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The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. BOOZMAN).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 20, 2003.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JOHN
BOOZMAN to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

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

———

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 25 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes, but in
no event shall debate extend beyond
9:50 a.m.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5
minutes.

——————

DOD EXEMPTIONS

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, |
came to Congress with the goal to pro-
mote more livable communities, that
the Federal Government should be a
better partner with the State and local
governments, with private sector to
make our families safe, healthy and
economically secure. My colleagues
can imagine my dismay when this
week we are given a proposal in the De-
fense reauthorization bill that is the

antithesis of this nature of partnership
to promote livable communities.

It would exempt the military, not
just the military actually, but all Fed-
eral agencies from certain aspects of
the Endangered Species Act and the
Marine Mammal Protection Act. The
bill includes a proposal that eliminates
critical habitat designation altogether
on all lands owned or controlled by the
military.

The bill includes a rider to exempt
the Department of Defense at Fort
Huachuca in Arizona from any respon-
sibility for off-base ground water
pumping that threatens the existence
of the San Pedro River.

Mr. Speaker, this outrageous provi-
sion that was included in the reauthor-
ization comes less than a month after
the Secretary of the Army gave the
fort an environmental award for solv-
ing it, and now Congress is going to
undo this in the reauthorization.

The United States is the wealthiest
and most powerful Nation in the world.
Our Armed Forces are the most able,
the best equipped, the finest fighting
force, and they are people that can get
the job done. We ought to be able to
figure out how to address real problems
with the environment without compro-
mising the survival of what we are
fighting to protect.

The legislation is unnecessary on so
many different levels. First of all,
there is already a waiver provision that
has been in these laws for years. If
there is a military necessity to waive
environmental regulations, there is a
provision that is available. There has
never been an instance of military ne-
cessity where a waiver has been re-
quested and not granted, never, not
once.

It also misses a real threat to mili-
tary readiness, what the military and
those who are studying the issue term
““encroachment.”” The same sprawl and
unplanned growth that threatens farm
and forest lands, pollutes our air and

water, and congests our roadways is a
real threat to the ability to train and
maintain the world’s mightiest fight-
ing force. Across the country, from
Fort Stewart, Georgia, to Nellis Air
Force Base in Nevada, development is
threatening the Armed Forces’ ability
to fly planes, maneuver and conduct
other readiness activities.

The State of California has recog-
nized this and has worked out legisla-
tion with the Department of Defense to
deal with the long-term operations of
military installations to provide the
military, environmental organizations,
and local planning agencies the tools
to work together to fight problems of
sprawl and unplanned growth. This is
ignored by the legislation before us.

It is also wrong on a fundamental
level. It is missing the opportunity to
use the Department of Defense to set
the highest standards because we
know, given adequate resources and
the right orders, they can achieve any
mission, and we should use this oppor-
tunity.

Finally, there is a fundamental arro-
gance and hypocrisy that the Federal
Government’s rules and regulations are
necessary to protect the environment
and will impose among small business,
will impose among local government
that we will not hold ourselves to that
standard. That hypocrisy runs against
the grain. It is obnoxious to people in
the real world. It ought to be abhorrent
to the people in this chamber. We
ought to have the Federal Government
lead by example.

In order to win the battle to protect
the world’s environment, we ought to
provide some leadership, and a critical
part of leadership in this country has
always been the military. To send
them a signal that environmental
stewardship does not matter and they
do not have to play by the rules is the
wrong signal for them and the rest of
America, and it is certainly the wrong
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direction for our efforts to protect en-
dangered species and the health of our
oceans.

——————

MOVING AN AGENDA FOR
AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DELAY) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, faced with
unprecedented challenges around the
world and here at home, President
Bush has taken the road less traveled.
He has not hid behind his already
strong record. Instead, he has laid out
an agenda for America that answers
history’s call and meets those chal-
lenges on our terms, and in the last
four weeks, the House has taken action
on major legislation involving every
aspect of the President’s agenda.

Since we returned from recess in
April, we have passed a robust tax re-
lief package to create jobs and grow
the economy. Over the long term, the
President’s jobs and growth package
will help ensure our Nation has an
economy strong enough to employ ev-
eryone willing to work and meet the
emerging needs of the American peo-
ple.

We passed the global HIV/AIDS bill,
first announced in the President’s
State of the Union address, to provide
$15 billion to Africa over the next 5
years to stem the tide of the great
plague of our age. We have an oppor-
tunity to ease the suffering of millions
and save the lives of millions more, and
thanks to the President’s leadership,
we will seize it and send a final bill to
his desk this week.

Also this week, we will take up the
Defense Department’s reauthorization
bill which will provide provisions to
modernize the Pentagon’s management
and bring it into the 21st century.
Rigid personnel restrictions will be up-
dated, reflecting more flexible manage-
ment models that have been so success-
ful in the modern business world.

We have tackled adult education and
job training and also reformed Federal
special education law.

Last week, the House made several
reforms to retirement savings law, giv-
ing employees more control over their
401(k)s, IRAs and their pensions, and
this week we will pass another presi-
dential initiative, this one to maintain
our environment by reforming the
management of our forests.

Much remains to be done, Mr. Speak-
er, but so far this House has answered
the President’s call to pass an agenda
worthy of the American people.

——
MARINE MAMMAL PROTECTION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.
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Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, it
seems like not one week goes by with-
out another outrage from this adminis-
tration with respect to the environ-
ment of this country.

I rise today to submit an article from
a recent newspaper in my city which |
think everyone ought to read before
they vote on this change in environ-
mental regulations for the military.
The column details a recent sonar test
that was conducted by the navy near
my hometown and the effects of the
marine mammals that were observed
by a University of Washington class
who happened to be studying the area.

There is a lot of worry in my area
about the orcas and about the por-
poises, and there are a number of peo-
ple who are involved in this kind of
study, and they were up there watch-
ing, observing the sonar, what was
going on and with cameras what was
going on with these animals, and along
comes a ship and sets off a sonic boom.
They say they have to test it there.
There is no reason why they could not
call the University of Washington and
say where are the animals, we have
some concern, we do not want to Kill
porpoises, we do not want to Kkill
whales, but no, they set off the boom,
and soon, porpoises were floating to
the surface, dead, and whales were be-
ginning to act very strangely, and this
is unnecessary.

The military should be held to the
same account that everybody else is. A
few weeks ago, they were out there
shooting shells into the water with de-
pleted uranium on the end of them. Ev-
erybody knows there are questions
about the effects of depleted uranium
and what it does to the human body.
The salmon fishery off the Washington
coast is right where they are shooting
the shells. They could not even figure
out how to get out far enough or some-
thing to get out of the fishing grounds.

To make it even worse, this issue of
depleted uranium is a big issue in Irag.
We dumped 300 tons of depleted ura-
nium over southern Iraq in 1991, and we
have had recorded, at least by the Iraqi
medical people, a 1- to 300-percent in-
crease in cancer and deformities at
birth in children. In the last 6 months,
we dumped 600 tons, twice as much,
and the military continues to put out
the word that there is no problem.

The British Government, the Royal
Society of Medicine in England said,
there is a problem and we are going to
clean up the area around Basra which
is where the British are responsible,
but the United States, in Baghdad, in
Mosul and Kirkuk and all these places,
we say no problem.

The military is unwilling to confront
the environmental damage they bring
about, and when called to account for
it, they say, well, it is a national secu-
rity matter. Look, we can test sonar
devices 300 miles out in the ocean. We
do not have to do it 50 yards, through
a pod of whales. There is no reason for
that, and they know they are there. It
is not as though it is some mystery.
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The science is very good. They sim-
ply did not think they had to worry
about the environment. They are the
military, and this bill that is going
through here with an exemption for
military from the environmental regu-
lations is simply an absolute atrocity.

In all the places in the world where
they have nuclear weapons, where they
have all kinds of chemicals, in Annis-
ton, Alabama, they put in a facility to
burn the waste gases they have created
from making the weapons of mass de-
struction in the United States, and
they burn it right in Anniston, Ala-
bama, 10 blocks from a school with no
protection for that school. This kind of
thing is unacceptable in the United
States, and the United States Congress
should not endorse it and make it
okay. It is wrong.

I will enter into the RECORD an arti-
cle from the Seattle Post-Intelligencer
dated May 19, 2003, at this point.

[From the Seattle Post-Intelligencer, May

19, 2003]
IN THE NORTHWEST: SONAR TESTS’ EFFECTS ON
WILDLIFE SHOULD SET OFF ALARMS
(By Joel Connelly)

Lovers of Washington’s inland waters, in-
cluding this part-time Whidbey resident,
enjoy a living tip sheet in
www.orcanetwork.org, a Web site filled with
recent sightings and locations of Kkiller
whales, gray whales and other great marine
mammals.

Last week, however, the customary light-
hearted dispatches yielded to a gripping ac-
count of the extreme distress of marine crea-
tures during a Navy sonar test earlier this
month.

The episode, on May 5, raises major new
questions about whether Congress should
roll over for a Pentagon campaign designed
to exempt the military from complying with
landmark federal environmental laws.

