
reverse strategy. Is this new informa-
tion to the committee? And they are
providing the money to the Fortune 500
corporations, which are nice people and
I like them a lot, but they are the ones
that are contracting the labor force
into United States as we meet.

So I come to this debate a little bit
confused.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. CONYERS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Vermont.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, the gen-
tleman comes from Detroit where Gen-
eral Motors is. How many workers have
been laid off by General Motors, a
major recipient of the Export-Import
Bank? Does the gentleman have any
idea?

Mr. CONYERS. Yes,
Roughly 200,000.

Mr. SANDERS. Well, they must be
doing a good job with the money that
they are getting. They sure are.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, from
559,000 to 314,000, and that is just one of
the automobile corporations; they are
all contracting. And most of the For-
tune 500 companies are contracting
their workforce. So how do we end up
thinking that this is very important
because this does not protect American
workers? Why are we here?

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, it is
my pleasure to yield 5 minutes to the
distinguished gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. MALONEY), a member of the
Committee on Financial Services.

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding me this time.

I rise in bipartisan support of the 30-
day extension reauthorization of the
Export-Import Bank. One month ago
Congress successfully passed a 30-day
reauthorization by voice vote, and I
urge my colleagues to once again sup-
port keeping the bank in business as
we finish the reauthorization tomor-
Trow.

Since 1934, the Ex-Im Bank has
helped finance the sale of U.S. products
around the world by providing loan
guarantees, loans, and export credit in-
surance for U.S. businesses. While some
opponents of the bank argue that it has
outlived its use, I believe its mission is
increasingly relevant in today’s com-
petitive global economy, especially as
new opportunities for U.S. exports in-
crease in emerging markets.

In politically developing regions like
Eastern Europe and the former Soviet
Union, projects often require the sup-
port of an export credit agency, and
without Ex-Im Bank, they would be
more likely to fall to foreign competi-
tors.

Exports are increasingly important
to the U.S. economy. The U.S. is far
more dependent on exports today,
which form a larger share of the GNP,
than in the 1930s. In fiscal year 2000,
the bank supported over $15.5 billion in
U.S. exports, on a subsidy of $759 mil-
lion.

Mr. Speaker.
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The important point to remember
about the bank is that it is a lender of
last resort. It offers guarantees for
loans that otherwise would not be
made. Mr. Speaker, $15.5 billion may
not be a large number in relation to
the entire U.S. economy, but this $15.5
billion represents economic activity
and U.S. jobs that, without Ex-Im
Bank, support would not be available
to American workers.

Across the country, Ex-Im Bank sup-
port goes to businesses, both large and
small. I am frequently visited by con-
stituents who use the Ex-Im Bank. In
my district in New York, the bank has
worked with financial institutions, im-
port-exporters and manufacturers, to-
taling over $1 billion in exports since
1995. During this period, the bank has
supported 72 different businesses in my
district alone, including 19 small busi-
nesses.

While today’s vote will keep the bank
in business for 30 days, the House will
consider the bank’s reauthorization
through 2005 tomorrow.

With the leadership of the ranking
member, the gentleman from New York
(Mr. LAFALCE) and the chairman of the
committee, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. OXLEY) and the subcommittee
chairman, the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. BEREUTER), this reauthor-
ization builds on the bank’s past suc-
cesses. It has strong bipartisan sup-
port, and it also includes an amend-
ment I offered in the subcommittee
giving the bank explicit authority to
turn down an application for Ex-Im
support when a company has engaged
in fraudulent business practices.

Mr. Speaker, this is an important in-
stitution, and I urge its continued sup-
port, both today and tomorrow.

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

Last summer, I worked with my very
good friend, the distinguished chair-
man of the subcommittee, the gen-
tleman from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER)
on issues relating to the Export-Import
Bank. In fact, we introduced a bill,
H.R. 2517, that would have gone a very
long way in protecting the taxpayers of
this country from corporate welfare
and in protecting American workers,
and I want to thank the gentleman
from Nebraska for his support of that
effort. A markup was scheduled to take
place on that bill but, out of nowhere,
the markup was canceled, and my sus-
picion is that the moneyed interests
who like the Export-Import Bank as it
is right now sent down the word from
on top that that markup never take
place. What we have in front of us is an
outrageous example of corporate wel-
fare.

Mr. Speaker, my feeling is that the
American people who, in many in-
stances, are working longer hours for
lower wages than was the case 20 or 30
years ago, many of whom have no
health insurance, our seniors do not
have prescription drugs, we face a
housing crisis, a child care crisis; in
the midst of all of this, people are say-
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ing, why are the taxpayers of this
country providing huge subsidies and
loans to the largest multinational cor-
porations in the world who pay their
CEOs huge salaries, give them huge
benefits, and companies that take this
money from the taxpayers say, thank
you very much and, oh, by the way, we
are laying you off because we are going
to China and hiring somebody at 20
cents an hour.

I think the American people want us
to protect their dollars. I think they
want us to protect American workers.

What is so bad about saying to a cor-
poration, if you want taxpayers’
money, then you have to protect Amer-
ican jobs? What a radical idea. But it is
an idea that has not yet come to the
Export-Import Bank.

There are a number of reasons why
we should vote ‘‘no”” and send a mes-
sage to the Export-Import Bank.

Number 1, major corporations take
the money, lay off American workers,
and run abroad.

Number 2, the Export-Import Bank,
as the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
CONYERS) indicated, has provided $673
million in financing to questionable
Enron-related projects, projects, in
some instances, that the taxpayers of
this country may have to pick up the
tab for.

Number 3, the Export-Import Bank is
hurting steel workers. The Export-Im-
port Bank has provided an $18 million
loan to help a Chinese steel mill pur-
chase equipment to modernize their
plant. This Chinese company has been
accused of illegally dumping steel into
the U.S. According to the United Steel
Workers of America, ‘It is disgraceful
that the U.S. Government is
bankrolling Chinese steel production
when U.S. steel companies are declar-
ing bankruptcy and American workers
are being laid off.”

Number 4, the Export-Import Bank is
helping the Chinese military. The Ex-
port-Import Bank is subsidizing Boeing
aircraft sales to the Chinese military.
According to the President of Machin-
ist Local 751, ‘“Boeing used to make
tail sections for the 747s in Wichita,
but they moved the work to a military
factory in Xian, China. Is this Boeing’s
definition of free trade, to have Amer-
ican workers compete with Chinese
labor making $50 a month under mili-
tary discipline?”’

Number 5, the Export-Import Bank is
helping General Electric ship jobs to
Mexico.

Number 6, the Export-Import Bank is
helping AT&T ship jobs to China. And
on and on and on it goes.

Mr. Speaker, in my view, if we keep
the Export-Import Bank, we should
have firm guarantees from the compa-
nies that receive the money that they
are going to grow American jobs, they
are going to hire more and more work-
ers, not lay them off. In my view, a
much larger percentage of money from
the Export-Import Bank should go to
the small business community, the
people who are creating jobs in Amer-
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ica, not to the big corporations who are
sending our jobs abroad.

So, Mr. Speaker, I believe that the
time is now to send a message to the
Export-Import Bank who have, for so
long, ignored the needs of the Amer-
ican taxpayer and have ignored the
needs of American workers. Let us shut
them down. Let them think. Give them
some time to think. This is going to be
a very good reflective time, contem-
plative time. They could take the time
off, go home, meditate, and try to un-
derstand how they can represent Amer-
ican workers and American taxpayers,
rather than just the multinational cor-
porations.

So I urge a ‘“‘no’” vote. I will insert
into the RECORD at this time a state-
ment from the United States Business
and Industry Council, which opposes
the extension; a statement from the
Cato Institute that opposes the exten-
sion; and a statement on behalf of the
Paper, Allied-Industrial, Chemical and
Energy Workers representing 320,000
American workers who want to keep
their jobs in this country.

The statements are as follows:

UNITED STATES BUSINESS AND IN-
DUSTRY COUNCIL,
April 29, 2002.
OPPOSE THE 30-DAY EXTENSION OF THE EX-

PORT-IMPORT BANK—REQUIRE THAT IT SUP-

PORT JOBS AND INDUSTRY IN AMERICA, NOT

OVERSEAS

On Tuesday, April 30, 2002, a 30-day exten-
sion of the Export-Import Bank will be on
the House Suspension Calendar. On behalf of
our domestic American member companies,
we urge that you vote against S. 2248.

The Export-Import Bank was created in
1934 to increase U.S. jobs through exports.
Today, the Export-Import Bank has strayed
from this mission. It is now providing bil-
lions of dollars to multinational companies
that are laying-off hundreds of thousands of
American workers and shipping their jobs
overseas.

By opposing the 30-day extension, you will
be sending a message to the Export-Import
Bank that it should only support companies
and projects that increase jobs in the United
States.

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK’S TOP CLIENTS CUT THEIR
WORKFORCE

Time Magazine reports the top 5 recipients
of Ex-Im subsidies over the past decade have
reduced their workforce by 38%—more than
a third of a million jobs lost. These five com-
panies, which include giants Boeing and Gen-
eral Electric, have received more than 60% of
all Ex-Im subsidies.

THE EXPORT-IMPORT BANK HAS HELPED CHINESE
STEELMAKERS

The Export-Import Bank has provided an
$18 million loan to help a Chinese steel mill
purchase equipment to modernize their
plant. This Chinese company has been ac-
cused of illegally dumping steel into the
American market. The U.S. government
should not bankroll Chinese steel production
when U.S. steel companies are being forced
into bankruptcy by imports.

THE EXPORT-IMPORT BANK IS HELPING THE

CHINESE MILITARY

The Export-Import Bank is subsidizing
Boeing aircraft sales to China. Yet, Boeing
has been increasing the amount of aircraft
production it does in China. It used to make
tail sections for the 737 in Wichita, but then
moved the work to a military factory in
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Xian, China. Besides being questionable on
commercial grounds, such deals amount to
the Ex-Im Bank subsidizing Beijing’s defense
industry at a time when China’s military
buildup threatens the stability of Asia.

These practices must end. Oppose the 30-
day extension of the Export-Import Bank.

THE CATO Institute,
April 30, 2002.
TIME TO RETIRE THE EXPORT-IMPORT BANK,
CATO STUDY CONCLUDES

WASHINGTON.—The House of Representa-
tives faces a vote this week on whether to re-
authorize the Export-Import Bank of the
United States. A recent study published by
the Cato Institute, ‘‘Rethinking the Export-
Import Bank,” finds that, ‘‘the Ex-Im Bank
is a Great Depression-era agency that has
little relevance in a time of increasingly
open and sophisticated global markets.”’

According to the study:

Generous export subsidies don’t equal bet-
ter export performance. The United States
exported roughly twice as much in 2000 as it
did in 1990. By comparison, Germany’s ex-
ports increased by 34%, Japan’s by 66%, the
U.K.’s by 51%, and France’s by 36%. Yet ac-
cording to a 1997 GAO analysis of official ex-
port support, the United States subsidized a
much smaller share of its exports than any
of these other nations. In addition, most
(more than 80%) beneficiaries of Ex-Im fi-
nancing do not face subsidized competition.

Export subsidies don’t increase net em-
ployment or ‘‘improve’ the trade balance.
By overriding the market, the Bank directs
credit to less efficient uses, creating distor-
tions in the national economy, and imposing
opportunity costs that are higher than the
added value of the Bank’s intervention.

It is neither fair nor constitutional that
taxpayer dollars are being used to support
particular businesses, including Enron, GE,
and numerous other multibillion-dollar
beneficiaries. Indeed, in FY2000, the top 10
recipients of the Bank’s loans and long-term
guarantees were large corporations that got
86% of those services. Private credit markets
are far deeper and are more accessible than
during the Great Depression when the Bank
was founded, and large corporations should
have no trouble financing creditworthy
projects.

“Rethinking the Export-Import Bank’ can
be found at http:/www.freetrade.org/pubs/
briefs/tbp-015es.html. Daniel Griswold, asso-
ciate director of Cato’s Center for Trade Pol-
icy Studies, is available to provide com-
ments and background. He can be reached at
(202) 789-5260, or dgriswold@cato.org.

PACE,
April 29, 2002.
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of the
Paper, Allied-Industrial, Chemical and En-
ergy Workers International Union (PACE)
and our 320,000 members I would like to ex-
press our opposition of the bill to provide for
a 30-day extension of the Export-Import
Bank. The bill will be on the Suspension Cal-
endar for Tuesday, April 30, 2002. We urge
that you vote against this legislation.

The Export-Import Bank was created in
1934, in the midst of the Great Depression, to
increase U.S. jobs through exports. Unfortu-
nately, the Export-Import Bank has reversed
this strategy and is now providing billions of
dollars in corporate welfare to large, multi-
national companies. In many instances, the
companies that receive Export-Import Bank
support are precisely the ones that are lay-
ing-off hundreds of thousands of American
workers and shipping those jobs overseas to
China and Mexico.
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By opposing the 30-day extension, we will
be sending a message to the Export-Import
Bank and its supporters: start protecting
American workers, stop financing Enron-re-
lated projects, support our struggling steel
industry, and only support companies that
are working hard to increase jobs in the
United States—not the ones that are export-
ing jobs. If we are successful, the Export-Im-
port Bank may have to close its doors for
one day. Hopefully, this 24-hour period will
enable the bank to consider changing its
policies to help American workers—not the
multi-national companies that are shipping
jobs overseas.

Here are the top five reasons to oppose this
bill:

1. The Export-Import Bank Provides Cor-
porate Welfare To Companies That Ship jobs
Overseas.

On August 8, 1996, the director of the AFL—
CIO task force on trade said that: “Ex-Im fi-
nancing is corporate welfare with a fig leave
of U.S. jobs.”

According to Time Magazine, the top 5 re-
cipients of Ex-Im subsidies over the past dec-
ade which include Boeing and General Elec-
tric have reduced their workforce by 38%—
more than a third of a million jobs down the
drain. These same 5 companies have received
more than 60 percent of all Export-Import
subsidies.

2. The Export-Import Bank Has Provided
$673 million in Financing to Questionable
Enron-related projects.

Since 1994, the Export-Import Bank has
provided $673 million in loans and loan guar-
antees for projects related to the Enron Cor-
poration leaving taxpayers exposed to $514
million. The Ex-Im Bank approved a $300
million loan for an Enron-related project in
India even though the World Bank repeat-
edly refused to finance this project because
it was ‘‘not economically viable.”’

According to Human Rights Watch, Am-
nesty International, Friends of the Earth
and the Indian media, ‘“‘Enron subsidiaries
paid local law enforcement to suppress oppo-
sition to its power plant in which they arbi-
trarily beat and arrested dozens of vil-
lagers.”

3. The Export-Import Bank Is Hurting
Steelworkers.

The Export-Import Bank has provided an
$18 million loan to help a Chinese steel mill
purchase equipment to modernize their
plant. This Chinese company has been ac-
cused of illegally dumping steel into the U.S.
According to the United Steelworkers of
America, ‘“‘It’s disgraceful that the U.S. gov-
ernment is bankrolling Chinese steel produc-
tion when U.S. steel companies are declaring
bankruptcy and American workers are being
laid-off.”

4. The Export-Import Bank Is Helping Boe-
ing Ship Jobs to China.

The Export-Import Bank is subsidizing
Boeing aircraft sales to China. According to
the President of Machinists’ Local 751: ‘‘Boe-
ing used to make tail sections for the 737 in
Wichita, but they moved the work to a mili-
tary factory in Xian, China. Is this Boeing’s
definition of free trade, to have American
workers compete with Chinese labor making
$50 a month under military discipline?”’

5. The Export-Import Bank Is Helping Gen-
eral Electric Ship Jobs to Mexico.

The Ex-Im Bank insured a $3-million loan
to aid General Electric build a factory where
Mexican workers will make parts for appli-
ances to export back to the United States.
This project is responsible for the loss of
1,500 American jobs in Bloomington, Indiana.
Their jobs will now be performed by Mexican
workers who are making $2 per hour.

These practices must end. Oppose the 30-
day extension of the Export-Import Bank
bill.

Sincerely,
LOWELL ‘“‘PETE’’ STRADER.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, in fact, the legislation
that we will take up tomorrow will be
requiring an increase of Ex-Im Bank
funds for small business—a require-
ment of not less than 20%. Already, 86
percent of the transactions of the Ex-
port-Import Bank do involve small
business.

This is not a question about sending
a message to the Export-Import Bank
by failing to approve this 1-month ex-
tension today. This is a very serious
matter for it would not be just a 24-
hour hiatus. This, in fact, will disturb
the Ex-Im transactions now under re-
view. It will be particularly damaging
to the small business community, as I
pointed out in my earlier remarks.

A ‘“‘Dear Colleague’ has been sent
around to Members of the House. It
states that, in fact, this is only a small
message, a 24-hour period. As I said,
this is not accurate. If the House does
not vote in favor of Ex-Im’s 30-day re-
authorization, the bank will not be
able to transact any new business until
there is agreement between the House
and the Senate on the terms of Ex-Im’s
reauthorization. In fact, the unfortu-
nate message that would be sent is a
real one to American exporters that we
have no confidence in the Export-Im-
port Bank.

I would like to address 4 specific
points that were made in the ‘‘Dear
Colleague” letter. First of all, the Ex-
port-Import Bank is not corporate wel-
fare. As I mentioned, 86 percent of Ex-
Im’s transactions are with small busi-
nesses. Ex-Im charges interest on its
direct loans and premiums for its guar-
antees and insurance, costs that the
U.S. exporters usually pass through to
the overseas customers. Those charges
usually range from 5 percent to 17 per-
cent of the financing obtained, depend-
ing upon the risk.

Number 2, the Export-Import Bank,
like other institutions was, in fact, a
victim of Enron. The entire U.S. econ-
omy was caught off guard when Enron
folded, including the Ex-Im Bank.
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But Ex-Im is receiving installment
payments from Enron for all Enron-re-
lated transactions. Ex-Im is partici-
pating fully in the Justice Department
investigation to determine if Enron
made any false statements to the gov-
ernment with respect to export-import
transactions.

Number three, the Export-Import
Bank Extension Act does fight for
steelworkers. The full reauthorization
bill, which will come to the floor to-
morrow, has a very important provi-
sion added at the suggestion or at the
amendment of our colleague from the
committee, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. TOOMEY).

That legislation addresses the $18 bil-
lion guarantee approved by the Export-
Import Bank in December of 2000 to
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support the sale of computer software
by American exporters to Benxi Iron
and Steel Company in China. The
Benxi Company was subject to a final
determination of steel dumping by the
International Trade Commission subse-
quent to that transaction approval.

The bill conforms Ex-Im lending to
current U.S. trade laws now, because of
the Toomey amendment, by barring
any Ex-Im loan or guarantee for pro-
duction of substantially the same prod-
uct that is the subject of a counter-
vailing duty or anti-dumping order or a
section 201 determination by the Inter-
national Trade Commission.

The legislation now also requires the
Export-Import Bank to develop proce-
dures for loans and loan guarantees to
a business, which is subject to a pre-
liminary countervailing trade duty or
an anti-dumping determination of ma-
terial injury. So we have taken very
specific action in the committee on the
Toomey amendment to address the
concerns that came out of the Benxi
steel case.

Fourth, I would say the Export-Im-
port Bank is critical in maintaining
U.S. jobs. It creates thousands of jobs
every year.

I would like to give a quote from
John J. Sweeney, the President of
AFL-CIO. He says, ‘“‘As far as we’re
concerned, corporations which receive
subsidies from the Export-Import Bank
are merely vehicles through which jobs
and income for American workers are
created.”

I might also mention, this legislation
is supported by the International Asso-
ciation of Machinists and Aerospace
Workers. They strongly support pas-
sage of the legislation.

Now is not the time to take an action
that is not responsible. We need to ap-
prove the 1-month extension today to
keep the disruption from the Export-
Import Bank’s customers, the Amer-
ican exporters, from taking place.

We will have a full debate tomorrow.
I am confident that the bill will give
the gentleman from Vermont (Mr.
SANDERS), for example, and other key
members of the committee, as well as
certain other Members of the House
who have important amendments, an
opportunity to present such amend-
ments to be fully debated, and if nec-
essary, a vote in the House.

Mr. Speaker, it is important we ap-
prove this legislation today under sus-
pension. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port the passage of S. 2248.

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of this 30-day extension of authoriza-
tion for the Export-Import Bank. Absent this
extension, the Bank’s authorization will expire,
forcing Ex-Im to begin liquidation of its existing
contracts and prohibiting any new trans-
actions.

It is very important to understand that this
30-day extension is independent of consider-
ation of H.R. 2871, the 4-year reauthorization
of the Ex-Im Bank. H.R. 2871 will be consid-
ered tomorrow under a rule, which will give
Members an opportunity to offer and debate
amendments to the bill. That is the appropriate
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venue for consideration of more substantive
issues related to the Bank’s authorization. To-
day’s 30-day extension is necessary to avert a
major disruption of Ex-Im operations during
the time it takes to consider H.R. 2871 and
conference it with the Senate.

Failure to pass the 30-day extension will not
only harm the reputation of the Ex-Im Bank. It
will also cause serious economic harm to
American businesses, including the thousands
of small business exporters that account for
90 percent of the Bank’s transactions. It will
be a setback for U.S. credibility in the global
economy, potentially triggering lack of con-
fidence in the U.S. government as a creditor
and guarantor in international financial trans-
actions. And it will send the wrong message
on the foreign policy front at a time when we
are working hard to engage with other coun-
tries in the war on terorism.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WALDEN of Oregon). The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER) that
the House suspend the rules and pass
the Senate bill, S. 2248.

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.

Mr. SANDERS. 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.

—————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, on roll
call vote 114 last Thursday, April 24, I
am not listed as having voted, al-
though I am quite certain I placed my
voting card into the voting machine.

Let the record show I intended to
vote no on roll call vote 114, the Issa
amendment to the Immigration Re-
form and Accountability Act.

———

AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR NATIONAL PEACE
OFFICERS’ MEMORIAL SERVICE

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 347)
authorizing the use of the Capitol
Grounds for the National Peace Offi-
cers’ Memorial Service.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 347

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

SECTION 1. USE OF CAPITOL GROUNDS FOR NA-
TIONAL PEACE OFFICERS’ MEMO-
RIAL SERVICE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The National Fraternal
Order of Police and its auxiliary (in this res-
olution referred to as the ‘‘sponsor’’) shall be
permitted to sponsor a public event, the 21st
annual National Peace Officers’ Memorial
Service (in this resolution jointly referred to
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as the ‘“‘event’), on the Capitol Grounds, in
order to honor the law enforcement officers
who died in the line of duty during 2001.

(b) DATE OF EVENT.—The event shall be
held on May 15, 2002, or on such other date as
the Speaker of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration of the Senate jointly designate.

SEC. 2. TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board, the event shall
be—

(1) free of admission charge and open to the
public; and

(2) arranged not to interfere with the needs
of Congress.

(b) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The spon-
sor shall assume full responsibility for all
expenses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event.

SEC. 3. EVENT PREPARATIONS.

Subject to the approval of the Architect of
the Capitol, the sponsor is authorized to
erect upon the Capitol Grounds such stage,
sound amplification devices, and other re-
lated structures and equipment, as may be
required for the event.

SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 4 of the Act of July 31, 1946 (40 U.S.C.
193d; 60 Stat. 718), concerning sales, adver-
tisements, displays, and solicitations on the
Capitol Grounds, as well as other restric-
tions applicable to the Capitol Grounds, in
connection with the event.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) and the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from West Virginia (Mrs.
CAPITO).

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

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 347 authorizes the use of the
Capitol Grounds for the 21st Annual
National Peace Officers’ Memorial
Service to be held on May 15, 2002.

In 2001, over 230 Federal, State, and
local law enforcement officers were
killed in the line of duty protecting
and serving our Nation. The officers re-
membered in this service represent the
risk involved in civilian protection, as
well as the selflessness necessary to
perform their duties. This memorial
service will honor the courage and
commitment of these men and women.

The memorial service will be one
part of the annual Police Week, which
is sponsored by the National Law En-
forcement Officers Memorial Fund.
This week of special events always oc-
curs during the calendar week in which
the National Peace Officers Memorial
Day falls.

The week features such events as the
Eighth Annual Blue Mass at St. Pat-
rick’s Catholic Church, the National
Police Challenge 50K relay, the 7th An-
nual Motorcycle Dice Ride, the Sev-
enth Annual Law Ride, the 14th Annual
Candlelight Vigil at the National Law
Enforcement Officers’ Memorial, the
Fraternal Order of Police and Auxil-
iary Wreath-laying Ceremony, and the
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memorial service authorized by this
resolution.

I am proud and honored to bring this
bipartisan resolution to the floor. I
urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this resolution, which honors
the many brave men and women of law
enforcement who gave their lives in the
line of duty to make America a safer
place to live and work. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this
resolution.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 347 authorizes the use of the
Capitol Grounds for the 21st Annual
National Peace Officers’ Memorial
Service, a most solemn and respectful
public event honoring our Nation’s
brave civil servants. The event, sched-
uled for May 15, will be coordinated
with the Office of the Architect of the
Capitol and the Capitol Hill Police.

I strongly support this tribute to
Federal, State, and local police who
gave their lives in the daily work of
protecting our families, our homes, our
places of work, and us. Over 230 brave
men and women were Killed in the line
of duty during 2001. Included in that
number are the 72 officers who lost
their lives on September 11, 2001.

On average, one officer is Kkilled in
this country every other day, approxi-
mately 23,000 are injured every year,
and thousands are assaulted going
about their daily routines.

During 2001, 219 policemen and 11 po-
licewomen were Kkilled. The average
age of those killed was 38 years, and
they had an average of 11.7 years of
service. The youngest was 21 years old
and the oldest was 78 years. Their years
of service range from being a rookie to
38 years.

Today, peace officers often must
keep the peace even in the homeland,
as we saw on September 11, especially
here in the District of Columbia. They
must be prepared for the unimagined,
not only to prevent crime but to pre-
vent disaster, biological and terror.

Mr. Speaker, the ceremony to be held
on May 15 is the 21st anniversary of
this memorial service. Consistent with
all Capitol Hill events, the memorial
service will be free and open to the
public.

I support the resolution, and I urge
my colleagues to join me in supporting
this tribute to our fallen peace officers.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of H. Con. Res. 347 and urge my col-
leagues to join me in support of this important
resolution, which authorizes the use of the
Capitol Grounds for the National Peace Offi-
cers’ Memorial Service on May 15, 2002.

President Kennedy proclaimed May 15th as
National Peace Officers’ Memorial Day. Each
year on this date we, as a Nation, have an op-
portunity to honor the dedication and devotion
of our Nation’s peace officers. This May will
mark the 21st anniversary of the Memorial
Service on the Capitol Grounds. The tragic
events of September 11 have reminded us of
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the great personal sacrifices that our Nation’s
peace officers make in order to serve the pub-
lic. Their selflessness has become a model of
American strength and courage.

There are approximately 700,000 sworn law
enforcement officers serving the American
public today. During 2001, more than 230
peace officers were killed in the line of duty,
of those killed, eleven were women. The aver-
age age of those killed in the line of duty was
38 years. The youngest officer killed was 21;
the oldest was 78.

It is most fitting and proper to honor the
lives, sacrifices, and public service of our
brave peace officers.

| urge support for H. Con. Res. 347.

Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, H. Con. Res.
347 authorizes use of the Capitol Grounds for
the 21st annual National Peace Officers Me-
morial Service—a most solemn and respectful
service. As a former law enforcement official,
this ceremony has a special meaning to me,
and | strongly support this resolution that hon-
ors the police officers, 230 brave men and
women, who gave their lives in the daily work
of protecting our families and us.

On average, one officer is killed in this
country every other day, approximately 23,000
are injured every year, and thousands are as-
saulted going about their daily routines.

During last year very devoted, heroic offi-
cers from the ranks of State, local and Federal
service were killed in the line of duty—219
men, and 11 women were killed. The average
age of those killed was 38 years, and they
had an average of 11.7 years in service.

In my State of lllinois 7 brave police officers
dies in the line of duty during 2001—At this
time | would like to read their names into the
RECORD:

Myron Deckard—Vermillion County, Illinois

Stanley Talbor—Illlinois State Police

Brian T. Strause—Chicago

Kevin Rice, Sr.—Rockford

Eric D. Lee—Chicago

Donan J. Faulkner, Jr.—Peoria

Hector A. Silva—Chicago

Mr. Speaker, the ceremony to be held on
May 15 is the 21st anniversary of this memo-
rial service. | support the resolution and urge
my colleagues to join me in supporting this
tribute to our fallen Peace Officers.

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from West Virginia
(Mrs. CAPITO) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Res. 347.

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.

————————

AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR NATIONAL BOOK
FESTIVAL

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 348)
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authorizing the use of the Capitol
Grounds for the National Book Fes-
tival.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 348

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

SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR NATIONAL BOOK FES-
TIVAL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Library of Congress
(in this resolution referred to as the ‘‘spon-
sor’’), in cooperation with the First Lady,
may sponsor the National Book Festival (in
this resolution referred to as the ‘‘event’’) on
the Capitol Grounds.