Without these laws, the natural systems
and marine life of our Puget Sound-Strait of
Georgia region would possess no defense
against the Department of Defense.

Orcanetwork’s dispatch came from David
Bain, a University of Washington faculty
member. With students, he witnessed what
happened when the Everett-based guided
missile destroyer Shoup conducted a
midfrequency sonar training exercise off San
Juan Island.

“The passage of naval vessel 86 (Shoup) was
observed by me and the marine mammal
class at Friday harbor laboratories,” Bain
wrote. “‘Collectively, we observed effects on
three species.” These were:

Porpoises: Bain and students watched
Dall’s porpoises in a bay north of Lime Kiln
Lighthouse, an island landmark. ‘“‘After the
(Navy) ship passed, they were observed trav-
eling away from the ship at high speeds,”
Bain wrote. “This is similar to the behavior
of Dall’s porpoises in the presence of other
loud sounds, such as air-gun blasts.””

Since the sonar tests, bodies of seven por-
poises have been found—three beached in the
Strait of June de Fuca near Haro Strait, and
three more in the San Juan Islands.

A number of porpoise deaths have occurred
in recent months, Bain noted, some pre-
dating the Shoup’s passage through Haro
Strait.

“Midfrequency sonars were heard in April
as well, although they seemed to be coming
from Juan de Fuca Strait or points south,”
he wrote. ““Thus, these earlier strandings
were potentially related to sonar activity.”’

Minke whales; During the test, a minke
whale was spotted porpoising (coming out of
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the water) as it swam north of the Shoup.
Other sightings of similar behavior were re-
corded at two other locations off San Juan
Island.

“It has been about 20 years since I've seen
a minke porpoising,” wrote Bain.

He speculates that all sightings were of
one whale, racing to get away from the naval
vessel and its sonar tests.

Killer whales: As he and students watched
the widely known J pod of orcas, wrote Bain,
“Killer whales were observed behaving nor-
mally until the sonar became audible in the
air.”” At that point, however, the J pod
moved inshore and grouped tightly. ““As we
moved inshore with them, the naval vessel
disappeared over the horizon, although the
sonar was still audible,” wrote Bain. The J
pod then moved quietly northward, staying
near shore and later bunching up again.

Given the recent sharp decline in our resi-
dent killer-whale populations, did it make
sense for the Shoup to be causing apparent
distress?

Did the Navy bother to think about this, or
to consult beforehand with biologists expert
in marine mammal life of the northern
Sound?

We are a military-intensive region. The
shores of Puget Sound likely would sink
were another Navy base, shipyard or testing
facility located in our waters.

Aside from pacifists protesting the Trident
base—most memorably Archbishop Raymond
Hunthausen paddling a kayak—Ilocal offi-
cials and politicians have embraced bases
and jobs.

Once upon a time, too, there were security
grounds for so doing. The buildup of the So-
viet Pacific fleet was endlessly cited by the
late Sen. Henry Jackson. An Everett Navy
base, Scoop argued, would be a day’s sailing
time closer to the Soviet Far East than
berthings in California.

As Bain notes, however—with cool under-
statement—‘‘the threats arrayed against the
United States at this time are minor com-
pared to what we faced when the environ-
mental laws proposed to be overturned were
first passed.”

As well, it should be recalled that Jack-
son—the Pentagon’s most devoted friend—
was the chief architect of the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act and the Clean Water
Act.

Washington’s congressional delegation
ought to take heed of the distress caused by
the Shoup’s recent sonar tests.

In recent years, lawmakers have construc-
tively pushed the Navy. Environmentally
sensitive construction of the Trident base
was one result. Another was forcing the
Navy to abandon an untested, risky plan to
deposit toxic dredge spoils beneath a berm in
Everett’s Port Gardner Bay.

What is to be done? First, there should be
no exemption from federal environmental
laws. If the military ignores regulations,
citizens should have recourse in the courts.

Second, the Navy must be made to consult
with civilian agencies in case of sensitive or
potentially harmful activities. A firm sug-
gestion on this front might come from Rep.
Norm Dicks, senior Democrat on the House
Defense Appropriations subcommittee.

Third, as noted by Bain, the Department of
Defense is reviewing proposals on what it
can do to prevent such conflicts as those
caused by the Shoup’s sonar tests.

“The Navy (should) proceed with caution
until such programs are completed and the
Navy can accurately predict where it can op-
erate dangerous equipment without causing
undue environmental damage,”” Bain wrote.

Amen. Marine mammals are a big part of
what makes the waters of Puget Sound and
Strait of Georgia worth defending.
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LOSING MANUFACTURING AND
OUR HIGH-TECH JOBS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. SMITH) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, | would like to talk about a couple
of issues that concern me a great deal.
One, of course, is the growing debt and
our unwillingness to deal with the
problem of solvency for Social Secu-
rity.

Social Security is going to run out of
money roughly in the next 10 to 15
years, and we are putting off the prob-
lem of solving what do we do to keep
the program solvent until later. Social
Security is probably one of our better
programs that we have in the United
States, and we should not put off a so-
lution to keep it going.

The other issue, of course, that con-
cerns me is our mounting debt and
overspending. This country is now 227
years old. In the first 200 years, we
mounted a debt of $500 billion. Now at
$6.7 trillion we are amassing an addi-
tional debt of $500 billion every year.
We have to control overspending. |
think it is unconscionable for us to
think that our problems today are so
great that it justifies borrowing from
funds that our Kids are going to have
to earn.

One reason that we have got the
problem right now is revenues are
down, and that brings us to jobs and
the economy. | want to speak for a mo-
ment about losing our manufacturing
and our high-tech jobs in this country.

I have been meeting with workers, as
I am sure many of my colleagues in
Congress have been. All of us should be
troubled about the continuing decline
in manufacturing in this country.
Products from China and other coun-
tries are now taking away our business.
The manufacturing sector accounted
for 41 percent of non-farm employment
in 1946. Forty-one percent in 1946, 28
percent in 1980, 18 percent in 1990 and
just 12 percent of our total economy
today is manufacturing jobs.

What does this mean? This means
that millions of people are being
pushed out of manufacturing jobs into
service sector jobs that often pay less
and are less reliable. With other sec-
tors of the economy weakening, we
have been depending on high-tech jobs
with our research and technology, but
Mr. Speaker, in the last 2 years we
have lost 560,000 high-tech jobs. We
need those manufacturing jobs and we
need those high-tech jobs if we are
going to continue to be competitive, if
we are going to continue to increase
our productivity.

Manufacturing is important to the
economy because it is a leader in inno-
vation. Manufacturing contributes 57
percent of total U.S. research and de-
velopment funding. Manufacturing has
made up almost a constant share of
total U.S. GDP since the forties, but
over that period it has varied between
20 and 23 percent of U.S. output.
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With aggressive improvements in ef-
ficiency, we would expect the manufac-
turing sector to be growing faster in
the international market, but it has
been under attack from foreign com-
petition, much of which seems to be
unfair.

I have spoken with constituents who
say that the Chinese companies sell
products for less than the raw mate-
rials cost here. Many suspect that Chi-
nese companies are receiving covert
subsidies from the Chinese Govern-
ment. It has been suggested that a va-
riety of other governments use similar
underhanded methods to boost their
sales here and reduce sales in their
home markets.

What can we do? One thing that we
are going to be talking about in the
next several weeks is should we reduce
our overzealous taxation and our over-
zealous regulation on manufacturing.
We now tax our manufacturers in the
United States approximately 18 percent
more than what they would be taxed if
they are located in a foreign country. |
think we have got to look at the exces-
sive regulation and the excessive tax-
ation. As we approach a tax bill, it
would be my suggestion, Mr. Speaker,
that we concentrate on those tax issues
that are going to allow our manufac-
turing sector and our business sector
to be more competitive in an inter-
national market.

One especially harmful action has been the
steel tariff imposed by the administration.
Though the increased price of steel has pro-
tected some steel workers from foreign com-
petition, it has also resulted in more layoffs in
the steel-using industries than the total em-
ployment of the steel making industry. With
prices rising by 50 percent or more, hundreds
of manufacturers that use steel have simply let
workers go or have transferred production out
of the country where steel is cheaper.

It isn’t healthy to have too much of a service
economy where we import most of our goods
and fewer and fewer people actually build
products. One way to improve things for our
manufacturers is to do a better, more careful
job of negotiating trade treaties and then en-
forcing them. Another is to end counter-
productive tariffs like the one on steel. We
need to make sure our taxes and regulations
avoid putting our manufacturers at a signifi-
cant disadvantage. If we don’t do something,
we could weaken our economy and lose our
productive capacity.

———————

RECENT EVIDENCE OF MARINE
MAMMAL HARASSMENT IN THE
PACIFIC NORTHWEST

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Maine
(Mr. ALLEN) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, | rise this
morning to discuss the harassment of
whales and other marine mammals in
Puget Sound, all the way across the
country from my home District in
Maine, and a few words by way of back-
ground.

| served for 6 years on the Committee
on Armed Services in this House. Half
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of all the destroyers in the United
States are made at Bath Ironworks in
my District. | am a strong supporter of
the Navy, and | believe that we need to
do everything we can to protect the na-
tional security. However, in some
cases, the Navy is not paying attention
to competing demands, and this House
is not paying attention to competing
needs as well because the Defense au-
thorization bill is likely to come to the
floor soon, and included in the Defense
authorization bill is a blanket waiver
for the Department of Defense from the
Marine Mammal Protection Act.

That is an Act that has been in exist-
ence for a long period of time. It has
done a great deal to save marine mam-
mals: whales, dolphins and other ma-
rine mammals. It is very, very impor-
tant.

We have had a debate going on in this
Congress for some time about the
Navy’s new long range, low-frequency
sonar, and there has been grave con-
cern. A couple of years ago, there was
an incident in the Bahamas where
whales were stranded. Many of them
died. They were found to have bleeding
around the eyes and ears, a suggestion
that they had been damaged by sonar.
The Navy later admitted that that, in
fact, was the likely cause of the death
of those particular whales.

Now it has happened again, and
today, what | want to do is cite a very
recent example of marine mammal har-
assment and the use of sonar by the
Navy, but as | said, all the way across
the country from my home State of
Maine.

On May 5, just a couple of weeks ago,
whale watchers were observing por-
poises and a pod of 22 orcas, endangered
Killer whales, at their feeding grounds
in the Puget Sound. At the same time,
the USS Shoup, a U.S. Navy guided
missile destroyer, started to conduct
sonar operations in the Sound. The
whale observers noted that the animals
abruptly stopped their feeding, gath-
ered in a tight group and quickly left
the area. The animals surfaced fre-
quently in what appeared to be an at-
tempt to avoid the intense mid-fre-
quency, long duration pings from the
ship’s SQS 53C sonar. The sonar pings
were so powerful that they could be
heard in the air by observers on the
shore of San Juan Island in Puget
Sound.

Let me show my colleagues the pho-
tograph. For once, the changes in be-
havior of the whales was observed and
here is the photograph. This is a photo-
graph taken on May 5. The USS Shoup
is in the background. It is at this mo-
ment, when the photograph was taken,
using a sonar. This is a smaller boat, a
whale watching boat, a whole raft of
people watching this pod of orcas down
here at the bottom. There is also a
video. | have not seen it yet, but | am
told it is a startling video which shows
the rapid change in behavior of the
whales trying to get away from this
very loud, mid-frequency sonar.

The administration wants to exempt
the Department of Defense from the
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Marine Mammal Protection Act in the
face of absolute, uncontrovertible evi-
dence that these mammals are harmed
by sonar, and while | would agree that
there may be times when that sonar
has to be used, there are no terrorist
subs in the Puget Sound. | can guar-
antee it. There is no threat from
enemy submarines in the Puget Sound.
We would know about that, and the
Navy owes the country an explanation
of why this ship was conducting sonar
operations affecting, in all likelihood,
every marine mammal within 20 miles
of the USS Shoup in a place where it
should not be and where they certainly
should not be conducting sonar oper-
ations, particularly when it is pretty
obvious there are whales in the area.
Since May 5 several porpoises have
washed up along the shore of the Wash-
ington State and Canadian coasts. Bi-
ologists at the Center for Whale Re-
search in Friday Harbor, Washington,
suspect that the sonar played a role in
their deaths, since internal hem-
orrhaging was observed in the eyes and
ears of many of these individuals.
Yesterday, | spoke with Ken
Balcomb, senior scientist of the center,
who told me that he repeatedly ob-
serves how naval sonar operations in-
fluence marine mammal behavior, and
the Navy knows that their sonar in-
jures and Kkills whales at great dis-
tances; yet they still continue to exer-
cise in places they should not do it.

———

H.R. 1119, THE FAMILY TIME
FLEXIBILITY ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Mrs. BIGGERT) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to speak in strong support of
H.R. 1119, the Family Time Flexibility
Act. Cosponsored by more than 80 of
my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle, this bill will give working men
and women more choice and more flexi-
bility in balancing work and family.

H.R. 1119 allows hourly workers the
option of choosing time-and-a-half
wages for overtime hours worked or
paid time-and-a-half hours off for over-
time hours worked.

The important point about H.R. 1119
is that it is completely optional. Em-
ployers may offer it to their employees
or choose not to offer it. Employees
may choose to take the option or not
take it. Unions may choose to include
it in their collective bargaining agree-
ments so employees have the option to
use it or unions may choose not to in-
clude it.

This bill protects and preserves the
sanctity of the 40-hour work week.
Overtime hours are counted on the
basis of a 40-hour work week. Any hour
worked over 40 hours in a 7-day period
is considered overtime, and overtime
hours must be paid in time-and-a-half
pay or time-and-a-half time off.
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Here is how H.R. 1119 works. Beth is
a single mom of two school age boys.
She makes $10 an hour at a print shop
that offers the comp time option. Beth
has worked at the shop for 6 months,
and she decided to take the comp time
option in the event she needs time off
to take care of the boys when they are
sick or off from school. So Beth signs
her company’s comp time option agree-
ment.

In week A, she works 50 hours, 10
hours overtime. She gets paid for 40
hours and banks the 10 overtime hours.

In week B, the boys must be picked
up at 2 p.m. each day. So Beth checks
with her employer and leaves 3 hours
early each day during the week. She
decides to use her 10 banked overtime
hours, which become 15 hours off at the
time-and-a-half rate. Beth takes 15
hours off for the work, working only 25
hours, but Beth receives her regular
paycheck of $400 or 40 hours times $10
an hour, even though she only worked
25 hours. On an hourly basis, her em-
ployer has paid her $400 for 25 hours of
work or $16 per hour.

Let us say that before she uses her
banked overtime hours Beth changes
her mind. She decides she prefers to be
paid in overtime dollars instead of
overtime off. Under the bill, an em-
ployee can change his or her mind at
any time and cash out any overtime
hours he or she has banked.

So Beth tells her employer that she
wishes to cancel her comp time agree-
ment and cash out for the hours she
has banked. Within 30 days, her em-
ployer issues her a check, in addition
to her regular weekly pay of $400, for
the $10 overtime hours worked in week
A at her overtime pay rate of $15. So
Beth receives a payment of $550 which
includes her regular pay for 40 hours
and her $10 banked overtime hours at
the time-and-a-half rate of $15 an hour,
just as she would have had she never
signed the comp time request.

Let us use another example. Let us
say it is the end of the year and Beth
has not used her banked overtime
hours. Her employer issues her a check
for the 10 overtime hours worked in
week A at her time-and-a-half rate of
$15 per hour. This is in addition to her
regular paycheck of $400.

Under the bill, the employer must
cash out any unused, banked overtime
hours at the end of each year, but our
bill has another attractive feature for
the employee. Beth’s employer must
cash out these hours at the highest
rate of pay that Beth has earned during
the period she accumulated the banked
hours.

It turns out Beth received a raise in
October. She now makes $12.50 an hour.
At the end of the year, she still has not
used her banked hours. So her em-
ployer issues her a check for the un-
used hours at the highest rate of pay;
$12.50 an hour at time-and-a-half is
$18.75 an hour or $187.50 for the 10
banked hours. This is in addition to
Beth’s regular paycheck.
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Under H.R. 1119, Beth and other
working members will have the flexi-
bility to turn their overtime hours into
time-and-a-half wages or paid time-
and-a-half off. They will have the peace
of mind that comes with knowing they
can pick up a sick child from school,
make it to the soccer tournament or
take time off without using up their
vacation days.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting H.R. 1119, the Family Time
Flexibility Act.

————
CASH AND COUNSELING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I am
here to talk about a program called
cash and counseling which allows flexi-
bility for Medicaid, people who are
poor, people who are disabled, gives
them an opportunity to be involved
and get more resources, and it is good
for the Federal Government, too.

In February of this year, | spoke on
the floor about this Cash and Coun-
seling program. It was demonstrated in
Florida, Arkansas and New Jersey. In
these demonstrations, disabled and el-
derly beneficiaries were given great
latitude to direct their own support
services; that is, they were involved
themselves, and it was not just the
government giving them a check or
services.

The national project has conducted
its first evaluation of this program in
Arkansas, and the results are in. It was
reported favorably through the Journal
of Health Affairs on March 26, 2003.

In summary, the author concluded
that, our survey of roughly 1,800 elder-
ly and non-elderly adults showed that
relative to agency-directed services, as
a government directing it, State di-
recting it, Cash and Counseling greatly
improves satisfaction and reduced most
unmet needs. Moreover, contrary to
some concerns, it did not adversely af-
fect participants’ health and safety, al-
ways a complaint that these elderly
people will not get served.

Dr. Lavizzo-Mourey, president and
CEO of The Robert Wood Johnson
Foundation, says, ‘“The Cash and Coun-
seling program offers Medicaid con-
sumers flexibility and a sense of con-
trol over their care.” In The Robert
Wood Foundation’s recently released
Annual Report 2002, they said, ‘‘Cash
and Counseling enables Medicaid bene-
ficiaries with chronic illnesses and dis-
abilities to purchase needed personal
assistance services with cash allow-
ances in lieu of receiving traditional
agency-delivered services. The result,”
of course, ‘“‘is greater choice and auton-
omy in obtaining the required help.
Early evaluation results show in-
creased access and improved satisfac-
tion for Cash and Counseling clients.”