(b) DATE OF EVENT.—The event shall be
held on September 21, 2002, or on such other
date as the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Rules
and Administration of the Senate jointly
designate.

SEC. 2. TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board, the event shall
be—

(1) free of admission charge and open to the
public; and

(2) arranged not to interfere with the needs
of Congress.

(b) EXPENSES AND LIABILITIES.—The spon-
sor shall assume full responsibility for all
expenses and liabilities incident to all activi-
ties associated with the event.

SEC. 3. EVENT PREPARATIONS.

(a) STRUCTURES AND EQUIPMENT.—Subject
to the approval of the Architect of the Cap-
itol, the sponsor may cause to be placed on
the Capitol Grounds such stage, seating,
booths, sound amplification and video de-
vices, and other related structures and
equipment as may be required for the event,
including equipment for the broadcast of the
event over radio, television, and other media
outlets.

(b) ADDITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.—The Ar-
chitect of the Capitol and the Capitol Police
Board may make any additional arrange-
ments as may be required to carry out the
event.

SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 4 of the Act of July 31, 1946 (40 U.S.C.
193d; 60 Stat. 718), concerning sales, displays,
advertisements, and solicitations on the Cap-
itol Grounds, as well as other restrictions
applicable to the Capitol Grounds in connec-
tion with the event.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) and the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from West Virginia (Mrs.
CAPITO).

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

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 348 authorizes the use of the
Capitol Grounds for the Library of
Congress’s National Book Festival, to
be held on September 21, 2002. The Na-
tional Book Festival is a two-day event
that will educate children, promote the
use of libraries, and encourage the joys
of reading.

On Saturday, September 21, First
Lady Laura Bush will launch the Sec-
ond Annual National Book Festival by
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connecting with children all across
America through live satellite feeds
and Web casting of the event. This will
be hosted from the main reading room
of the Library of Congress for a capti-
vating afternoon reading program. The
reading celebration continues at the
Thomas Jefferson Building and on the
grounds of the United States Capitol.

Much of the weekend’s festivities are
modeled after a similar book festival
that the First Lady launched in Texas.
A variety of noted authors and na-
tional celebrities will participate, of-
fering readings throughout the after-
noon. In addition, folk, jazz, and blues
artists will chronicle American story-
telling through music.

The President and First Lady have
been strong advocates of education and
reading, since it serves as the founda-
tion from which we all learn and grow.
I encourage any Members in town that
weekend to attend this event with
their young family members, in addi-
tion to encouraging their constituents
to participate in this event, either
those that live here in Washington or
via the Internet.

I support the resolution, and strongly
urge my colleagues to join in support.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I join the gentlewoman
from West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) in
support of House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 348, to authorize using the Capitol
Grounds on September 21 for the Na-
tional Book Festival.

The event, jointly hosted by the Li-
brary of Congress and First Lady Laura
Bush, is intended to promote the Na-
tion’s libraries and celebrate the joys
of reading. The book festival, held in
September of 2001, was a huge success,
drawing approximately 30,000 people to
Capitol Hill to enjoy public readings
and listen to poetry and music.

The book signings by the festival’s
invited authors proved to be so popular
that the authors had to be moved out
of doors to deal with the long lines of
loyal fans, leaving many of them to
comment that they felt like rock stars.

The book festival 2002 is also ex-
pected to be as successful, with promi-
nent authors, music, and other activi-
ties throughout the day. As with all
events on the Capitol grounds, it is
open to the public and is free of charge,
and has the support of the Joint Com-
mittee on the Library.

The sponsors of this event will co-
ordinate with the Architect of the Cap-
itol and the Capitol Police.

Mr. Speaker, cities all over the
United States, localities of every kind,
are choosing books for the entire local-
ity to read to once again promote the
joy of reading in our society.

I can think of no more worthwhile
on-site activity for this Congress to au-
thorize than promoting the reading of
books and the joy of reading itself for
adults and children alike.

The book festival is a very worth-
while endeavor, and I urge my col-
leagues to support this resolution.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from West Virginia
(Mrs. CAPITO) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 348.

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.

AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA SPECIAL OLYMPICS LAW
ENFORCEMENT TORCH RUN

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 354)
authorizing the use of the Capitol
Grounds for the District of Columbia
Special Olympics Law Enforcement
Torch Run.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 354

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

SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR D.C. SPECIAL OLYM-
PICS LAW ENFORCEMENT TORCH
RUN.

On June 7, 2002, or on such other date as
the Speaker of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration of the Senate may jointly designate,
the 2002 District of Columbia Special Olym-
pics Law Enforcement Torch Run (in this
resolution referred to as the ‘‘event’’) may be
run through the Capitol Grounds as part of
the journey of the Special Olympics torch to
the District of Columbia Special Olympics
summer games at Gallaudet University in
the District of Columbia.

SEC. 2. RESPONSIBILITY OF CAPITOL POLICE
BOARD.

The Capitol Police Board shall take such
actions as may be necessary to carry out the
event.

SEC. 3. CONDITIONS RELATING TO PHYSICAL
PREPARATIONS.

The Architect of the Capitol may prescribe
conditions for physical preparations for the
event.

SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 4 of the Act of July 31, 1946 (40 U.S.C.
193d; 60 Stat. 718), concerning sales, adver-
tisements, displays, and solicitations on the
Capitol Grounds, as well as other restric-
tions applicable to the Capitol Grounds, in
connection with the event.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) and the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from West Virginia (Mrs.
CAPITO).

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

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 353 authorizes the 2002 District
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of Columbia Special Olympics Law En-
forcement Torch Run, to be conducted
through the grounds of the Capitol on
June 7, 2002. The Capitol Police will
host the opening ceremonies for the
run, starting on Capitol Hill, which
will be free of charge and open to the
public.

Over 2000 law enforcement officers
representing 60 local and Federal law
enforcement agencies will carry the
Special Olympics torch in honor of and
to show their support for the 2,500 Spe-
cial Olympians who will participate in
this annual event.

For over a decade, Congress has sup-
ported this worthy endeavor by enact-
ing resolutions for the use of the
grounds. Since its inception, the Torch
Run has been launched from the West
Terrace of the Capitol building.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, this event needs little
introduction. 2002 marks the 34th anni-
versary of the D.C. Special Olympics.
The torch relay event is a traditional
part of the opening ceremony for the
Special Olympics, which takes place at
the Gallaudet University here in the
District of Columbia.
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Each year, approximately 2,500 Spe-
cial Olympians compete in over a dozen
events and over one million children
and adults with special needs partici-
pate in the Special Olympic worldwide
programs. The event is supported by
literally thousands of volunteers. The
goal of the games is to help bring men-
tally handicapped individuals into the
larger society under conditions where-
by they are accepted and respected.
Confidence and self-esteem are the
building blocks of these Olympic
games.

I enthusiastically support this reso-
lution and the very worthwhile endeav-
or of the Special Olympics. I urge pas-
sage of H. Con. Res. 354.

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

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WALDEN of Oregon). The question is on
the motion offered by the gentlewoman
from West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) that
the House suspend the rules and agree
to the concurrent resolution, H. Con.
Res. 354.

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.
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AUTHORIZING USE OF CAPITOL
GROUNDS FOR GREATER WASH-
INGTON SOAP BOX DERBY

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 356)
authorizing the use of the Capitol
Grounds for the Greater Washington
Soap Box Derby.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 356

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the

Senate concurring),

SECTION 1. AUTHORIZATION OF SOAP BOX
DERBY RACES ON CAPITOL
GROUNDS.

The Greater Washington Soap Box Derby
Association (in this resolution referred to as
the ‘‘Association’) shall be permitted to
sponsor a public event, soap box derby races,
on the Capitol Grounds on June 22, 2002, or
on such other date as the Speaker of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Rules and Administration of the Senate
may jointly designate.

SEC. 2. CONDITIONS.

The event to be carried out under this res-
olution shall be free of admission charge to
the public and arranged not to interfere with
the needs of Congress, under conditions to be
prescribed by the Architect of the Capitol
and the Capitol Police Board; except that the
Association shall assume full responsibility
for all expenses and liabilities incident to all
activities associated with the event.

SEC. 3. STRUCTURES AND EQUIPMENT.

For the purposes of this resolution, the As-
sociation is authorized to erect upon the
Capitol Grounds, subject to the approval of
the Architect of the Capitol, such stage,
sound amplification devices, and other re-
lated structures and equipment as may be re-
quired for the event to be carried out under
this resolution.

SEC. 4. ADDITIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.

The Architect of the Capitol and the Cap-
itol Police Board are authorized to make any
such additional arrangements that may be
required to carry out the event under this
resolution.

SEC. 5. ENFORCEMENT OF RESTRICTIONS.

The Capitol Police Board shall provide for
enforcement of the restrictions contained in
section 4 of the Act of July 31, 1946 (40 U.S.C.
193d; 60 Stat. 718), concerning sales, adver-
tisements, displays, and solicitations on the
Capitol Grounds, as well as other restric-
tions applicable to the Capitol Grounds, with
respect to the event to be carried out under
this resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) and the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) each will control
20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from West Virginia (Mrs.
CAPITO).

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

Mr. Speaker, House Concurrent Reso-
lution 356 authorizes the use of the
Capitol grounds for the greater Wash-
ington Soap Box Derby qualifying
races to be held on June 22, 2002.

The event is open to the public and
free of charge and the sponsor assumes
responsibility for all expenses and li-
abilities related to the event.

The races are to take place on Con-
stitution Avenue between Delaware
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Avenue and Third Street Northwest.
The participants competing in the
events are residents of the Washington
metropolitan area and range in ages
from 9 to 16. Participants will compete
in three open divisions based on their
experience in building their vehicles.
This event is currently one of the old-
est of its kind in the country, having
taken place for over 55 years. The win-
ner will go on to represent the Wash-
ington metropolitan area at the na-
tional finals to be held in Akron, Ohio,
later in the summer.

Participants in these events learn
the value of hard work, dedication and
attention to detail, since any loose
parts or screws may affect their time
in the event.

I support the resolution and urge my
colleagues to do the same.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to join
the sponsor in supporting H. Con. Res.
366 and acknowledging the efforts of
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
HOYER), who has been such a great
champion for his constituents for this
event.

As usual, this event has bipartisan
support with co-sponsors including the
gentlewoman from Maryland (Mrs.
MORELLA), the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WOLF) and the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. MORAN), the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. WYNN), and
myself.

H. Con. Res. 356 authorizes use of the
Capitol grounds for the Greater Wash-
ington Soap Box Derby. Youngsters
ages 9 through 16 construct and operate
their own soap box vehicles. On June
22, 2002, these youngsters of the greater
Washington area race down Constitu-
tion Avenue to test the principles of
aerodynamics in hand-designed and
-constructed soap box vehicles.

Many hundreds of volunteers donate
considerable time supporting the
events and providing families with a
fun-filled day. The event has grown in
popularity and Washington is now
known as one of the outstanding race
cities. In keeping with standard proce-
dures, the event is conducted under
conditions prescribed by the Architect
of the Capitol and the Police Board. It
is free and open to the public.

Mr. Speaker, I support H. Con. Res.
356 and thank the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HOYER) for his work in
originating this resolution.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, for the past ten
years, | have sponsored a resolution for the
Greater Washington Soap Box Derby to hold
its race along Constitution Avenue.

Once again, | am proud to have sponsored
H. Con. Res. 356 to permit the 65th race of
the Greater Washington Soap Box Derby. It is
scheduled to take place on the Capitol
grounds on Saturday, June 22, 2002.

This resolution authorizes the Architect of
the Capitol, the Capitol Police Board, and the
Greater Washington Soap Box Derby Associa-
tion to negotiate the necessary arrangements

H1713

for conducting the race in complete compli-
ance with the rules and regulations governing
the use of the Capitol grounds.

| request my colleagues to join with me, and
other co-sponsors including representative Jim
MORAN, CONNIE MORELLA, ELEANOR HOLMES
NORTON, FRANK WOLF, and ALBERT WYNN in
supporting this resolution.

The Soap Box Derby has been in the Wash-
ington, D.C., area since 1992. It has attracted
over 50 contestants each year. The partici-
pants range from ages 9 to 16.

The participants work very hard to prepare
for the local Soap Box Derby. They are given
an opportunity to learn basic skills of work-
manship. They build their own race cars from
a kit provided by the All-American Soap Box
Derby Program. The participants are able to
enhance their building skills to create a basic
style car.

Winners of three levels of the local race be-
come eligible to compete in the National Soap
Box Derby races held in Akron, Ohio. Prior to
the National races, they attend a week of
camp in “Derbytown” where they make lasting
friendships while participating in a variety of
sporting activities. The National races are held
in August and give the participants a chance
to win scholarships and merchandise prizes.

Mr. Speaker, this even has been called
“The Greatest Amateur Racing Event in the
World”. This is a wonderful opportunity for our
children from the District of Columbia, Mary-
land, and Virginia to venture into the world of
science, while experiencing the spirit of com-
petition.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from West Virginia
(Mrs. CAPITO) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Res. 356.

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

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on House Concurrent Resolutions 347,
348, 354, 356, the measures just consid-
ered by the House.

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

There was no objection.

SUPPORTING NATIONAL BETTER
HEARING AND SPEECH MONTH

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 358)
supporting the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Better Hearing and Speech
Month, and for other purposes.
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The Clerk read as follows:
H. CoN. RES. 358

Whereas the National Institute on Deaf-
ness and Other Communication Disorders
(NIDCD) reports that approximately
42,000,000 people in the United States suffer
from a speech, voice, language, or hearing
impairment;

Whereas almost 28,000,000 people in the
United States suffer from hearing loss;

Whereas 1 out of every 3 people in the
United States more than 65 years of age suf-
fers from hearing loss;

Whereas although more than 25,000,000 peo-
ple in the United States would benefit from
the use of a hearing aid, fewer than 7,000,000
people in the United States use a hearing
aid;

Whereas sounds louder than 80 decibels are
considered potentially dangerous and can
lead to hearing loss;

Whereas the number of young children who
suffer hearing loss as a result of environ-
mental noise has been increasing;

Whereas every day in the United States ap-
proximately 33 babies are born with signifi-
cant hearing loss;

Whereas hearing loss is the most common
congenital disorder in newborns;

Whereas a delay in diagnosing a newborn’s
hearing loss can affect the child’s social,
emotional, and academic development;

Whereas the average age at which
newborns with hearing loss are diagnosed is
between 12 and 25 months;

Whereas more than 1,000,000 children re-
ceived speech or language disorder services
under the Individuals with Disabilities Edu-
cation Act (20 U.S.C. 1400 et seq.) during the
school year ending in 1998;

Whereas children with language impair-
ments are 4 to 5 times more likely than their
peers to experience reading problems;

Whereas 10 percent of children entering the
first grade have moderate to severe speech
disorders, including stuttering;

Whereas stuttering affects more than
2,000,000 people in the United States;

Whereas approximately 1,000,000 people in
the United States have aphasia, a language
disorder inhibiting spoken communication
that results from damage caused by a stroke
or other traumatic injury to the language
centers of the brain; and

Whereas for the last 75 years May has been
celebrated as National Better Hearing and
Speech Month in order to raise awareness re-
garding speech, voice, language, and hearing
impairments and to provide an opportunity
for Federal, State, and local governments,
members of the private and nonprofit sec-
tors, speech and hearing professionals, and
the people of the United States to focus on
preventing, mitigating, and curing such im-
pairments: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Better Hearing and Speech Month;

(2) commends the 41 States that have im-
plemented routine hearing screenings for
every newborn before the newborn leaves the
hospital;

(3) supports the efforts of speech and hear-
ing professionals in their efforts to improve
the speech and hearing development of chil-
dren; and

(4) encourages the people of the United
States to have their hearing checked regu-
larly and to avoid environmental noise that
can lead to hearing loss.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) each
will control 20 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman

from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS).
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this legislation and to insert
extraneous material on H. Con. Res.
358.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, today I rise in support
of H. Con. Res. 358, which supports the
goals and ideals of a National Better
Hearing and Speech Month. Approxi-
mately 42 million Americans suffer
from a speech, voice, language or hear-
ing disability. For the last 75 years, the
month of May has been celebrated as
National Better Hearing and Speech
Month to help raise awareness on how
to prevent, mitigate and cure these im-
pairments.