Secretary Thompson of Health and
Human Services shared, ‘“This ap-
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proach gives people with disabilities
more freedom and responsibility, in the
same way that all of us want to be in
charge of our lives and’’ of course, ‘“‘our
choices. It lets the individuals them-
selves decide how best to use the Med-
icaid dollars they are already entitled
to. The study confirms that these Med-
icaid recipients make good choices
that maintain their health and safety,
even as they improve their conven-
ience, satisfaction and quality of life.”

So think about it. This program,
Cash and Counseling, is part of an ex-
periment that has proved successful,
bringing in the actual beneficiaries and
opportunities for choice and participa-
tion.

We now have Consumer Directed Care
which is a larger demonstration pro-
gram. What does this mean? According
to the National Association of State
Units on Aging and the National Coun-
cil on Aging, ‘“Consumer direction de-
scribes programs and services where
people are given maximum choice and
control over their care. Consumer di-
rection may also be called self-deter-
mination or independent living. When
people say they want to be independent
or they want to have autonomy or self-
direction, they are talking about con-
sumer direction. In consumer-directed
programs, consumers can choose to se-
lect, manage and dismiss their work-
ers. They can decide which services to
use, which workers to hire, and what
time of day they will come. Consumer
direction assumes that informed con-
sumers are able to make decisions
about the services they receive.”
Sounds good.

Consumer-directed care has already
taken off among the aging populations.
Last Friday, the Senate’s Special Com-
mittee on Aging had a briefing on Con-
sumer Direction in Aging Services.
State elder affairs leaders from
Vermont and Pennsylvania and Dr.
Kevin Mahoney of Boston College, the
national director of Cash and Coun-
seling, championed its success in pro-
viding an infusion of choice and free-
dom and independence to the disabled
and elderly nationwide. Most States re-
port waiting lists of individuals wait-
ing to enroll in this demonstration.

Besides in public health, many pri-
vate plans are beginning to offer con-
sumer-directed products. For example,
in our Federal employee health benefit
program, one group of Federal workers,
the American Postal Workers Union, is
the first to offer a consumer-directed
option this year. On their Web site de-
scribing the option, the American
Postal Workers Union say, We believe
that people who have more control
over how their health care dollars are
spent are more satisfied customers, and
their health plan’s consumer-directed
option plan is designed to give our em-
ployees that control.

Besides the now-documented satis-
faction, Consumer-Directed Care is
serving to reduce costs and fraud. So,
Mr. Speaker, | think we have a very
clear case where giving choice and
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independence for the consumer, wheth-
er it is Medicaid for the poor or we
should do for Medicare for the elderly
or even in the private sector, it works
much better.

I look forward to the continued eval-
uation of these programs, and of
course, | continue to see on the Federal
and State level the championing of the
Consumer-Directed Care.

———

FISCAL YEAR 2004 DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION BILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FARR) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, | rise this
morning to talk about the fiscal year
2004 Defense authorization bill. Earlier
this year, the Department of Defense
approached Congress with a request to
exempt itself from several of the funda-
mental environmental laws in order to
strengthen our military readiness.

At the time, this kind of shocked
many of us because we saw that our
readiness of our military was among, if
not is, the best in the world, but that
the state of some of our natural re-
sources is certainly not the best in the
world.

Then things went from bad to worse.
The Committee on Armed Services re-
ported out a bill that went way beyond
and way above what the Defense De-
partment had originally asked for. H.R.
1588, the Defense authorization bill this
year, contains provisions that fun-
damentally change the Environmental
Protection Act and the Endangered
Species Act and, most importantly, the
Marine Mammal Protection Act, two
major pieces of legislation that di-
rectly affect the coastal communities
of the United States and particularly
my District in California.

There are many species listed under
the ESA in my home District. There is
the California condor. We have done a
good job of trying to restore that con-
dor into the wilderness. In fact, the
Secretary of the Interior has been out
to release those birds and has person-
ally seen the effect of being able to re-
establish a threatened species. There is
the San Joaquin kit fox. There is the
steelhead trout that are in our coastal
streams, and the snowy plover, which
is a shore bird that nests on our beach-
es.

The continued existence of many of
these species relies on the designation
of what they call the critical habitat
which is basically the homes and breed-
ing grounds that are necessary for sur-
vival.

For example, the Santa Cruz long-
toed salamander only has six breeding
ponds on which the whole species de-
pends. Without the designation of these
breeding ponds as critical habitat, the
salamander would be left out without a
vehicle for bringing it back from the
brink of extinction.

I might point out, many people
thought the sea otter was extinct. In
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1950 we saw a small group of sea otters,
and today that population has grown to
about 1,000. It is threatened, but on the
other hand, what it has done is in-
creased tourism because people come
out and look for that creature.

So this bill that the Defense Depart-
ment is asking for aims to make crit-
ical habitat designation only when it is
necessary and not when it is prudent
and determinable as the law now cur-
rently requires.

When would it be necessary to des-
ignate a critical habitat? | am not sure
necessary is defined in the bill. So basi-
cally the Secretary of the Interior and
the Secretary of Commerce will be able
to make a decision with no set criteria.

The Bush administration has clearly
stated its belief that critical habitat
provides no protection, and as such,
this provision could result in more spe-
cies without homes and breeding areas,
and the list goes on and on.

The Marine Mammal Protection Act
not only guts that, but it puts whales
and dolphins in jeopardy by changing
the Marine Mammal Protection Act,
and my colleagues have already heard
from several Members who have spoken
on it. The intent of the Act is to pre-
vent the harassment of marine mam-
mals. The language in this bill weakens
the definition of harassment, not just
for DOD-related activities but also for
all the people who use our oceans and
coasts.

The waters of Monterey Bay in my
home District have been designated by
the Federal Government as a national
marine sanctuary. It is the home to sea
otters, sea lions and harbor seals and
serves as a migratory route for the ma-
jestic humpback and blue whales.
These animals are important for eco-
nomic resources because people visit
the coastline to see watchable wildlife.
They go to see the sea birds, the sea
lions, the whales and so on.

Likewise, the people travel to see the
orcas in the waters off the Puget Sound
in Washington or the whales off the
gulf of Maine or the manatees along
the coast of Florida, and we all know
as Members from those Districts we do
everything we can to protect those.

Currently, the Marine Mammal Pro-
tection Act language aims to protect
these animals from being harassed,
being injured and even from being
Killed, but the bill drastically weakens
this protection and would allow an in-
creasing number of harmful inter-
action, such as oil and gas exploration,
high intensity sonar testing, and such
increase in harassment and harm to
marine mammals would go largely un-
checked by wildlife agencies and left
unmonitored and unmitigated.

Struggling sea otters are currently
dying at record levels in the State of
California. We do not know the exact
cause, but we are going to be looking
for that and hopefully trying to rem-
edy it.

This bill does not help us with those
remedies. We ought to take pride in the
fact that the military has led in a lot
of our environmental areas. The navy
has been the first and most remarkable
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agency at recycling at sea, of taking
all their garbage on ship and treating
that. The navy painted their ships with
safe paint. So the military has been a
good environmental steward. There is
no need to change that position with
the passage of this legislation.
——

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 10
a.m.

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 42 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess
until 10 a.m.

—
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order at 10 a.m.

———————

PRAYER

The Reverend Dr. David Anderson,
Pastor, Faith Baptist Church, Sara-
sota, Florida, offered the following
prayer:

Our Heavenly Father, with humble
spirits we thank You for Your faithful-
ness to our Nation. We trust in You,
not in our might. We depend upon Your
blessings and not upon our resources.
We rely upon Your providence in both
good times and bad, and we submit to
Your chastisement. We bow before
Your infinite power, wisdom, truth,
mercy, and love.

Strengthen our weakness by wielding
Your power. Calm our fears by mani-
festing Your presence. Forgive our sin
by bestowing Your grace and restore
our virtue by imputing Your righteous-
ness. Remind us, once again, of what
You intend us to be, one Nation under
God.

Grant unto the men and women of
this House wisdom beyond their experi-
ence, courage beyond their resolve, vi-
sion beyond their sight, and truth be-
yond their learning. May they uphold
Your law so our country can reflect
Your goodness and correct its wrongs.
Protect our troops and bring them
home soon.

With the faith that has carried us for
generations we ask, ‘“May God bless
America. In the name of the Lord Jesus
Christ, | pray. Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

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

——

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. LAMPSON) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. LAMPSON led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

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

——————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed a concur-
rent resolution of the following title in
which concurrence of the House is re-
quested:

S. Con. Res. 44. Concurrent Resolution rec-
ognizing the contributions of Asian Pacific
Americans to our Nation.

The message also announced that in
accordance with sections 1928a-1928d of
title 22, United States Code, as amend-
ed, the Chair, on behalf of the Vice
President, appoints the following Sen-
ators as members of the Senate Delega-
tion to the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization Parliamentary Assembly
during the First Session of the One
Hundred Eighth Congress, to be held in
Prague, Czech Republic, May 23-26,
2003:

The Senator from South Carolina
(Mr. HOLLINGS).