Communication is indispensable for
learning, working, playing, and enjoy-
ing family life and friendships. Chil-
dren with listening difficulties due to
hearing loss continue to be an under-
identified and underserved population.
The earlier the problem is diagnosed
and addressed, the less serious the
long-term impact. That is why I was so
pleased that provisions relating to
hearing loss in infants were included in
the Children’s Health Act of 2000. My
good friend from New York (Mr.
WALSH) was instrumental in this effort.

This resolution commended the 41
States that have implemented routine
hearing screening for every newborn
delivered in a hospital. I am happy to
report that my home State of Florida
vigorously promotes this policy by
screening the newborns at all birthing
facilities prior to discharge. Recent de-
velopments have shown that interven-
tions to address auditory problems in
newborns greatly enhanced the success
rate in overcoming hearing-loss issues.
Each adult and child with hearing loss
is affected differently, which is why it
is critical to detect hearing loss early
and to determine the extent of loss in
order to intervene appropriately.

This resolution encourages all Amer-
icans to have their hearing checked
regularly and encourages individuals to
avoid environmental noise that can
lead to hearing loss.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support H. Con. Res. 358.

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, the National Institute
of Deafness and Other Communication
Disorders reports that some 40 million
people suffer from a speech, voice, lan-
guage, or hearing impediments.

Many of these impairments are found
at birth. Every day about 33 babies are
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born with hearing loss, the most com-
mon congenital disorder in newborns.
For the past 75 years, May has been
celebrated as National Better Hearing
and Speech Month, raising awareness
about speech, voice, hearing, and lan-
guage impairments.

Federal, State, and local govern-
ments, as well as members of the
speech and hearing profession, have
used May as an opportunity to educate

the public about preventing, miti-
gating, and treating these impair-
ments.

This resolution commends their work
and that of the 41 States that have im-
plemented routine hearing screening
for every newborn.

I want to thank my colleague, the
gentleman from Kansas (Mr. RYUN),
and others for introducing this resolu-
tion; and I hope my colleagues would
support it.

I would add, Mr. Speaker, as we oc-
cupy time on the House floor today
doing not inconsequential things but
things that do not directly have major
positive impact on people’s lives, pass-
ing resolutions like this, which I do
support, and using them to educate the
public about preventing and mitigating
and treating speech and hearing loss, I
think this Congress needs to do more
on real health issues. That means
issues like prescription drugs, issues
like access to health care, issues like
ensuring 40 million Americans are in-
sured. Because to be sure, Mr. Speaker,
checking for hearing, doing screenings,
all of these things are programs that
we can do something about.

In addition to doing a resolution, I
would hope this Congress would put
aside its fervor to cut taxes on the
wealthiest people and instead would be
using some of those resources for pre-
scription drugs, for hearing and speech
screening, for all the kinds of things
that will make people’s health care
better and make people’s lives better.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Kansas (Mr. RYUN),
who not only is the author of this reso-
lution but who has personally experi-
enced this problem and who has shared
that with many of us over the years.

Mr. RYUN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker,
today I come to the House in support of
the National Better Hearing and
Speech Month. For 75 years, the month
of May has been designated as a time
to celebrate the hope available to
Americans with speech and hearing im-
pairments and to raise awareness about
the need to protect their hearing.

Speech and hearing impairments im-
pair the lives of many Americans. In
fact, almost 28 million people in the
United States suffer from a hearing
loss. One out of every three people in
the United States of an age greater
than 65 suffer some sort of a hearing
loss and every day in the United States
approximately 33 babies are born with
significant hearing loss.
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As someone who has had a hearing
impairment, I certainly know what a
gift sound is, and I also know some of
the struggles that go along with find-
ing a proper hearing aid. My hearing
loss is as a result of an illness that I
had as a child. It was discovered a time
later, and then it was decades before I
could find the proper hearing devices to
help me.

My wife, Ann, served as my hearing
aid. She graciously helped me commu-
nicate for years before I could find the
solution that would help me and I
could work with.

Many dedicated professionals have
assisted me over the years in my quest
to find the help I have sought. And I
would like to thank them for the work
they have done in making not only my
life better but so many others.

For those who have yet to have a
hearing loss and have good hearing, I
urge you to avoid harsh environments
with noises that can damage your hear-
ing and cause permanent hearing loss.
Any sounds over 85 decibels can dam-
age your hearing. For example, listen-
ing to an ambulance siren for 9 sec-
onds, a smoke alarm for a minute and
a half, or airplane cabin noise for a
couple of minutes can damage your
hearing. And I will say it is not re-
traceable. It is much easier to protect
your hearing now than to suffering
from hearing impairments.

I urge my colleagues to support May
as National Better Hearing and Speech
Month. It would be an encouragement
not only to your constituents but those
who suffer some sort of hearing and
speech impairment back in the dis-
trict, as well as those dedicated profes-
sionals who have worked together to
help make this a better field.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself 2 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, speaking earlier today,
in fact, walking over from my office in
Rayburn to the House floor to work
with the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
BILIRAKIS) on the Ryun legislation
today, and I was talking to some peo-
ple whose families have Alzheimer’s,
who are advocating for Alzheimer’s pa-
tients, again, this Congress is falling
short on substantive kinds of issues to
help people with Alzheimer’s. There are
some four or five million people suf-
fering from Alzheimer’s today.

If we do not do the research right, if
we do not take care of those people
well enough, that number is going to
be as high, they say, in the next few
years as 14 million patients.

We are falling short on what we are
doing for community health centers
and the National Health Service Corps,
from the Community Access Program
that my friend, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. GREEN), has worked on, the
Chronic Disease Prevention program
with CDC, nurses shortage, pharmacist
shortage, the problems with home
health care reimbursement, the prob-
lems with physician reimbursements,
the problems with hospitals, especially
rural hospital and inner-city hospitals
reimbursement.
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Those are the kinds of issues this
Congress should work on. Not to belit-
tle this resolution, which is important
to educate people on speech and hear-
ing loss, but this Congress needs to get
its act in gear and begin to deal with
issues like prescription drugs and reim-
bursements issues for providers and all
the kinds of public health issues that
this Republican Congress does not
seem too very interested in.

The gentleman from Florida (Mr.
BILIRAKIS), the chairman of our sub-
committee, has done yeoman’s work in
trying to bring these issues forward.
Unfortunately, the Republican leader-
ship is not nearly so interested as
many of us are on the committee in
moving forward on public health
issues, on prescription drug issues,
community health centers and commu-
nity access programs and CDC, and all
the things that really will make a dif-
ference beyond the passage of a few res-
olutions that this Congress seems in-
tent on doing week after week after
week.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

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

Before I yield to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. WALSH), I would thank
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN)
for his kind remarks. Certainly I do
not disagree with them. I think it is
important that all of us, rather than
just a lot of rhetoric, sit down and try
to work these things out, and if we
have basically hard, fast, nonobjective
thoughts about how things ought to be,
nothing is ever going to get done.

I dare say that the gentleman from
Ohio is not among the category of
some people who would rather have an
issue November. I really feel with my
heart that he wants to do something
about these things, and hopefully,
working together, we can accomplish
it.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
might consume to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. WALSH), the author of
the hearing bill in the year 2000, who
along with the gentleman from Kansas
(Mr. RYUN) has really been the con-
science of the Congress on this issue.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILI-
RAKIS) for the leadership that he pro-
vides in this Congress on health issues
and especially those that affect chil-
dren.

I would respectfully disagree with my
colleague from Ohio who spoke earlier.
There is no partisanship in this issue.
There is great leadership on both sides
of the aisle from both parties. Our
health is something we all hold in com-
mon.

I rise today in strong support of H.
Con. Res. 358 designating May 2002 as
National Better Hearing and Speech
Month. I commend my colleague, the
gentleman from Kansas (Mr. RYUN), for
introducing this resolution and also for
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his hard work and contributions as a
co-chair of the bipartisan Congres-
sional Hearing Health Caucus. Because
of his personal experience with hearing
loss, he brings firsthand knowledge of
living with hearing loss to our caucus
and to the public as a whole.

Thirteen years ago I began working
with the deaf and hard-of-hearing com-
munity to craft legislation to have all
infants screened for hearing loss at
birth. At that time, only three hos-
pitals in the country had programs,
and only 3 percent of all infants born in
the United States were being screened.

Since passage of the Newborn Infant
Hearing Screening and Intervention
Act of 1999, which gives States seed
money through HRSA and CDC to set
up their own screening and interven-
tion programs, we are now screening 66
percent of infants born. This is remark-
able progress, and yet we have much
more to do.

Unfortunately, this year’s budget
zeros out funding at HRSA for these
programs and basically level-funds the
programs at CDC. I am working very
closely with my fellow caucus co-
chairs, the gentleman from Xansas
(Mr. RYUN), the gentlewoman from
California (Mrs. CAPPS), and the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY), to ensure that this critical pro-
gram receives additional appropria-
tions so that we can screen all chil-
dren.

The science in this area is clear. By
identifying children with hearing loss
by age 3 months and beginning inten-
sive intervention by age 6 months,
these children can and do develop com-
munication skills on par with their
normal hearing counterparts by the
time they are ready to enter school.
The next step is to ensure that children
identified get appropriate interven-
tions through the medical,
audiological, educational and commu-
nity support systems. All of these com-
ponents are equally important.

Before I close, I want to invite all of
my colleagues to a hearing health fair
to be held on Wednesday, May 8, 2002,
from 11:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. in the Ray-
burn House Office Building foyer. At
this event our Federal agency counter-
parts, as well as several advocacy
groups, will have representatives at
booths to meet with anyone needing in-
formation on hearing health issues. I
encourage everyone to attend as this
will be a wonderful opportunity to have
questions answered on anything from
hearing aids to testing and living with
hearing loss.

While most of my comments have fo-
cused on infants with hearing loss, the
issue affects people of all ages. Regard-
less of whether hearing loss is genetic,
disease-based, a function of the aging
process or of unknown etiology, most
people can be helped to maximize their
hearing capabilities and communica-
tion skills, and I encourage my col-
leagues to take the opportunity to get
a hearing screening during National
Better Hearing and Speech Month.
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Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would just
like again to thank the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) for his
leadership. He is one of the newest
members of the Health Hearing Caucus.
We are delighted that he is and we urge
him to continue his important leader-
ship.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, for 75 years,
May has been designated Better Hearing and
Speech Month. With an estimated 42 million
Americans affected by speech, language, and
hearing disorders, audiologist and speech lan-
guage pathologist have made a special effort
during this month to inform, educate, and raise
awareness about this critical health care issue.

It is estimated that one in six Americans has
a hearing, speech, or language problem—a
condition that makes it difficult to communicate
with others. An impairment of the ability to
hear, speak, or understand effectively can af-
fect anyone, of any age, at any time. If left un-
treated these problems can limit a person at
home, school, and work. With proper treat-
ment, however, the isolating effects of commu-
nication disorders can be minimized or com-
pletely eliminated.

As with most health care conditions, it is
critical that communication disorders be diag-
nosed early. As the most common congenital
birth defect, hearing loss can severely affect a
child’s social, emotional, and academic devel-
opment. That is why | urge all 50 states to fol-
low the example of my home state of Michi-
gan, and implement routine hearing screens
for every newborn before they leave the hos-
pital. Also, hearing loss among Americans age
65 and over affects one out of three people,
but without effective screening, many are con-
demned to suffer in silence. We must seek
comprehensive hearing screening for all Amer-
icans.

Therefore, | support this resolution recog-
nizing May as Better Hearing and Speech
Month and urge the people of the United
States to focus on preventing, mitigating, and
curing communication disorders.

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise today in support of H. Con. Res. 358
and in celebration of May, National Better
Hearing and Speech Month.

Did you know that 28 million people in the
United States today suffer from hearing loss,
and 16 million people have a speech or lan-
guage disorder? 42 million people have a
speech, language, voice or hearing impedi-
ment. Hearing loss is the most common con-
genital disorder found in newborns, and ten
percent of children entering the first grade suf-
fer from mild speech disorders like stuttering.

As a nurse, | know the issue of speech and
hearing health affects many different people,
from infants to adults to senior citizens. You
can be born with a disorder, or you can de-
velop one later in life due to late onset of a
specific impediment, a stroke or traumatic
event. But many Americans don't realize the
extent to which our society deals with speech
and hearing disorders. That is why, since
1927, the speech and hearing community has
celebrated May as a month to increase na-
tional awareness of this health problem.

As a nurse, | understand the importance of
getting the right healthcare immediately, espe-
cially when it comes to our children. Deafness
is the most common birth defect; that out of
the 12,000 babies born in the U.S. each year
with hearing loss, 4,000 of them are pro-
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foundly deaf and need a cochlear implant, and
8,000 need hearing aids. Unless a child gets
medical attention by the time they are two,
permanent damage is done to his or her lan-
guage and speech.

A newborn hearing test is simple and easy,
and only costs $35. Our babies are subjected
to batteries of other tests, and | think it's cru-
cial for this one to be included.

As a founding member of the Congressional
Hearing Caucus, | am extremely proud of H.
Con. Res. 358. Not only does this resolution
support the goals and ideals of National Better
Hearing and Speech Month, it calls attention
to and commends the 41 states that have im-
plemented routine hearing screenings of every
newborn before the baby leaves the hospital.

The resolution also supports the efforts of
speech and hearing professionals to improve
the speech and hearing development of chil-
dren and encourages all Americans to have
their hearing checked regularly and to avoid
environmental noise that can lead to hearing
loss.

All across the United States, people are try-
ing to make a difference. | commend everyone
in the speech and hearing community for their
education and awareness efforts, as well as
the extraordinary level of care and medical at-
tention they give to their patients.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I do
not have any further requests for time,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WALDEN of Oregon). The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) that the
House suspend the rules and agree to
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res.
358.

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.

———

ESTABLISHING A NATIONAL MI-
NORITY HEALTH AND HEALTH
DISPARITIES MONTH

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 388)
expressing the sense of the Congress
that there should be established a Na-
tional Minority Health and Health Dis-
parities Month, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 388

Whereas in 2000, the Surgeon General of
the Public Health Service announced as a
goal the elimination by 2010 of health dis-
parities experienced by racial and ethnic mi-
norities in health access and outcome in 6
areas: infant mortality, cancer screening,
cardiovascular disease, diabetes, acquired
immunodeficiency syndrome and human im-
munodeficiency virus infection, and immuni-
zations;

Whereas despite notable progress in the
overall health of the Nation there are con-
tinuing health disparities in the burden of
illness and death experienced by African-
Americans, Hispanics, Native Americans,
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Alaska Natives, Asians, and Pacific Island-
ers, compared to the United States popu-
lation as a whole;

Whereas minorities are more likely to die
from cancer, cardiovascular disease, stroke,
chemical dependency, diabetes, infant mor-
tality, violence, and, in recent years, ac-
quired immunodeficiency syndrome;

Whereas there is a national need for sci-
entists in the fields of biomedical, clinical,
behavioral, and health services research to
focus on how best to eliminate health dis-
parities;

Whereas individuals such as underrep-
resented minorities and women in the work-
force enable society to address its diverse
needs; and

Whereas behavioral and social sciences re-
search has increased awareness and under-
standing of factors associated with health
care utilization and access, patient attitudes
toward health services, and risk and protec-
tive behaviors that affect health and illness,
and these factors have the potential to be
modified to help close the health disparities
gap among ethnic minority populations:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of the
Congress that—

(1) a National Minority Health and Health
Disparities Month should be established to
promote educational efforts on the health
problems currently facing minorities and
other health disparity populations;

(2) the Secretary of Health and Human
services should, as authorized by the Minor-
ity Health and Health Disparities Research
and Education Act of 2000, present public
service announcements on health promotion
and disease prevention among minorities and
other health disparity populations in the
United States and educate the public and
health care professionals about health dis-
parities;

(3) the President should issue a proclama-
tion recognizing the immediate need to re-
duce health disparities in the United States
and encouraging all health organizations and
Americans to conduct appropriate programs
and activities to promote healthfulness in
minority and other health disparity commu-
nities;

(4) Federal, State, and local governments
should work in concert with the private and
nonprofit sector to emphasize the recruit-
ment and retention of qualified individuals
from racial, ethnic, and gender groups that
are currently underrepresented in health
care professions;

(5) the Agency for Healthcare Research and
Quality should continue to collect and report
data on health care access and utilization on
patients by race, ethnicity, socioeconomic
status, and where possible, primary lan-
guage, as authorized by the Minority Health
and Health Disparities Research and Edu-
cation Act of 2000, to monitor the Nation’s
progress toward the elimination of health
care disparities; and

(6) the information gained from research
about factors associated with health care
utilization and access, patient attitudes to-
ward health services, and risk and protective
behaviors that affect health and illness,
should be disseminated to all health care
professionals so that they may better com-
municate with all patients, regardless of
race or ethnicity, without bias or prejudice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS).
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H. Con. Res. 388.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, today I rise in support
of H. Con. Res. 388. Thanks to numer-
ous medical advances, Americans are
healthier than they have ever been be-
fore.

Unfortunately, not all Americans
have equally shared in this progress.
During the 106th Congress, the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Subcommittee
on Health and Environment, which I
chaired, reviewed the health disparities
that persist between minority groups
and the non-Hispanic white population.
Hepatitis C, heart disease, diabetes,
lupus, lung cancer and cervical cancer
are but a few of the diseases that dis-
proportionately affect minorities in
this country.

Congress took an important step for-
ward in addressing health disparities
when it passed the Minority Health and
Health Disparities Research and Edu-
cation Act of 2000 late in the 106th Con-
gress. This important legislation cre-
ated a new National Center on Minor-
ity Health and Health Disparities
which coordinates biomedical and be-
havioral research on these issues at the
National Institutes of Health. I was
pleased to move this legislation
through my subcommittee and support
it on the House floor.

Among other things, the resolution
we are considering today would call for
the establishment of a National Minor-
ity Health and Health Disparities
Month to focus educational efforts on
the health problems disproportionately
affecting minorities. It also calls on
the Secretary of Health and Human
Services to develop public service an-
nouncements on health promotion and
disease prevention. Finally, H. Con.
Res. 388 calls for dissemination of in-
formation that would help health care
professionals communicate in a cul-
turally sensitive manner with all of
their patients.

Raising awareness of existing health
disparities is necessary to improving
the overall health and well-being of the
American people. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to support H. Con. Res.
388.

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself 2 minutes.

I rise in support of the Christensen
resolution. Our values and success as a
Nation are a function of multiple races,
multiple ethnicities and multiple cul-
tures. The Nation’s health care system,
our medical research, our medical edu-
cation and our medical care, should re-
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flect that fact, but we have major work
to do.

Minority populations have higher
rates of cancer, higher rates of heart
disease, especially higher rates of dia-
betes, higher rates of HIV/AIDS. Mi-
norities have shorter life expectancies,
higher infant mortality rates and a
high, much too high, incidence of pre-
mature death. Minorities are less like-
ly in this health care system to receive
cancer screening and monitoring. Mi-
norities are less likely to receive child-
hood and adult vaccinations.

Unless we initiate changes explicitly
aimed at reducing disparities in health
and health care, those disparities will
persist. This resolution is a good start.
Among other things, it would encour-
age the establishment of the Minority
Health and Health Disparities Month.
It asks the Secretary to deliver public
service announcements on health pro-
motion and disease prevention among
minorities. It encourages governments
to work with the private sector to re-
cruit and to retain qualified individ-
uals from racial and ethnic and gender
groups underrepresented in health care
professions.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
gentlewoman from the Virgin Islands
(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) for sponsoring this
resolution. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port it.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from OKkla-
homa (Mr. WATTS), one of our Repub-
lican leaders who has been so very
much involved in this legislation but
also the legislation we passed in the
last Congress.

Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma. Mr. Speak-
er, I appreciate the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) yielding me the
time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to support and in-
crease the awareness of a very serious
problem in our Nation today. Despite
so much progress in the field of medi-
cine, there is a significant discrepancy
in the health of ethnic minorities com-
pared to the rest of our American popu-
lation. The silent reality should spur
more than indignation. The facts and
statistics that make up this crisis
must be a wake-up call to all of us, re-
gardless of the color of our skin.

The resolution before the House
today aims to raise the level of aware-
ness to the disparity of health care
concerning members of minority com-
munities. It calls for a dedicated
month of minority health care recogni-
tion, urges the Secretary of Health and
Human Services to develop public serv-
ice announcements on health pro-
motion and disease prevention among
minorities, requests the President to
issue a proclamation on minority
health care, and encourages better use
of data and statistics in order to help
eliminate health disparities.

Hispanics, black Americans, Indians
and other members of racial minorities
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have had higher levels of cancer, car-
diovascular disease, stroke, diabetes
and infant mortality. This is more
than a misfortune. It is a systemic
emergency that we must view as a call
to action.

Hippocrates recognized the impor-
tance of quality health care over 2400
years ago when he said, “A wise man
should consider that health is the
greatest of human blessings.” Let us
make sure that all Americans have ac-
cess to the care they need to sustain a
healthy life.

I thank the gentlewoman from the
Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) for
sponsoring this resolution with me,
and I urge my colleagues to support
our legislation to increase the level of
attention America pays to minority
health disparities. With a heightened
level of awareness, we can make our
country a healthier Nation and better
the lives of all her citizens.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman
from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) who is the sponsor of this
resolution.

(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN) for yielding me the time.

I am pleased to rise in support of H.
Con. Res. 388, expressing the sense of
Congress that there should be estab-
lished a National Minority Health and
Disparities Month, and I want to begin
by expressing my gratitude to my co-
sponsors of the resolution, my col-
leagues, Chairman of the House Repub-
lican Conference, the gentleman from
Oklahoma (Mr. WATTS), and chairman
of the Subcommittee on Workforce
Protections of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. NORWOOD)
for their willingness to join me in put-
ting this important resolution forward.

I also want to thank the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) for
their support in making it possible to
bring this resolution to the floor of the
House today.

Mr. Speaker, pick any minority com-
munity across our great Nation or any
of our Nation’s rural areas and the re-
ports will be the same. Minorities and
people living in those rural areas, of all
races and ethnicities, are dying of pre-
ventable diseases in alarmingly exces-
sive numbers. Heart disease, hyper-
tension, HIV/AIDS, cancer, diabetes,
stroke and kidney disease predominate
as the leading causes of death in these
groups in far greater numbers than
that of white suburban or urban Amer-
ica.

In addition, substance abuse and di-
minished mental health continue to
take a staggering toll on many individ-
uals in this group and undermine the
well-being of our communities.

This resolution in establishing a spe-
cial month of focus on this national
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tragedy will hopefully forge a national
resolve to close these gaps through in-
creasing the awareness that gross dis-
parities in health care continue to
exist for people of color and those in
our rural areas, which disrupt families,
damage community and threaten our
national security.

1645

While this resolution is only a begin-
ning, I am pleased and honored to have
had a role in bringing it to the floor
today, because the existence and the
impact of the centuries of disparities
in health is a dark blot on this coun-
try’s legacy, and it must be erased.

Achieving this important goal will
not only take a strong and unwavering
commitment, but also a significant in-
vestment, which would yield immeas-
urable dividends in terms of the health
of our constituents and our Nation. To
do otherwise would result in dire con-
sequences of monumental and far-
reaching threats, not only to the finan-
cial stability of this Nation, but also to
our collective productivity, global
competitiveness, and our defense ca-
pacity. These are risks we cannot af-
ford and must not take.

While health is influenced by only
three factors, genetics, environment
and behavior, it is my belief that there
has been too much focus on the behav-
ior as individuals and not enough on
the behavior of institutions that are
supposed to serve us and the system
that is supposed to provide us with
health care. Just this past spring, fol-
lowing on three other important re-
ports, failure to collect needed health
data by race and ethnicity by Summit
Health, a health care quality survey by
the Commonwealth Fund, and another
on language interpretation in health
care settings by the National Health
Law Program, the Institutes of Medi-
cine, following on those, released a
hard-hitting eye-opening report enti-
tled Unequal Treatment: Confronting
Racial and Ethnic Disparities in Health
Care.

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for the op-
portunity that H. Con. Res. 388 pro-
vides to highlight the disparities in
health care experienced by racial and
ethnic minorities in our country and in
our rural communities. The impor-
tance of such a month cannot be over-
estimated. Again, I want to thank my
colleagues for their cosponsorship and
support, and I urge everyone to support
its passage and hope in doing so it will
serve as a catalyst to recommit all of
us to the creation of a health care sys-
tem in this country where there are
disparities for none and equity in ac-
cess for all.

Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to rise in support
of H. Con. Res. 388, expressing the sense of
Congress that there should be established a
national Minority Health and Health Disparities
Month.

| want to begin by expressing my gratitude
to my cosponsors of the resolution, my col-
leagues, the Chairman of the House Repub-
lican Conference, JC WATTS and the Chair-
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man of the Workforce Protections Sub-
committee of the Education and the Workforce
Committee, CHARLIE NORwoOD, for their will-
ingness to join me in putting this important
resolution forward.

| also want to thank the Chairman and
Ranking Member of the Energy and Com-
merce Committee for their support in making
it possible for the resolution to be on the floor
of the House today.

Mr. Speaker, pick any minority community
across our great country, whether it be Cali-
fornia or Virginia, New York or Texas, the U.S.
Virgin Islands or lllinois or any of our nation’s
rural areas and the reports will all be the
same: Minorities and people living in our rural
areas, of all races and ethnicities, are dying of
preventable diseases in alarmingly excessive
numbers. Heart disease, hypertension, HIV/
AIDS, cancer, diabetes, stroke and kidney dis-
ease predominate as the leading causes on
the death certificates these groups in far
greater numbers than that of white suburban
or urban America.

In addition, substance abuse and diminished
mental health continue to take a staggering
toll on many individuals in this group, and un-
dermine the well-being of our communities.

This resolution in establishing a special
month of focus on this national tragedy, will
hopefully forge a national resolve to close
these gaps through increasing the awareness
that gross disparities in health care continue to
exist for people of color and those in our rural
areas, which disrupt families damage commu-
nities and threaten our national security.

While this resolution is only a beginning, |
am pleased and honored to have had a role
in bringing it to the floor today, because the
existence and impact of the centuries of dis-
parities in health is a dark blot on this coun-
try’s legacy, and must be erased.

Achieving this important goal will not only
take strong, and unwavering commitment, but
also a significant investment, which would
yield immeasurable dividends, in terms of the
health of our constituents and of our nation.
To do otherwise would result in dire con-
sequences of monumental and far reaching
threats not only to the financial stability of this
nation, but also to our collective productivity,
global competitiveness, and our defense ca-
pacity—Risks we cannot afford and must not
take.

Let me share some statistics, but let us
never forget that each number represents a
real person, who is a part of a real and living
family and a community that needs him to her
to be a part;

Around 40 million Americans have no health
insurance of which 50% are minorities.

Rural populations which are disproportion-
ately poor, uninsured and underserved com-
pared to urban populations, and whose resi-
dents are often eligible but unenrolled in pub-
licly sponsored programs are also at particular
risk.

This lack of coverage alone,
83,000 deaths every year.

HIV/AIDS has become primarily a disease
and epidemic of communities of color: In 2002
the rate of reported AIDS cases among Afri-
can Americans was 8 times the rate for whites
and 2 times the rate for Hispanics, which was
about three times that of whites.

All minorities except Alaska Natives have a
prevalence of type 2 diabetes that is 2 to 6
times greater than that of the white population.

results in
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Native American elders are 173% more like-
ly to experience diabetes than the general
population;

African Americans and other people of color
are likely to seek care later and die in greater
numbers from cancer.

This is particularly true for African Ameri-
cans, whose men, for example, are 2 to 3
times as likely to die of prostate cancer as
white men.