The Senator from Connecticut (Mr.
DoDD).

The message also announced that in
accordance with sections 1928a-1928d of
title 22, United States Code, as amend-
ed, the Chair, on behalf of the Vice
President, appoints the following Sen-
ators as members of the Senate Delega-
tion to the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization Parliamentary Assembly
during the First Session of the One
Hundred Eighth Congress, to be held in

Prague, Czech Republic, May 23-26,
2003:

The Senator from Alabama (Mr. SEs-
SIONS).

The Senator from Ohio (Mr.
VOINOVICH).

The Senator from Texas (Mr.
CORNYN).

———

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION ON
THE RIGHT TRACK

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, the Depart-
ment of Education has had its share of
problems with the money this body
gives it. Many of us have followed the
stories of waste and fraud that have
plagued the Department. Some $450
million were recently used for purposes
other than educating children. Credit
cards were used to purchase products
from pornographic Web sites. Several
employees were caught buying luxury
SUVs and even buildings with money
supposed to go to South Dakota
schools.

Secretary Paige has cracked down on
these activities. For only the second
time ever, the Department received re-
cently a clean audit from the GAO, and
all of the $450 million has been ac-
counted for.
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But this is more than just bureau-
crats spending money the wrong way.
It is about defrauding our children and
our schools. If it expects schools to be
accountable, the Department has to be
accountable. Secretary Paige must
continue to stand up for children and
oppose bureaucrats eager to waste
money, education money, for their own
personal gain. We need to get the
money into the classroom where it be-
longs.

———

ADVOCATING INCREASED
OPENNESS IN GOVERNMENT

(Mr. LAMPSON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. LAMPSON. Mr. Speaker, with all
that has been happening in the State of
Texas, the Texas 51, the turmoil with
people feeling that there is not an open
process in the Texas legislature and
why the House members there chose to
send a message that we must open up
our government, we find it interesting
now that there is a report that the De-
partment of Homeland Security is re-
fusing to turn loose tapes that gave an
indication of who requested an effort
on the part of the Homeland Security
agency of the United States Govern-
ment to track the plane of State Rep-
resentative Pete Laney in Texas.

We have got to have an open govern-
ment, one that the people feel con-
fident in and be able to know that we
are not hiding something, not trying to
keep secrets from the public. Let us
open this process up and include all of
the people in America so that they can
have a voice not just here in the United
States House of Representatives but in
the State House of Representatives in
Texas and every other State in our
Union.

———————

CONGRATULATING THE UNIVER-
SITY OF NORTH TEXAS LADY
EAGLES

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

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize the University of
North Texas Lady Eagles for setting
school history by winning the 2003 Sun
Belt Conference Outdoor Track and
Field Championships. This win is espe-
cially sweet for these hard-working la-
dies. They won their first-ever women’s
outdoor conference track champion-
ship with 179.66 on their home turf,
Fouts Field, in Denton, Texas.

Rick Watkins, the University’s direc-
tor of track, was also named the
league’s women'’s coach of the year for
the third time in the last 4 years. The
University of North Texas women won
gold medals in three field events on the
final day, with a total of five first-
place finishes. A 1-2 finish in the wom-
en’s shotput by Latrecia Taylor and
Ciji Brooks provided the biggest boost
for the Lady Eagles, with Taylor win-
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ning the event with a school-record ef-
fort, and Brooks took second.

Lakisha Gentry recorded the second-
longest javelin throw in the school.
Ananka Clark raced to the second
place in the 100- and finished third in
the 200-meters. Tiffanie Jordan won the
women’s triple jump by more than a
foot. Rhonda Williams won the long
jump.

I hope my colleagues will join me in
honoring these with young ladies and
congratulating them on a season of
hard work and commitment.

——
WORLDCOM/MCI

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

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, | rise this morning to bring an ur-
gent matter to the attention of my col-
leagues in the House. After recording
the largest corporate fraud in United
States history, costing thousands of
jobs and $176 billion in losses to inves-
tors, representing three times that of
Enron, WorldCom is back, just re-
branding themselves to their former
name MCI.

As a supporter of reforming our
bankruptcy laws, | am shocked how
MCI or any other company can be re-
warded for cooking the books, cheating
and stealing, and stand to gain by their
criminal behavior. Reorganization
under the bankruptcy laws should not
apply when the assets are the product
of criminal activities. Bankruptcy
should not be the vehicle for laun-
dering stolen goods. This is the case
with MCI, even though they have
changed their name and recently rolled
out a new marketing campaign to dis-
tance themselves from their ‘“‘criminal
stigma.” What an artificial advantage
for MCI, our bankruptcy laws.

In conclusion, here is an idea how
MCI can market themselves. They can
market by saying: MCI stands for mas-
sive corporate indiscrepancies.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair will postpone further
proceedings today on motions to sus-
pend the rules on which a recorded vote
or the yeas and nays are ordered, or on
which the vote is objected to under
clause 6 of rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later today.

——————

VETERANS’ MEMORIAL PRESERVA-
TION AND RECOGNITION ACT OF
2003

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | move to suspend the rules and
pass the Senate bill (S. 330) to further
the protection and recognition of vet-
erans’ memorials, and for other pur-
poses.
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The Clerk read as follows:
S. 330

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 ‘“Veterans’
Memorial Preservation and Recognition Act
of 2003”".

SEC. 2. CRIMINAL PENALTIES FOR DESTRUCTION
OF VETERANS’ MEMORIALS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 65 of title 18,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following:

“§1369. Destruction of veterans’ memorials

““(a) Whoever, in a circumstance described
in subsection (b), willfully injures or de-
stroys, or attempts to injure or destroy, any
structure, plaque, statue, or other monu-
ment on public property commemorating the
service of any person or persons in the armed
forces of the United States shall be fined
under this title, imprisoned not more than 10
years, or both.

“(b) A circumstance described in this sub-
section is that—

“(1) in committing the offense described in
subsection (a), the defendant travels or
causes another to travel in interstate or for-
eign commerce, or uses the mail or an in-
strumentality of interstate or foreign com-
merce; or

““(2) the structure, plaque, statue, or other
monument described in subsection (a) is lo-
cated on property owned by, or under the ju-
risdiction of, the Federal Government.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 65 of
title 18, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following:

‘“1369. Destruction of veterans’ memorials.”.
SEC. 3. HIGHWAY SIGNS RELATING TO VETERANS
CEMETERIES.

(@) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the
terms of any agreement entered into by the
Secretary of Transportation and a State
under section 109(d) or 402(a) of title 23,
United States Code, a veterans cemetery
shall be treated as a site for which a supple-
mental guide sign may be placed on any Fed-
eral-aid highway.

(b) APPLICABILITY.—Subsection (a) shall
apply to an agreement entered into before,
on, or after the date of the enactment of this
Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT) each will control 20 minutes.

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

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks on S. 330, the Senate bill cur-
rently under consideration.

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, | yield myself such time as | may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of S.
330, the Veterans’ Memorial Preserva-
tion and Recognition Act of 2003. At-
tacks against Federal cemeteries and
veterans’ memorials uniquely affront
the memory of those who have sac-
rificed for our freedom and undermine
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our collective commitment to honor
their service. The egregious nature of
these crimes necessitates a swift and
decisive Federal response.

S. 330 establishes a specific criminal
penalty for the willful destruction of
property commemorating service in
America’s Armed Forces. It provides
that anyone who willfully injures or
destroys or attempts to injure or de-
stroy property that commemorates
service in our Armed Forces shall be
imprisoned for up to 10 years and fined
for these acts of vandalism.

In 1997, Congress passed legislation
that directed the United States Sen-
tencing Commission to enhance pen-
alties for the destruction of property
on Federal cemeteries. However, unlike
the earlier legislation, S. 330 specifi-
cally recognizes the abhorrent nature
of these offenses by establishing a new
Federal crime for injuring or destroy-
ing veterans’ memorials. Its purpose is
to stem the disturbing prevalence of
vandalism at some of America’s most
sacred memorials.

In considering this legislation, | urge
my colleagues to heed the admonitions
of General John A. Logan’s Memorial
Day Order of May 5, 1868. Speaking to
those who had fallen in America’s de-
fense, General Logan stated: “‘We
should guard their graves with sacred
vigilance. All the consecrated wealth
and taste of the Nation can add to
their adornment and security is but a
fitting tribute to the memory of her
slain defenders. Let no wanton foot
tread rudely on such hallowed grounds.
Let no vandalism or avarice or neglect,
no ravages of time, testify to the
present or to the coming generations
that we have forgotten, as a people, the
cost of a free and undivided Republic.”
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S. 330 was reported by the Senate
Committee on the Judiciary without
amendment and passed the full Senate
under unanimous consent.

As our Nation prepares to honor its
veterans this Memorial Day, | can
think of few times in recent memory
when this legislation would be more
timely and appropriate.

Mr. Speaker, 1 include for the
RECORD an exchange of letters between
the chairman of the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure, the
gentleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG),
and myself.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND
INFRASTRUCTURE,
Washington, DC, May 19, 2003.
Hon. F. JAMES SENSENBRENNER, Jr.,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, House
of Representatives, Rayburn House Office
Building, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN SENSENBRENNER: | am
writing with regard to S. 330, the Veteran’s
Memorial Preservation and Recognition Act
of 2003. As you know, the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure was
named as an additional Committee of juris-
diction.

| recognize your desire to bring this impor-
tant bill before the House in an expeditious
manner. Accordingly, | will not exercise my
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Committee’s right to mark up the legisla-

tion. By agreeing to waive its consideration

of the bill, however, the Committee on

Transportation and Infrastructure does not

waive its jurisdiction over S. 330. In addition,

the Transportation and Infrastructure Com-
mittee reserves its right to seek conferees on
provisions of the bill that are within its ju-
risdiction during any House-Senate con-
ference that may be convened on this legisla-
tion. | ask for your commitment to support
any request by the Transportation and Infra-

structure Committee for conferees on S. 330.

I request that you include a copy of our ex-
change of letters in your Committee’s Re-
port on S. 330 and in the Congressional
Record during consideration on the House
Floor. Thank you.

Sincerely,
DON YOUNG,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC, May 19, 2003.

Hon. DON YOUNG,

Chairman, Committee on Transportation and
Infrastructure, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN YOUNG: This letter re-
sponds to your letter dated May 19, 2003 con-
cerning S. 330, the ‘“Veterans’ Memorial
Preservation and Recognition Act of 2003.”

| agree that the bill contains matters with-
in the Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee’s jurisdiction and appreciate
your willingness to be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of S. 330 so we may pro-
ceed to the floor. I acknowledge that by
being discharged, your committee in no way
waives its jurisdiction over these matters.

Pursuant to your request, a copy of your
letter and this letter will be included in the
Committee on the Judiciary’s report on S.
330 and in the Congressional Record during
House floor consideration of the bill. | appre-
ciate your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,
F. JAMES SENSENBRENNER, Jr.,
Chairman.

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

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to speak in sup-
port of S. 330, the Veterans’ Memorial
Preservation and Recognition Act of
2003, and recommend its passage to my
colleagues. This bipartisan legislation
is designed to add increased protection
to veterans memorials and enhance the
recognition of veterans cemeteries.
This bill is particularly timely shortly
before Memorial Day and at a time
when our military troops risked their
lives on our behalf in Iraq.

Specifically, the legislation estab-
lishes criminal penalties for willfully
injuring or destroying or attempting to
injure or destroy any structure, plaque,
statue, or other monument on public
property commemorating the service
of any person in the United States
Armed Forces. The bill further requires
the veterans cemeteries to be treated
as sites permitting supplemental guide
signs on Federal-aid highways.

The bill was introduced by the Sen-
ator from Colorado, Mr. CAMPBELL, on
February 6, 2003, and passed the Senate
by unanimous consent on March 27,
2003. 1 urge Members to support the
bill.
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Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of S. 330, a bill to protect and
recognize veterans’ memorials. These memo-
rials honor those brave men and women who
have served in the military. They can be found
in nearly every city and town across the coun-
try and it is important that Congress ensures
that they are properly recognized and pro-
tected.

I'd like to direct my comments to one par-
ticular section of the bill. Section 3 of S. 330
allows a veterans’ cemetery to be identified by
a supplemental guide sign on any Federal-aid
highway. It is my understanding that this sec-
tion is not intended to circumvent the safety
regulations governing the design and place-
ment of highway signs as set forth in the Man-
ual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (the
Manual).

Sections 109(d) and 402(a) of title 23 of the
United States Code provide authority for the
Manual, which serves as the national standard
for all signs, signals, pavement markings, and
other traffic control devices used on all streets
and highways in the United States. The Man-
ual provides regulatory, warning, and guidance
information to motorists and is vitally important
to the promotion of safety on our Nation’s
highways. Among the provisions in the Manual
are standards for sign design, sign size, letter
size, letter style, retroreflectivity, sign location,
and other characteristics that are crucial to en-
suring highway safety.

It is my understanding that the wording in
Section 3—"“Notwithstanding the terms of any
agreement entered into by the Secretary of
Transportation and a State under section
109(d) or 402(a) of title 23, United States
Code”—is not intended to remove the Manu-
al’'s requirements regarding sign design, sign
size, letter size, letter style, retroreflectivity,
sign location and other characteristics that are
important to promote the safety of motorists.
Rather, S. 330 merely provides for the identi-
fication of a veterans’ cemetery by a supple-
mental guide sign, one that complies with the
Manual's requirements, on a Federal-aid high-
way.

Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to sup-
port S. 330.

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

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
Senate bill, S. 330.

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 | 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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NATIONAL CORRECTIONAL
OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES WEEK

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, 1 move to suspend the rules and
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 180)
supporting the goals and ideals of ‘““Na-
tional Correctional Officers and Em-
ployees Week’ and honoring the serv-
ice of correctional officers and employ-
ees.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. REs. 180

Whereas the operation of correctional fa-
cilities represents a crucial component of
the criminal justice system of the United
States;

Whereas correctional personnel play a
vital role in protecting the rights of the pub-
lic to be safeguarded from criminal activity;

Whereas correctional personnel are respon-
sible for the care, custody, and dignity of the
human beings charged to their care;

Whereas correctional personnel work under
demanding circumstances and face danger in
their daily work lives; and

Whereas S. Res. 24 of the 108th Congress, as
agreed to on March 12, 2003, designates the
week beginning May 4, 2003, as ‘‘National
Correctional Officers and Employees Week’’:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) supports the goals and ideals of ‘“Na-
tional Correctional Officers and Employees
Week’’; and

(2) honors all correctional officers and em-
ployees for their service to their commu-
nities, States, and the Nation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT) each will control 20 minutes.

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

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on H. Res. 180.

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, | yield myself such time as | may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, 1 am proud to support
House Resolution 180, honoring correc-
tions officers and employees for the
good work they do each and every day.
This resolution passed the Committee
on the Judiciary unanimously, and it is
an appropriate expression of congres-
sional support for this critical aspect
of our criminal justice system.

These men and women work each day
to protect society from the real threat
of criminal activity. They risk their
lives ensuring that we are safe. They
maintain peace and order in a dan-
gerous place, while at the same time
ensuring the needs of one of the most
difficult groups in society are ad-
dressed. It is not often that we get the
opportunity to thank them for the
good work they do.
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Mr. Speaker, | urge my colleagues to
join me in fully supporting this resolu-
tion.

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

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H.
Res. 180, introduced by the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND), along
with our colleagues, the gentleman
from New York (Mr. SWEENEY), the
gentleman from  Wisconsin (Mr.
GREEN), and the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. HOLDEN).

H. Res. 180 is a bipartisan resolution
designed to honor correctional officers
and employees by acknowledging and
supporting the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Correctional Officers and Em-
ployees Week. The resolution directly
honors correctional workers at all lev-
els, local, State and Federal, including
psychologists, chaplains, teachers, and
kitchen staff.

Correctional officers and employees
play a vital role in protecting and pro-
moting public safety. They work in our
county jails, in our State prisons and
Federal penitentiaries. They have a
tough job to do in a tough environ-
ment. And with the emphasis that Con-
gress and State legislators have placed
on eliminating incentive programs for
inmates, such as parole, good conduct
credits and funding for college courses,
that job has been made only tougher.

Recently, by reducing inmate jobs in
the Federal prison industries program,
even more pressure will be put on cor-
rectional officers to maintain a safe
and productive environment for pris-
ons.

So it is fitting, Mr. Speaker, that we
pause at this time to recognize and
commend our correctional workers and
employees for the very important job
they do. To them we say thank you.

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

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. COBLE).

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, | thank my
friend for yielding me time.

Mr. Speaker, as we perhaps know, at
the beginning of May we kicked off Na-
tional Correctional Officers and Em-
ployees Week. It is in this week we rec-
ognize correctional officers and em-
ployees across the Nation and applaud
their dedication and service to our
country. They are often asked to work
long hours serving the public, and in
the past few years we have asked them
to work even more difficult schedules.

Statistics from the Bureau of Justice
indicate that we are housing more and
more men and women in prisons and
jails than ever before. As an aside, Mr.
Speaker, prison overcrowding is an-
other issue that warrants our con-
sistent attention.

As we focus on taking the most dan-
gerous elements of our society off the
streets, it is the correctional officer
and the employee upon whom we rely
to maintain order and assure safety.
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Correctional officers’ and employees’
daily duties to safeguard the public and
the incarcerated are oftentimes dan-
gerous. | gladly support H. Res. 180,
which encourages the goals of the Na-
tional Correctional Officers and Em-
ployees Week. This resolution recog-
nizes the exemplary work done by cor-
rectional officers and the employees
across the Nation.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
| yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICK-
LAND), the sponsor of the legislation.

Mr. STRICKLAND. Mr. Speaker, as a
cochair of the Congressional Correc-
tional Officers Caucus, | rise today to
honor correctional officers and employ-
ees of correctional facilities across our
country.