According to the national Kidney Founda-
tion, African Americans, Asian and Pacific Is-
landers and Hispanics are three-times more
likely to suffer from end-stage renal disease—
complete failure of the kidneys to function—
than whites.

In my own district, the U.S. Virgin Islands,
we have the highest adjusted mortality rate for
circulatory disease (namely heart disease and
hypertension) in the Americas.

Our nation’s poor, who are more likely to be
rural or of color are more likely to be living
with mental illness, and be untreated.

These are just a few of many areas where
disparities are rampant.

Why is this so? One leading health expert at
the National Institutes of Health has repeat-
edly pointed out that health or lack of it is in-
fluenced by three factors, behavior, genetics
and environment.

While there is much in the news today
about the role of genetics in the diseases that
we all face, the evidence is that it plays only
a small part.

Today, we are learning more about the rela-
tionship between health and the environment,
which requires more attention as we can di-
rectly seek redress of those issues. And while
some point to the fact that many of us in com-
munities of color wait too long to seek treat-
ment, eat the wrong foods, don’t exercise or
that we continue to smoke or engage in high
risk behavior, there are other significant fac-
tors, which continue to lead to early death in
our families which until now have largely been
ignored.

It is my belief that there has been too much
focus on our behavior as individuals and as a
community and not enough focus on the be-
havior of the institutions that are supposed to
help to serve us, and the system that is sup-
posed to provide us with healthcare.

Just this last spring, following on three other
important reports, on failure to collect needed
health data by race and ethnicity by SHIRE,
and a Health Care quality survey by the Com-
monwealth Fund, and one on the need for lan-
guage interpretation in health care settings by
the National Health Law Program, the Insti-
tutes of Medicine at the National Academy of
Sciences released a hard hitting, eye opening

report entitled; Unequal Treatment: Con-
fronting Racial and Ethnic Disparities in
Healthcare.

Mr. Speaker, | ask to submit testimony and
summaries of these reports and one from the
Kaiser Family foundation, which expand on
these issues into my statement, into the
record.

In this review of all current research and re-
ports on health care delivery in this country
tells an ugly story of health care deferred and
denied simply because of race, ethnicity and
language.

Mr. Speaker, | am greatful for the oppor-
tunity that H. Con. Res. 388 provides to high-
light the disparities in health care experienced
by racial and ethnic minorities in our country.
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The importance of such a month and the
need to have one is underscored by the re-
minder just today at a briefing on the hill from
Dr. Brian Smedley of the Institute of Medicine
that the issue of disparities is one of life and
death, and testimony from Dr. Marsha Lillie
Blanton, Vice President for Health Policy of
the Henry J. Kaiser Family Foundation at our
recent hearing, who stated in a representative
survey sample, that most Americans, including
people of color did not know that Blacks gen-
erally fare worse than whites in terms of infant
mortality or that Latinos are less likely than
Whites to have health insurance as well as
other important facts about health disparities.
To further aggravate an already bad condition,
some of the same misperceptions are shared
by health care providers.

Again | want to thank my colleagues for
their cosponsorship and support.

| urge my colleagues to support its passage
and hope that in so doing it will serve as the
catalyst to recommit all of us to the creation of
a health care system where there are dispari-
ties for none and equity in access for all.

Mr. Speaker, I submit the summary
report I referred to earlier for the
RECORD.

ELIMINATING RACIAL/ETHNIC DISPARITIES IN
MEDICAL CARE: PROGRESS AND CHALLENGES
MARSHA LILLIE-BLANTON, DRPH, VICE-PRESI-

DENT, HEALTH POLICY, THE HENRY J. KAISER

FAMILY FOUNDATION, FOR HEARING ON THE

STATUS AND PROGRESS OF THE DEPARTMENT

OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES INITIATIVE

TO ELIMINATE RACIAL AND ETHNIC HEALTH

DISPARITIES
THE CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS, THE CON-

GRESSIONAL HISPANIC CAUCUS, AND THE CON-

GRESSIONAL ASIAN PACIFIC AMERICAN CAUCUS

APRIL 12, 2002

Good morning. First, I'd like to thank the
members of the Congressional Black Caucus
(CBC), the Congressional Hispanic Caucus
(CHC), and the Congressional Asian Pacific
American Caucus (CAPAC) for holding to-
day’s hearing on the status and progress of
the Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices’ initiative to eliminate racial and ethnic
health disparities. I am Marsha Lillie-
Blanton, a vice-president of the Henry J.
Kaiser Family Foundation and director of
the Foundation’s work on access to care for
vulnerable populations.

The recently released IOM report, Unequal
Treatment, has helped to refocus the na-
tion’s attention on racial and ethnic dispari-
ties in medical care. The problem is by no
means new, but seldom gets priority atten-
tion in public policy discussions around the
health care system. Few would disagree that
for most of this nation’s history, race has
been a major factor in determining if and
where medical care was obtained; however,
its influence today has become more subtle.
Public policy efforts, most notably the en-
actment of Medicaid and Medicare and en-
forcement of the 1964 Civil Rights Act, have
made an enormous difference in reducing the
health care divides for some of this nation’s
most vulnerable populations. So much
progress has been achieved that many tend
to think that the problems that remain are
inconsequential.

The IOW report provides compelling evi-
dence to the contrary. After an extensive re-
view of the research, IOM concluded that
there is a ‘‘preponderance’ of evidence that
racial and ethnic disparities in medical care
persist for a number of health conditions and
services, some of which may contribute to
the poorer health outcomes of people of
color. The findings are consistent with those
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of a comprehensive review of the literature
by Robert Mayberry and colleagues from the
Morehouse School of Medicine, undertaken
about a year ago with funding support from
the Foundation.

While there are some who will question
whether the racial/ethnic differences in the
studies cited by IOM are real or a function of
factors not well-measured, the IOM report
should help to shift the research focus from
documenting disparities to investigating
their underlying causes and the impact of
interventions. Investigating the underlying
causes will be a challenge in large part be-
cause the influence of race on the health
care system is deeply intertwined with other
forces—especially economic and educational
opportunities—that shape life in America.
Disentangling this web of interrelated fac-
tors should be helpful in developing more
targeted interventions, but pursuing that re-
search agenda need not delay efforts to ad-
dress those factors now known to create a
barrier in obtaining greater equity in access
to quality medical care.

As noted in the IOM report, many factors
likely contribute to racial/ethnic disparities
in medical care, including patient, provider,
and health system related factors. Dif-
ferences in the extent of health insurance
coverage (see Figure 1) are perhaps the most
widely recognized of factors, other than
health needs, that account for variations in
the medical care obtained. The uninsured are
less likely than those who are insured to get
appropriate care. However, evidence of ra-
cial/ethnic differences among individuals
who are similarly insured is particularly dis-
turbing since health coverage is considered
the ‘‘great equalizer’ in the health system.
In a recent study by Johns Hopkins Univer-
sity researchers Daumit and Powe, the racial
disparity in cardiac procedures among men
and women was sharply reduced when pa-
tients with chronic renal disease qualified
for Medicare. However, this study also found
that even after enrolling in Medicare, black
men with chronic renal disease were less
likely to undergo invasive cardiac proce-
dures than white men who were of similar
age, clinical characteristics, and other socio-
demographic factors (see Figure 2). This
study provides strong evidence that race—
independent of other factors—is associated
with the medical care obtained.

Why such a challenging problem to address

Efforts to address racial inequalities
throughout varying sectors of society are
challenging for many different reasons, in-
cluding the troubling history of race rela-
tions in America. However, misperceptions
about the nature and extent of the problem
in the health care system adds a new level of
complexity to efforts to eliminate health
and health care disparities. The battle we
are waging is with perceptions, as well as the
reality of life in America. Two issues, in par-
ticular deserve note.

First, the public has a marginal, at best,
awareness of racial/ethnic disparities in our
health system. In a 1999 national survey of a
representative sample of about 4,000 adults,
we learned that most Americans, including
people of color, didn’t know that blacks gen-
erally fare worse than whites in terms of in-
fant mortality, or that Latinos are less like-
ly than whites to have health insurance—
two indicators that have received consider-
able attention in the media. The survey also
found that a significant majority of whites
perceive that African Americans and Latinos
get the same quality of care as they do; how-
ever, the majority of African Americans and
Latinos perceive that they get lower quality
care than whites (see Figure 3). These find-
ings make it clear that the public’s knowl-
edge about disparities should not be assumed
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and the challenge we face is one of public
perceptions as well as reality. Not surpris-
ingly, some of the misperceptions of the pub-
lic are also found among providers of care.

Second, there is a common perception that
disparities in medical care are largely a re-
sult of patient characteristics (their finan-
cial resources, education, help-seeking be-
havior, preferences for care). This perception
persists despite an abundance of studies that
control for patient level characteristics (e.g.,
as measured by income, education, severity
of health condition). There are fewer studies
that have assessed patient preferences for
care, but some offer insight on this issue. In
a study of the quality of medical care pro-
vided for congestive heart failure and pneu-
monia—two common health problems in
which the care is fairly low-tech and thus as-
sumed to be influenced less by patient
choice—Harvard University researchers,
Ayanian and colleagues, found that elderly
black patients with Medicare received lower
quality care than whites based on defined
clinical criteria. Similar findings were ob-
served for women relative to men. The anal-
ysis adjusted for age, income, and hospital
teaching status and used the Rand appro-
priateness criteria to assess health need.

Perceptions of a problem often influence
the actions taken (or not taken) to change
policy and practices. If the public is unaware
that a problem exists or misunderstands the
nature of the problem, it will be difficult to
mount effective efforts to address that prob-
lem. Societal change requires a public under-
standing and willingness as well as the re-
sources to address the problem.

Strengthening the Federal response

In 1999, the U.S. Department of Health and
Human Services (DHHS), under the leader-
ship of former Surgeon General, Dr. David
Satcher, took a bold step in announcing a
national initiative to eliminate health dis-
parities in six health areas by 2010. The Con-
gress provided important leadership to this
effort by legislatively mandating the IOM
study of health care disparities, creating in
statute a Center on Minority Health and
Health Disparities at the National Institutes
on Health (NIH), and requiring DHHS in 2003
to annually produce a report on the nation’s
progress in reducing health care disparities
as a companion to the National Healthcare
Quality Report.

From the leadership of the former Surgeon
General and the Congress have come a num-
ber of DHHS agency-wide related efforts, in-
cluding the establishment of Healthy People
2010 goals that are the same for everyone, re-
gardless of race/ethnic identity. Also, DHHS
agencies have developed strategic plans for
their efforts to eliminate disparities and
have funded new initiatives—both research
and interventions—to address disparities.
Most relevant to eliminating health care dis-
parities are the nine centers of excellence
grants of the Agency of Healthcare Research
and Quality (AHRQ), which are financed
through funds of AHRQ and NIH. These ini-
tiative also have served as the catalyst for a
number of foundation and other private sec-
tor efforts to reduce disparities.

These efforts are an incredibly important
start. Government, however, can and should
do more. The interventions recommended by
the IOM report are critical next steps. More-
over, the DHHS initiative now appears to
lack visible senior leadership to direct and
garner support for the efforts underway in
the various agencies. Such leadership is es-
sential for such a controversial initiative. To
strengthen the federal response the initia-
tive also will require, at the very least:
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First, a strategic linking of the work to ex-
isting Department efforts around improving
the quality of medical care and patient safe-
ty.

Initiatives on quality and patient safety
have new dollars and the attention of clini-
cians and policymakers. It would be a missed
opportunity if the medical care needs and
concerns of people of color are not well inte-
grated into the plans for research and new
interventions in these areas. Also, efforts re-
garding disparities appear to be competing
for scare new resources. The view that fo-
cused efforts need new resources rather than
an integration and allocation of some of the
existing resources will hamper the short-
term progress that can be achieved. This
shift in direction will be no small feat to ac-
complish since DHHS staff and funded
projects focused on quality issues and those
focused on racial disparities generally are
moving on separate tracks without much
collaboration.

Second, an improvement of the informa-
tion systems and the data used to answer
questions about the health and medical care
use of people of color.

DHHS has an important role to play in
data collection and analysis. One reason we
know so little about the health of Latinos,
Asians, and Native Americans is that we
simply have not collected the data. Even
most national surveys that now over-sample
African Americans and Latinos to produce
reliable estimates are unable to provide esti-
mates for Asian ethnic subgroups or Native
Americans. Further complicating an assess-
ment of disparities is that many health plans
serving privately and publicly insured en-
rollees (whether in fee-for-service or man-
aged care arrangements) do not collect data
on the race and ethnicity of their patients.
DHHS must encourage the collection of data
in the private sector and collect and analyze
the data on those who are publicly insured.

Third, a continuation of the Department’s
efforts to improve the public’s awareness
that the nation continues to be challenged in
assuring that every American has timely ac-
cess to high-quality medical care.

DHHS, through its partnerships and con-
ferences, has already been engaged in efforts
to promote dialogue and understanding
about disparities. These efforts are ex-
tremely important. The Foundation, work-
ing in partnership with the medical commu-
nity, is about to launch an initiative to raise
physician awareness about racial disparities
in medical care and encourage physicians to
review the evidence and engage in a national
dialogue about the issue. This is, at best, the
beginning of national dialogue among one
segment of the public—physicians. DHHS,
working through respected and trusted lead-
ership, should continue to improve aware-
ness of disparities among the public gen-
erally. Whites need to be more aware of the
real-life circumstances that face people of
color. People of color need to be more aware
of disparities so they can be more proactive
in seeking needed care. This knowledge
should result in greater acceptance of initia-
tives to remedy disparities.

In closing, let me say that race clearly
matters in our health system, but so do
many other factors—especially insurance
coverage. Attention should be given to assur-
ing that existing sources of coverage are not
undermined. Medicaid, for example, is an es-
sential source of coverage for about 1 in 5
non-elderly African Americans, Latinos, and
Native Americans. In addition, people of
color are disproportionately uninsured, and
priority attention should be given to efforts
to eliminate the insurance gap. It is also im-
portant to remember, however, that racial
disparities among persons who are insured
are an indication that expansions in cov-
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erage, though necessary, are not sufficient.
The IOM report provides a blueprint for com-
prehensive reform to close the racial/ethnic
divide in the health system.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify. I
welcome any questions.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON), Chair of the Congressional Black
Caucus, who also is a nurse.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Speaker, let me express my
appreciation for those who have helped
to work on this resolution, because it
is one that hopefully will start the ball
rolling in getting some corrective ac-
tion taken.