Earlier this month, correctional offi-
cers came here to Washington to cele-
brate National Correctional Officers
and Employees Week. Awards were pre-
sented to officers whose exceptional
service merited special recognition,
and wreaths were laid in memory of
fallen comrades who had made the ulti-
mate sacrifice while on duty.

Correctional facilities are a critical
component of our public safety and
criminal justice systems. We rely on
correctional facilities to do just that,
correct the errant behavior of certain
members of our society. But prisons
and jails are more than just buildings.
They are made up of correctional offi-
cers and other personnel who are high-
ly trained to work in a challenging and
often dangerous environment.

I worked for many years as a psy-
chologist at a maximum security pris-
on in Ohio, and the respect | gained for
my coworkers during that time is enor-
mous. First and foremost, correctional
officers are public servants. The offi-
cers with whom | have had the honor of
being acquainted give back to their
communities in countless ways.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that the
House of Representatives is joining to-
gether to honor these men and women
who work for our government at the
Federal, State, and local levels.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. GREEN).

Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, | thank the gentleman for yielding
me time. | would like to associate my-
self with the remarks just made by my
colleague from the other side.

Mr. Speaker, correctional facilities
obviously play a fundamental role in
our justice system. As the gentleman
said, they are much more than build-
ings. Without correctional officers,
those buildings would be of little value.

The people that we are talking about
are dedicated and hard-working profes-
sionals. They ensure the safety and the
secure operation of our justice system
every single day. It goes without say-
ing that they have a difficult and very
often dangerous job. They work in the
most challenging of environments.
They work with people who are already
proven to have little regard for others,
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for their property, for their safety, for
their security. So it is a challenging
venue.

We do not think very much about
what takes place in correctional facili-
ties, and perhaps that is the greatest
testimony that we can possibly make
on behalf of our correctional officers.
We do not think often about those fa-
cilities, because we do not have to.
They do such a great job, they are so
dedicated to the smooth operation of
the system, they take on for us what is
a difficult and challenging function.

Mr. Speaker, it is important that we
honor them. They are true public serv-
ants. They deserve our support. They
deserve all the honor and respect that
we give them. So with that, I am
pleased to join in supporting this reso-
lution.

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as | may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank
the gentleman from Ohio and the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin for sponsoring
this resolution, and | urge Members to
support it.

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

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, | yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the resolu-
tion, H. Res. 180.

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

A motion to reconsider was
the table.

laid on

———

RUNAWAY, HOMELESS, AND MISS-
ING CHILDREN PROTECTION ACT

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, | move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1925) to reauthorize programs
under the Runaway and Homeless
Youth Act and the Missing Children’s
Assistance Act, and for other purposes,
as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1925

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 ‘“Runaway,
Homeless, and Missing Children Protection
Act”.

TITLE I—AMENDMENTS TO RUNAWAY AND
HOMELESS YOUTH ACT
SEC. 101. AMENDMENT TO FINDINGS.

Section 302 of the Runaway and Homeless
Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5701) is amended to read
as follows:

“SEC. 302. FINDINGS.

“The Congress finds that—

‘(1) youth who have become homeless or
who leave and remain away from home with-
out parental permission, are at risk of devel-
oping, and have a disproportionate share of,
serious health, behavioral, and emotional
problems because they lack sufficient re-
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sources to obtain care and may live on the
street for extended periods thereby endan-
gering themselves and creating a substantial
law enforcement problem for communities in
which they congregate;

““(2) many such young people, because of
their age and situation, are urgently in need
of temporary shelter and services, including
services that are linguistically appropriate
and acknowledge the environment of youth
seeking these services;

““(3) in view of the interstate nature of the
problem, it is the responsibility of the Fed-
eral Government to develop an accurate na-
tional reporting system to report the prob-
lem, and to assist in the development of an
effective system of care (including preven-
tive and aftercare services, emergency shel-
ter services, extended residential shelter,
and street outreach services) outside the
welfare system and the law enforcement sys-
tem;

‘“(4) to make a successful transition to
adulthood, runaway youth, homeless youth,
and other street youth need opportunities to
complete high school or earn a general
equivalency degree, learn job skills, and ob-
tain employment; and

*“(5) improved coordination and collabora-
tion between the Federal programs that
serve runaway and homeless youth are nec-
essary for the development of a long-term
strategy for responding to the needs of this
population.”.

SEC. 102. GRANT PROGRAM CONFORMING
AMENDMENT.

The heading for part A of the Runaway and
Homeless Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5711 et seq.) is
amended by striking ‘““RUNAWAY AND HOME-
LESS YOUTH”’ and inserting ‘‘BASIC CENTER”.
SEC. 103. GRANTS FOR SERVICES PROVIDED.

Section 311(a)(2)(C) of the Runaway and
Homeless Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5711(a)(2)(C))
is amended—

(1) in clause (ii) by striking “‘and”’;

(2) in clause (iii) by striking the period and
inserting *‘; and”’; and

(3) after clause (iii) by inserting the fol-
lowing:

““(iv) at the request of runaway and home-
less youth, testing for sexually transmitted
diseases.”.

SEC. 104. REPEAL OF OBSOLETE PROVISION RE-
LATING TO CERTAIN ALLOTMENTS.

Section 311(b) the Runaway and Homeless
Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5711(b)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘““Subject
to paragraph (3), the’” and inserting ““The’’;

(2) by striking paragraph (3); and

(3) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-
graph (3).

SEC. 105. ELIGIBILITY PROVISION.

Section 312(a) of the Runaway and Home-
less Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5712(a)) is amended
by striking “‘juveniles’ each place it appears
and inserting “‘youth”.

SEC. 106. RECOGNITION OF STATE LAW RELAT-
ING TO CAPACITY LIMITATION ON
ELIGIBLE RUNAWAY AND HOMELESS
YOUTH CENTERS.

Section 312(b)(2)(A) of the Runaway and
Homeless Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5712(b)(2)(A))
is amended by inserting after ‘“‘youth” the
following: *‘, except where the applicant
assures that the State where the center or
locally controlled facility is located has a
State or local law or regulation that requires
a higher maximum to comply with licensure
requirements for child and youth serving fa-
cilities”.

SEC. 107. MATERNITY GROUP HOMES.

(a) ELiGIBILITY.—Section 322(a)(1) of the
Runaway and Homeless Youth Act (42 U.S.C.
5714-2(a)(1)) is amended—

(1) by inserting after ‘“‘group homes,” the
following: “including maternity group
homes,”’; and
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(2) by inserting after ‘“‘use of credit,” the

following: “‘parenting skills (as appro-
priate),”.

(b) DEFINITION.—Section 322 of the Run-
away and Homeless Youth Act (42 U.S.C.
5714-2) is amended by adding at the end the
following new subsection:

““(c) DEFINITION.—In this part, the term
‘maternity group home’ means a commu-
nity-based, adult-supervised transitional liv-
ing arrangement that provides pregnant or
parenting youth and their children with a
supportive and supervised living arrange-
ment in which such pregnant or parenting
youth are required to learn parenting skills,
including child development, family budg-
eting, health and nutrition, and other skills
to promote their long-term economic inde-
pendence in order to ensure the well-being of
their children.”.

SEC. 108. LIMITED EXTENSION OF 540-DAY SHEL-
TER ELIGIBILITY PERIOD.

Section 322(a)(2) of the Runaway and
Homeless Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5714-2(a)(2)) is
amended by inserting after ‘‘days’ the fol-
lowing: *‘, except that a youth in a program
under this part who is under the age of 18
years on the last day of the 540-day period
may, if otherwise qualified for the program,
remain in the program until the earlier of
the youth’s 18th birthday or the 180th day
after the end of the 540-day period”.

SEC. 109. PART A PLAN COORDINATION ASSUR-
ANCES.

Section 312(b)(4)(B) of the Runaway and
Homeless Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5712(b)(4)(B))
is amended by striking ‘“‘personnel’’ and all
that follows through the semicolon and in-
serting ‘“McKinney-Vento school district li-

aisons, designated under section
722(9)(1)(J)(ii) of the McKinney-Vento Home-
less Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11432

(9)(1)(J)(ii)), to assure that runaway and

homeless youth are provided information

about the educational services available to

such youth under subtitle B of title VII of

that Act;”".

SEC. 110. PART B PLAN COORDINATION AGREE-
MENT.

Section 322(a) of the Runaway and Home-
less Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5714-2(a)) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking ““and” after the semicolon
at the end of paragraph (13);

(2) by striking the period at the end of
paragraph (14) and inserting *‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘“(15) to coordinate services with McKin-
ney-Vento school district liaisons, des-
ignated under section 722(g)(1)(J)(ii) of the
McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act
(42 U.S.C. 11432(g)(1)(J)(ii)), to assure that
runaway and homeless youth are provided
information about the educational services
available to such youth under subtitle B of
title VII of that Act.”.

SEC. 111. PART B PLAN DEVELOPMENT.

Section 322(a)(7) of the Runaway and
Homeless Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5714-2(a)(7)) is
amended to read as follows:

““(7) to develop an adequate plan to ensure
proper referral of homeless youth to social
service, law enforcement, educational (in-
cluding post-secondary education), voca-
tional, training (including services and pro-
grams for youth available under the Work-
force Investment Act of 1998), welfare (in-
cluding programs under the Personal Re-
sponsibility and Work Opportunity Rec-
onciliation Act of 1996), legal service, and
health care programs and to help integrate
and coordinate such services for youths;”.
SEC. 112. COORDINATION OF PROGRAMS.