I stand before my colleagues today as
a former health care professional to
share really disturbing news. Sadly, in
the year 2002, decades after the end of
legal segregation, inequality based on
race and ethnicity exists within our
health care system. African Americans
are 30 percent more likely to die of
heart disease and cancer than Anglo
Americans. Hispanics are more likely
to be diagnosed with a chronic disease
or a condition such as a heart attack,
diabetes, or cancer than Anglo Ameri-
cans. Infant mortality rates are more
than twice as high for African Ameri-
cans than Anglo Americans. In 2000, 47
percent of all HIV/AIDS cases reported
in the U.S. were among African Ameri-
cans and 21 percent among Hispanics.

Unfortunately, the bad news gets
worse. Despite this glaring data reveal-
ing the health disparities between mi-
norities and white Americans, the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences tells us
that minorities lag behind white Amer-
icans on nearly every measure of
health care and treatment and are
dying at higher rates. Minorities are
less likely to be given appropriate car-
diac medication or to undergo bypass
surgery to treat a cardiovascular dis-
ease. Minorities are less likely to be
placed on a waiting list for Kidney
transplants or to receive kidney dialy-
sis or transplants.

My father was one of those. Minori-
ties with HIV infection are less likely
to receive antiretroviral therapy and
other state-of-the-art treatments
which could forestall the onset of
AIDS. And minorities are less likely to
receive appropriate cancer diagnostic
tests and treatment.

There is really more bad news. Sig-
nificantly, these disparities in treat-
ment exist even when insurance status,
income, age, and severity of conditions
in minorities and whites are the same.

The good news is that we can address
this problem by educating the public
and the medical community about
these disparities and take action to re-
duce them. House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 388 is a step in the right direction.

I agree with the gentleman, the
chairman of the committee, it should
not be a campaign issue. It is a serious
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issue that must be addressed. It would
establish a National Minority Health
and Health Disparities Month and calls
for the government, private and non-
profit sectors, and the medical commu-
nity to promote educational efforts,
perform research, and conduct health
care programs so that we may end
health care disparities.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution and work toward the elimi-
nation of racial and ethnic disparities
in health care so that we can have
some good news to share in the future.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from the District of Columbia (Ms.
NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time, and I want to congratulate the
gentlewoman from the Virgin Islands
(Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) for her continuing
work as chair of the CBC Brain Trust
and for bringing her practice of medi-
cine, which she had to leave in order to
become a Member of the House, right
into this House in the way in which she
fastens our attention on health care,
and particularly for improved health
care for minorities.

But I have to say, Mr. Speaker, when
they give you a whole month, it is be-
cause of what you do not have. And
what minorities in this country do not
have is health. And that is like saying
what you do not have is the difference
between life and death.

The racial and ethnic disparities are
quite intolerable. About 10 percent of
whites in this country do not have
health care; three times as many His-
panics; twice as many blacks. The fact
is minorities have to do for themselves,
because we know that a lot of health
care is related to life-style. And I am a
strong proponent, for example, of har-
nessing overweight and obesity. I am a
race walker. You have to do what you
can do to deal with your health care.
But obesity and overweight is a na-
tional problem, and yet there are some
folks who have some health care to get
them some advice as to what to do
about it.

The current recession and the con-
sequences of September 11 and anthrax
have simply exacerbated the health
care crisis in our country. And we are
not close to closing this intolerable gap
with placebos like tax credits. Let me
tell my colleagues something: Low-in-
come people do not pay a lot of taxes
because they do not have a lot of
money. So tax credits, for example, is
like throwing crumbs at people who are
very hungry.

But let me tell my colleagues some-
thing else. The American middle class
has a very sensitive barometer to
health care. In the early 1990s, there
were Members who lost their seats in
this House and in the Senate over the
single issue of health care. And the rea-
son is that health care is always a
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sleeper issue. And when we have the
volatile mix of a recession and people
losing their health care, watch out,
Congress of the United States.

But we deserve to be called to ac-
count. The permanently uninsured are
unable to raise the issue because they
are the least powerful people in the so-
ciety. It is only when there is a reces-
sion, when people who have a little bit
of clout, the middle class, who lose
their health care, that health care then
rises to the top of the agenda. It is
close to being there now.

In the 1990s, we were kind of creeping
up on universal health care, going to-
ward universal health care for children.
And of course, there is universal health
care for the very poor. But what about
the working poor? What about the dis-
incentive to go to work when you lose
your health care? What about saying to
welfare mothers you better go to work,
and yet in the long run, lose your
health care?

Poor health care in the United States
has a disproportionately black and
brown face, and yet in countries where
there are nothing but black and brown
faces, in many Third World countries,
there is universal health care. Hey,
what happened to the United States of
America?

Some minimum of health care is
what everybody deserves simply for
being human. It is time we met that
minimum standard in our own great
country.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
advise the gentlewoman that in our
Committee on Energy and Commerce,
as the gentleman from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN) knows, just last week we
marked up a piece of welfare legisla-
tion which afforded transitional Med-
icaid assistance for those people, with
a recognition that of course the words
of the gentlewoman are so very true.
And so, hopefully, we are helping to-
wards that.

Mr. Speaker, I continue to reserve
the balance of my time, but also make
available to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BROWN) any additional time he
may need for his speakers.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my friend for the generous offer.
We have a couple more speakers. We
may not need that time.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS).

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
want to thank the gentleman for yield-
ing me this time, and I also want to
commend the gentlewoman from the
Virgin Islands for her outstanding
work on this issue and commend all of
these who have been instrumental in
bringing this matter to the floor.

I rise in enthusiastic support of H.
Con. Res. 388, which expresses the sense
of Congress that there should be estab-
lished a National Minority Health and
Health Disparities Month. Dr. W.E.B.
Dubois suggested that the problem of
the 20th Century would be that of the
color line. Dr. Dubois was profound and
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prophetic in his analysis, but we still
have not solved the problem of the
color line in the 21st century and it is
vivid in our health care delivery sys-
tem.

The persistent problem of health dis-
parities continues to be the reality;
that there is serious separation in this
Nation. I stand here today to suggest
that as long as health disparities per-
sist, we will remain a Nation divided;
divided along the lines of those who
have and those who have not.

According to the report that we have
been discussing, issued by the Institute
of Medicine last month, racial and eth-
nic minorities experience a lower qual-
ity of health services and are less like-
ly to receive even routine medical pro-
cedures than whites. The report goes
on to suggest that when it comes to di-
agnostic exams for heart disease, can-
cer, end-stage renal disease, and kidney
transplantation, African Americans
and other minority groups receive less
care than whites.

This report suggests that African
Americans and other racial minorities
die early and often because of a lack of
quality care. The report, which is ex-
tensive, entitled ‘‘Unequal Treat-
ment,” really underscores the need to
establish a National Minority Health
and Disparities Month, a month that is
set aside so that we can refocus, take a
hard look, better understand, better re-
alize the disparities, and then find the
resources that are necessary to move
us from the position of inequities to
equality, to equal treatment, equal un-
derstanding, and equal recognition.

So again, I commend all of those who
have been instrumental. I commend
the chairman, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS), the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. BROWN), and certainly
the gentlewoman from the Virgin Is-
lands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN) for all of
their serious leadership on these mat-
ters.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time, but make available to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) any
time he may need.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).
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Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the ranking member,
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN),
for his constant and persistent leader-
ship as it relates to health issues in
general. I thank the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) for his leader-
ship, and I acknowledge the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN), the gentleman from
Oklahoma (Mr. WATTS), and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. NORWOOD)
for bringing this resolution to our at-
tention.

Clearly this is a resolution that will
speak loudly in its passage to the
American people. In my district, I am
often spoken to by constituents of
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their caring and concern about those
individuals far and wide that we have
to address, such as the catastrophe in
Afghanistan, the crisis in Africa with
HIV-AIDS; and at the same time, they
are clearly concerned with the home
front.

This legislation deals with the impor-
tance of dealing with the questions of
minority health. With some 50 percent
of the minority community without in-
surance, with the impact on rural
areas, with African Americans and His-
panics being impacted in large num-
bers by HIV-AIDS, and in particular
with a study that was just recently
issued that suggested that even when
minorities access health care, the dif-
ficulty is that there is unequal treat-
ment. There are determinations made
as to whether or not the individual
that accessed the health care should be
treated long term for diabetes, should
be given the opportunity for triple or
quadruple bypass and surgery. We have
a crisis.

What we want to do with this resolu-
tion is focus on changing the attitude.
At the same time, let me acknowledge
that I hope this legislation will encour-
age the Bush administration to not re-
peal the requirement of low-income
children being tested for lead poi-
soning. That would put thousands of
our children in minority communities
at risk. My district happens to be a
very multicultural district. It has peo-
ple from all walks of life; but one of the
most crowded places in my district is
the Harris County Public Hospital sys-
tem. It is because people desire health
care, and do not have the ability to ac-
cess private health coverage, so they
are at our public hospital systems.
Those institutions need assistance
from the Federal Government to assist
them in lead poisoning testing for our
children. They need assistance in mak-
ing sure that Medicaid payments are
being paid, and making sure that if
someone needs quadruple heart sur-
gery, that they can be referred out to
our very fine institutions in the med-
ical center. The partnership is ex-
tremely important.

So this resolution is of utmost im-
portance. I thank the members of the
Committee on Energy and Commerce,
the Congressional Black Caucus and
the Hispanic Caucus Health Task
Force, which the gentlewoman from
the Virgin Islands (Mrs. CHRISTENSEN)
and Congressman RODRIGUEZ lead, and
I am a member of, and for the leader-
ship behind educating both Congress
and the American public.

Finally, racial and ethnic minorities tend to
receive lower-quality health care than whites
do, even when insurance status income, age,
and severity of conditions are comparable ac-
cording to the National Academies Institute of
Health. Thousands of people suffer in America
that is why we must pass this legislation to
create a responsive and equal health system
in America.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS).
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Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2% minutes to the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS).

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, this
afternoon I rise in support of H. Con.
Res. 388, a resolution to designate April
as National Minority Health and
Health Disparities Month.

In 2000, the Department of Health and
Human Services and the U.S. Surgeon
General established National Minority
Health Month to promote national
health and disease prevention. The goal
was to build a public-private partner-
ship, foster cultural competency
among health care providers, encour-
age health education and training, and
expand the use of state-of-the-art tech-
nology.

It is intended to be an inclusive ini-
tiative that addresses the health needs
of African Americans, Hispanics,
Asians, Native Americans, Pacific Is-
landers, Alaskan Natives and Native
Hawaiians. Because the month will be
nationally recognized, it will serve to
raise awareness and reduce the problem
of minority health disparity.

Mr. Speaker, a few weeks ago, the
Congressional Black Caucus held its
annual Health Braintrust. This year’s
focus was on minority health dispari-
ties. Testifying at the hearing from my
district were Dr. Martha N. Hill, Dean
of the Johns Hopkins School of Nurs-
ing; Professor Thomas E. Perez, who
was the immediate past director of the
Office on Civil Rights at HHS; and Dr.
Thomas LaVeist, Johns Hopkins Uni-
versity, and an active health care re-
searcher, including the role of race in
health care services.

Also testifying were the authors of
the Institute of Medicine’s report, ““Un-
equal Treatment: Confronting Racial
and Ethnic Disparities in Health Care.”’
The primary finding of this report pub-
lication, ‘““Unequal Treatment,”’ states
that due to disparities in health care
treatment, blacks and other minorities
do not live as long as Caucasians.

Why is that? Because according to
the Institute of Medicine’s publication
of ““Unequal Treatment: Confronting
Racial and Ethnic Disparities in Health
Care,” even those of us who are fortu-
nate enough to have health insurance
receive inferior medical care compared

to our caucasian counterparts, even
when insurance coverages are the
same.

I would like to cite some of the spe-
cific facts for the record, and I think
my colleagues might find them very,
very disturbing.

African Americans were 1.5 times
more likely to be denied managed care
authorization in an urban emergency
room. For senior citizens, African
American patients were four times less
likely than Caucasians to receive need-
ed coronary bypass surgery. Black
male seniors were nearly two times
less likely to receive treatment for
prostate cancer. And this is incredible,
but black seniors were 3.6 times more
likely to have lower limbs amputated
due to diabetes. Think about it. Due to
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poor health care, African Americans
and other minorities do not live as long
as Caucasians. Blacks are 24 percent
less likely to receive life-preserving
medications for HIV and AIDS; 20 per-
cent of blacks and 33 percent of His-
panics lack health insurance. This is
two and three times greater than the
rate for Caucasians. These disparities
permeate in minority communities.

For example, as a Social Security
issue, blacks collect fewer retirement
benefits because we die earlier. I guess
on the upside, while we comprise about
12 percent of the United States popu-
lation, we collect about 23 percent of
the Social Security disability benefits.
Think about it. This is not a Social Se-
curity issue; it is a health issue.

Mr. Speaker, if there were equity in
health care, African Americans would
be able to work longer and live longer.
Think about it. The economic impact
of poor health care created for all
Americans is crucial.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all Members to
vote in favor of this. I thank the gen-
tlewoman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN), and I thank the other
side for their courtesy and kindness.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise to voice
my strong support for H. Con. Res. 388, es-
tablishing a National Minority Health and
Health Disparities Month. This resolution has
been crafted by my good friend and colleague,
Representative CHRISTENSEN. The resolution
was reported unanimously by the Committee
on Energy and Commerce last week.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution will help to keep
our attention focused on a disturbing fact of
life. That fact is that people of color face dev-
astating disparities in research, quality, ac-
cess, and other measures of health care.
Women are particularly hard hit, as reflected
in the statistics. The prestigious Institute of
Medicine recently published yet another study
that shows we still have a long way to go be-
fore we can say that all Americans share
equally in the benefits of modern medicine.

Mr. Speaker, | am pleased that this resolu-
tion specifically mentions the Minority Health
and Health Disparities Research and Edu-
cation Act of 2000. | was proud to join my col-
leagues, including Representatives JOHN
LEwis and JESSE JACKSON, JR., in that effort.
That bill recognized that disparities exist
throughout the development and delivery of
health care. It was a good step, but clearly
much more needs to be done. The entire
health care system, from “bench to bedside,”
needs to be vigilant and to address disparities
wherever and however they occur.

| applaud Representative CHRISTENSEN for
bringing this resolution to the floor. | urge my
colleagues to support her work and to support
substantive efforts to eradicate health dispari-
ties in all programs that come before this
body.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, | rise to support
H. Con. Res. 388, which would support the
establishment of a National Minority Health
and Health Disparities Month. The United
States is a nation with a health system
marked by its disparities. Too often, low-in-
come Americans, racial minorities and individ-
uals who lack health insurance find that quality
health care is unavailable to them. At the re-
quest of Congress, the Institute of Medicine

April 30, 2002

released a report this year confirming the ex-
istence of serious racial disparities in Amer-
ican health care.

Racial disparities in access to cancer
screening contribute to higher cancer death
rates for minorities. Black and Hispanic
women are less likely to receive breast cancer
screening with mammograms than white
women, and black and Hispanic men are more
likely to be diagnosed with more advanced
forms of prostate cancer than white men. Last
year, | introduced H.R. 3336, The Cancer
Testing, Education, Screening and Treatment
(Cancer TEST) Act, to provide cancer screen-
ing and treatment services for minorities and
low-income populations. This bill now has 49
COSpONSOrs.

Racial minorities have been disproportion-
ately impacted by the HIV-AIDS epidemic.
They now represent a majority of new AIDS
cases and a majority of Americans living with
AIDS. | am circulating a letter to the Chairman
and Ranking Member of the House Sub-
committee on Labor, Health and Human Serv-
ices and Education Appropriations to request
an appropriation of $540 million for the Minor-
ity AIDS Initiative in fiscal year 2003. Ninety
Members of Congress have agreed to sign my
letter.

Unfortunately, the problems in our nation’s
health system are only getting worse. A sur-
vey of California employers by the Kaiser
Family Foundation shows that health insur-
ance premiums increased by 9.9 percent in
2001. That is more than double California’s
4.3 percent inflation rate. Furthermore,
Calpers, the State of California’s employee
benefits system, plans to raise rates for its
HMO premiums by 25 percent next year.

| urge my colleagues to vote in favor of H.
Con. Res. 388 and support legislation that will
guarantee every man, woman and child in
America quality health care services, regard-
less of race, level of income or place or em-
ployment. Quality health care should be for
everyone.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WHITFIELD). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution, H. Con. Res. 388.

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.

———

HEMATOLOGICAL CANCER RE-
SEARCH INVESTMENT AND EDU-
CATION ACT OF 2001

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the Sen-
ate bill (S. 1094) to amend the Public
Health Service Act to provide for re-
search, information, and education
with respect to blood cancer.

The Clerk read as follows:

S. 1094

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may Dbe cited as the
‘““Hematological Cancer Research Investment
and Education Act of 2001°.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that:

(1) An estimated 109,500 people in the
United States will be diagnosed with leu-
kemia, lymphoma, and multiple myeloma in
2001.

(2) New cases of the blood cancers de-
scribed in paragraph (1) account for 8.6 per-
cent of new cancer cases.

(3) Those devastating blood cancers will
cause the deaths of an estimated 60,300 per-
sons in the United States in 2001. Every 9
minutes, a person in the United States dies
from leukemia, lymphoma, or multiple
myeloma.

(4) While less than 5 percent of Federal
funds for cancer research are spent on those
blood cancers, those blood cancers cause 11
percent of all cancer deaths in the United
States.

(5) Increased Federal support of research
into leukemia, lymphoma, and multiple
myeloma has resulted and will continue to
result in significant advances in the treat-
ment, and ultimately the cure, of those
blood cancers as well as other cancers.

SEC. 3. RESEARCH, INFORMATION, AND EDU-
CATION WITH RESPECT TO BLOOD
CANCER.

Part C of title IV of the Public Health
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 285 et seq.) is amended
by inserting after section 419C the following:
“SEC. 417D. RESEARCH, INFORMATION, AND EDU-

CATION WITH RESPECT TO BLOOD
CANCER.

‘“(a) JOE MOAKLEY RESEARCH EXCELLENCE
PROGRAM.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of NIH
shall expand, intensify, and coordinate pro-
grams for the conduct and support of re-
search with respect to blood cancer, and par-
ticularly with respect to leukemia,
lymphoma, and multiple myeloma.

‘(2) ADMINISTRATION.—The Director of NIH
shall carry out this subsection through the
Director of the National Cancer Institute
and in collaboration with any other agencies
that the Director determines to be appro-
priate.

‘“(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
For the purpose of carrying out this sub-
section, there is authorized to be appro-
priated such sums as may be necessary for
fiscal year 2002 and each subsequent fiscal
year. Such authorizations of appropriations
are in addition to other authorizations of ap-
propriations that are available for such pur-
pose.

“(b) GERALDINE FERRARO CANCER EDU-
CATION PROGRAM.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall di-
rect the appropriate agency within the De-
partment of Health and Human Services, in
collaboration with the Director of NIH, to
establish and carry out a program to provide
information and education for patients and
the general public with respect to blood can-
cer, and particularly with respect to the
treatment of leukemia, lymphoma, and mul-
tiple myeloma.

‘“(2) ADMINISTRATION.—The Agency deter-
mined by the Secretary under paragraph (1)
shall carry out this subsection in collabora-
tion with private health organizations that
have national education and patient assist-
ance programs on blood-related cancers.

‘“(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
For the purpose of carrying out this sub-
section, there is authorized to be appro-
priated such sums as may be necessary for
fiscal year 2002 and each subsequent fiscal
year. Such authorizations of appropriations
are in addition to other authorizations of ap-
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propriations that are available for such pur-
pose.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on S. 1094, and to insert extra-
neous material on the bill.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to encour-
age my colleagues to support S. 1094,
the Hematological Cancer Research In-
vestment and Education Act, intro-
duced by Senator KAY BAILEY HUTCH-
INSON in the Senate, with a companion
legislation in the House, H.R. 2629, in-
troduced by the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. CRANE). Senator KAY BAILEY
HUTCHINSON is present with us today,
which is an indication of how signifi-
cant the gentlewoman considers this
legislation.

Blood cancers affect over 110,000
Americans. These devastating diseases
are in desperate need of a cure. I am
pleased to support the efforts of the
National Institutes of Health to in-
crease the research activities on these
diverse cancers. Taxpayer dollars are
wisely spent on research to help cure,
and even better, prevent disease. For
the past 5 years, Congress has com-
mitted to doubling the budget of the
NIH. Last year alone, Congress dedi-
cated over $23.3 billion to NIH. As we
double the budget of any agency, we
must ensure that these funds are ap-
propriately focused at finding cures to
our Nation’s health problems.

The Hematological Cancer Research
Investment and Education Act ensures
that the Federal Government focuses
appropriate resources on programs to
address blood cancers, particularly leu-
kemia, lymphoma and multiple
myeloma. In particular, the bill directs
the NIH to coordinate all blood cancer
programs under the newly named ‘‘Joe
Moakley Research Excellence Pro-
gram.’”’ The bill establishes the ‘‘Geral-
dine Ferraro Cancer Education Pro-
gram,’”’ to provide detection and treat-
ment options for blood cancers, and I
might add that the former Congress-
woman Geraldine Ferraro is with us
here today.

I thank both Senator KAY BAILEY
HUTCHINSON and the gentleman from I1-
linois (Mr. CRANE) for their tireless ef-
forts to raise public awareness about
blood cancers. And I also recognize the
health staff of the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. CRANE), Shalla Ross, who has
worked diligently to ensure passage of
this important legislation. I urge my
colleagues to support S. 1094.

H1723

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

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself 2 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
legislation which sets the stage for a
coordinated Federal research effort to
combat blood cancers and launches a
patient and public education campaign
to get the word out on these cancers.

The death of our colleague, the es-
teemed Joe Moakley, raised the profile
in this institution of leukemia and
other blood cancers for all of us. More
than 100,000 Americans will be diag-
nosed with blood cancers this year, and
more than 60,000 will lose their lives to
one of these cancers.

Former Congresswoman Geraldine
Ferraro, who has joined us today, was
diagnosed with multiple myeloma a
few years ago. Since her announce-
ment, she has turned a very private
battle with cancer into a public cam-
paign, educating Americans and policy
makers, making a difference in their
lives, educating us all about the dis-
ease and the need for enhanced re-
search on cancer.

The bill we are considering today in-
cludes two important initiatives in
honor of these two remarkable Amer-
ican leaders. It establishes the Joe
Moakley Research Excellence Program
to expand and intensify NIH research
on blood cancers; and the Geraldine
Ferraro Cancer Education Program,
which will establish education pro-
grams designed for patients and for
their families. It is an excellent bill. I
urge my colleagues to support this leg-
islation.

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

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BARTON).

(Mr. BARTON of Texas asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)
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Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today in strong support of the
Senate bill, S. 1094, presented in the
Senate by my good friend, the Senator
from Texas, Senator KAY BAILEY
HUTCHINSON, who is on the floor with
us today. Without her untiring work,
we would not be here passing this bill
on Blood Cancer Day. She has worked,
I think, in a very positive, cooperative
way. It is very rare for the Longhorns
and the Aggies to work together, but
on this bill the head Longhorn came to
one of the head Aggies and we have
made it happen.

There are a number of other people
we need to thank: Obviously, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS)
for allowing the bill to come on the
suspension calendar; the full com-
mittee chairman, the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. TAUZIN); the ranking
member, the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. DINGELL); the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. BROWN); and the majority
leader, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
ARMEY) has worked on this.
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We have a number of distinguished
visitors watching the proceedings
today, I am told, including Senator
HUTCHINSON’s brother, Alan Bailey,
who has a form of blood cancer. We
also have the distinguished former
Congresswoman and Vice Presidential
candidate, Geraldine Ferraro, who has
fought a courageous battle against
blood cancer. Kathy Guisti is the Presi-
dent of the National Myeloma Associa-
tion. And, as we pointed out, this is
named in honor of former Congress-
man, Joe Moakley, and former Con-
gresswoman Geraldine Ferraro, who is
with us today.

Various forms of blood cancer afflict
over 100,000 Americans every year.
60,000 Americans die of the disease. It
is a disease that can strike with sudden
swiftness and extreme ferocity. Some
of the more common forms we know of
are leukemia, lymphoma and multiple
myeloma. If you have this disease in
your family, it is a heartache to have
to try to face up to it. My brother, the
late John Barton, died of liver cancer,
so I know from a personal perspective
how tragic any kind of cancer is.

But with the passage of this bill that
Senator HUTCHINSON has worked so
hard for, we are going to begin to fight
back. This would create an educational
program, a research program, the Joe
Moakley Research Excellence Pro-
gram, and the Geraldine Ferraro Can-
cer Education Act. We can educate
Americans all around the country. We
can encourage the National Institutes
of Health to provide more funding for
research and education and outreach,
and hopefully some day find a cure and
find treatments for those that are al-
ready afflicted with the disease.

So I want to thank my good friend
from Dallas, Texas, Senator HUTCH-
INSON, for moving the bill, I want to
thank my good friend the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS), for put-
ting it on the suspension calendar, and
I would encourage all Members to vote
for it in the affirmative when we are
given that opportunity.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WHITFIELD). The Chair will remind all
Members that it is not in order to refer
to a Senator visiting the House Cham-
ber.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to my friend, the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN), who was a long-term col-
league, friend and employee of Mr.
MoakKkley.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I want
to first thank the gentleman from
Florida (Chairman BILIRAKIS) and
ranking member, the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. BROWN), for bringing this bill
to the floor today. I want to thank our
distinguished colleague from the other
body, the junior Senator from Texas,
for moving this bill forward. We are
honored by her presence on the House
floor today.

This bill, quite simply, directs the
NIH to direct more funds to research,
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information and education on blood
cancer diseases. As my colleagues here
on the floor know so well, while less
than 5 percent of Federal funds for can-
cer research are spent on blood can-
cers, they cause 11 percent of all
deaths. One of those deaths was our
colleague, Joe Moakley.

As many in this Chamber Kknow, I
worked for Joe Moakley for many
years, from 1982 to 1996. He served not
only as my teacher and mentor, but he
was also my dear friend, in fact, my
best friend.

Joe was a guy who, in many respects,
represented the miracles of medical re-
search and science. During years I
knew him, he survived kidney cancer, a
gangrenous gall bladder, prostate can-
cer, skin cancer, and hepatitis, that ul-
timately led to a successful liver trans-
plant. Through it all, Joe Moakley
emerged with flying colors, stronger
and better than ever. However, when he
was diagnosed with leukemia, it was a
disease that he just could not beat.

There is not a day that goes by, Mr.
Speaker, that I do not miss Joe Moak-
ley, and I wish he were still here with
us fighting the good fight, standing up
for the causes that he believed in, and
even entertaining us with his humor. I
wish there had been a cure for the leu-
kemia that took his life, and I believe
that some day there will be a cure. The
issue is not can there be a cure, rather,
the issue is when, and that will depend
on the money and resources that we in-
vest in medical research.

One section of this bill will establish
the Joe Moakley Research Excellence
Program at NIH to expand, intensify
and coordinate programs that support
research on blood cancers, particularly
leukemia, lymphoma and multiple
myeloma. This, Mr. Speaker, is a hon-
orable legacy, but, as Joe Moakley
would say, the name means nothing if
we do not put the money down, and I
hope that we will do that.

I also want to say I am honored that
former Congresswoman Geraldine Fer-
raro is with us today. I was a staff per-
son when she was a Member of this
House, and, being from Massachusetts,
I remember what Tip O’Neill once said
about her when she was nominated to
be the Vice Presidential candidate for
the Democrats, he said she will be not
only a great vice president, but some
day she will be a great president. I
think he was right in that assessment.
I admire her courage for coming for-
ward with her own health challenges.
She indeed is the inspiration for an-
other section of this bill which would
result in disseminating information on
blood cancer diseases throughout this
country.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
pass this bill, and I hope the funds are
there to carry out this important au-
thorization.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve my time.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).
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(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, it was just a couple of months
ago when a few current Members of
Congress had the honor and pleasure of
gathering to listen to the Honorable
Geraldine Ferraro. It was a joyous oc-
casion, and it was a delight to be able
to fellowship with our colleague, some-
one that many of us admired, some
who had the opportunity to serve with
her, and some, like myself, who did
not. But certainly her history and her
leadership are well-known to women
around the Nation.

Her remarks were instructive and in-
spiring. But, as she concluded, she
made an announcement that caused a
pause, and many of us stopped midway
in our thoughts and our speech and
caught our breath. But she did not
allow us to linger on our thoughts
about what we perceived to be a cata-
strophic illness which she had an-
nounced that she had. She began ener-
gizing us and speaking about living,
and how we could support their legisla-
tion before us to help some lives.

So today I come to the floor of the
House in tribute to Congresswoman
Geraldine Ferraro, and as well, to ac-
knowledge my support for S. 1094, fo-
cusing on the blood cancer diseases
that have taken the lives of so many,
and, yes, to likewise thank the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce and
its leadership, the chairman and rank-
ing member of the full committee and
chairman and ranking member of this
subcommittee, and to acknowledge my
colleague-friend from the other body,
the junior Senator from Texas, thank-
ing both of them as women to acknowl-
edge that we can fight these diseases.

We can fight the fact that an esti-
mated 109,500 people in the TUnited
States will be diagnosed with Ileu-
kemia, lymphoma and multiple
myeloma in 2002. We can fight the fact
that these de