Section 341 of the Runaway and Homeless
Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5714-21) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“‘and”
after the semicolon at the end;
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(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period
at the end and inserting “‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

““(3) shall consult, as appropriate, the Sec-
retary of Housing and Urban Development to
ensure coordination of programs and services
for homeless youth.”.

SEC. 113. CLARIFICATION OF GRANT AUTHORITY.

Section 343(a) of the Runaway and Home-
less Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5714-23(a)) is
amended by inserting after ‘‘service
projects” the following: ‘‘regarding activi-
ties under this title”.

SEC. 114. TECHNICAL AMENDMENT RELATING TO
DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS.

The section heading of section 344 of the
Runaway and Homeless Youth Act (42 U.S.C.
5714-24) is amended by striking “TEM-
PORARY”’.

SEC. 115. REPEAL OF OBSOLETE PROVISION RE-
LATING TO STUDY.

The Runaway and Homeless Youth Act (42
U.S.C. 5701 et seq.) is amended by striking
section 345 (42 U.S.C. 5714-25).

SEC. 116. AGE LIMIT FOR HOMELESS YOUTH.

Section 387(3)(A)(i) of the Runaway and
Homeless Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5732a(3)(A)(i))
is amended by inserting after “‘of age’ the
following: *, or, in the case of a youth seek-
ing shelter in a center under part A, not
more than 18 years of age”’.

SEC. 117. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) OTHER THAN PART E.—Section 388(a)(1)
of the Runaway and Homeless Youth Act (42
U.S.C. 5751(a)(1)) is amended by striking
“‘such sums as may be necessary for fiscal
years 2000, 2001, 2002, and 2003”’ and inserting
“$105,000,000 for fiscal year 2004, and such
sums as may be necessary for fiscal years
2005, 2006, 2007, and 2008’".

(b) PART E.—Section 388(a)(4) of the Run-
away and Homeless Youth Act (42 U.S.C.
5751(a)(4)) is amended by striking ‘‘2000, 2001,
2002, and 2003’ and inserting ‘2004, 2005, 2006,
2007, and 2008™".

(c) PART B ALLOCATION.—Section
388(a)(2)(B) of the Runaway and Homeless
Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5751(a)(2)(B)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘“‘not less than 20 percent, and
not more than 30 percent’” and inserting ‘45
percent and, in those fiscal years in which
continuation grant obligations and the qual-
ity and number of applicants for parts A and
B warrant not more than 55 percent’.

SEC. 118. REPORT ON PROMISING STRATEGIES
TO END YOUTH HOMELESSNESS.

Not later than 2 years after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
Health and Human Services, in consultation
with the United States Interagency Council
on Homelessness, shall submit to the Con-
gress a report on promising strategies to end
youth homelessness.

SEC. 119. STUDY OF HOUSING SERVICES AND
STRATEGIES.

The Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices shall conduct a study of programs fund-
ed under part B of the Runaway and Home-
less Youth Act (42 U.S.C. 5714-1 et seq.) to re-
port on long-term housing outcomes for
youth after exiting the program. The study
of any such program should provide informa-
tion on housing services available to youth
upon exiting the program, including assist-
ance in locating and retaining permanent
housing and referrals to other residential
programs. In addition, the study should iden-
tify housing models and placement strate-
gies that prevent future episodes of home-
lessness.

SEC. 120. RESTRICTION ON USE OF FUNDS.

The Runaway and Homeless Youth Act (42
U.S.C. 5701 et seq.) is amended by adding at
the end the following new section:

“SEC. 389. RESTRICTION ON USE OF FUNDS.

““(a) IN GENERAL.—None of the funds con-

tained in this title may be used for any pro-
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gram of distributing sterile needles or sy-
ringes for the hypodermic injection of any il-
legal drug.

“(b) SEPARATE ACCOUNTING.—ANy indi-
vidual or entity who receives any funds con-
tained in this title and who carries out any
program described in subsection (a) shall ac-
count for all funds used for such program
separately from any funds contained in this
title.”.

TITLE II—AMENDMENTS TO MISSING
CHILDREN'’S ASSISTANCE ACT
SEC. 201. AMENDMENT TO FINDINGS.

Section 402 of the Missing Children’s As-
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5771) is amended to
read as follows:

“SEC. 402. FINDINGS.

“The Congress finds that—

‘“(1) each year thousands of children are
abducted or removed from the control of a
parent having legal custody without such
parent’s consent, under circumstances which
immediately place the child in grave danger;

“(2) many missing children are at great
risk of both physical harm and sexual exploi-
tation;

“(3) in many cases, parents and local law
enforcement officials have neither the re-
sources nor the expertise to mount expanded
search efforts;

‘“(4) abducted children are frequently
moved from one locality to another, requir-
ing the cooperation and coordination of
local, State, and Federal law enforcement ef-
forts;

‘“(5) the National Center for Missing and
Exploited Children—

““(A) serves as the national resource center
and clearinghouse;

““(B) works in partnership with the Depart-
ment of Justice, the Federal Bureau of Inves-
tigation, the Department of the Treasury,
the Department of State, and many other
agencies in the effort to find missing chil-
dren and prevent child victimization; and

““(C) operates a national and increasingly
worldwide network, linking the Center on-
line with each of the missing children clear-
inghouses operated by the 50 States, the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and Puerto Rico, as well
as with Scotland Yard in the United King-
dom, the Royal Canadian Mounted Police,
INTERPOL headquarters in Lyon, France,
and others, which enable the Center to trans-
mit images and information regarding miss-
ing children to law enforcement across the
United States and around the world in-
stantly.”.

SEC. 202. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(&) ANNUAL GRANT TO NATIONAL CENTER
FOR MISSING AND EXPLOITED CHILDREN.—Sec-
tion 404(b)(2) of the Missing Children’s As-
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5773(b)(2)) is amended
by striking ‘2005’ and inserting ‘“2008’".

(b) IN GENERAL.—Section 408(a) of the Miss-
ing Children’s Assistance Act (42 U.S.C.
5777(a)) is amended by striking ‘“2005.”” and
inserting ““2008"’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, | 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.R. 1925, as amended.

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

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, let me start by thank-
ing my colleagues on the Committee on
Education and the Workforce for their
diligence in getting us to the floor
today. Specifically, | want to commend
the gentleman from Ohio (Chairman
BOEHNER), the ranking member, the
gentleman from California  (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER), as well as the sub-
committee chairman, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA), and the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA).

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of H.R.
1925, the Runaway, Homeless, and Miss-
ing Children Protection Act, which
provides for the reauthorization of
both the Runaway and Homeless Youth
Act and the Missing Children’s Assist-
ance Act. This legislation strengthens
and funds the programs and services
authorized under these acts in order to
address the needs of these children who
need our help and protection.

The purpose of both acts remains rel-
atively unchanged. However, we do aim
to strengthen these programs that
serve these at-risk children and youth.
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H.R. 1925 continues to fund the Basic
Center Program, the Transitional Liv-
ing Program, and the Street Outreach
Program to meet the needs of runaway,
homeless and street youth. Grants are
awarded to local public and private or-
ganizations to establish and operate
these community-based shelters that
are not part of the law enforcement, ju-
venile justice, child welfare, or mental
health systems.

This legislation also seeks to im-
prove Federal coordination to ensure a

collaboration between the United
States Departments of Health and
Human Services, Education, Labor,

Housing and Urban Development, and
Justice in providing programs and
services targeting runaway and home-
less youth.

H.R. 1925 increases Federal support
for these at-risk youth by authorizing
the Runaway and Homeless Youth pro-
grams at $105 million for fiscal year
2004 and at “‘such sums”’ for fiscal years
2005 through 2008.

Additionally, H.R. 1925 continues to
provide Federal support for the Na-
tional Center for Missing and Exploited
Children to enhance efforts to locate
and recover missing children and help
prevent abductions and sexual exploi-
tation.

This bill increases the authorization
level of the National Center for Missing
and Exploited Children from $10 mil-
lion to $20 million for each of the fiscal
years 2004 through 2008, mirroring the
PROTECT Act, and extends the author-
ization of the remaining activities
under the act as ‘‘such sums” for fiscal
years 2004 through 2008.

As the Nation’s resource center and
clearinghouse for information on miss-
ing and exploited children, the Center
provides assistance to families and law
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enforcement agencies in locating and
recovering missing and exploited chil-
dren, both nationally and internation-
ally.

The Center acts to coordinate public
and private programs that locate, re-
cover, or unite missing children with
their families; and it nationally dis-
seminates information relating to in-
novative and model programs, services,
and legislation that benefit missing
and exploited children.

Mr. Speaker, it is important that we
continue to support the National Cen-
ter for Missing and Exploited Children;
and | am pleased that H.R. 1925 accom-
plishes that goal.

H.R. 1925 does make several modifica-
tions to current law to streamline and
strengthen the Federal support for the
programs and activities that serve this
very vulnerable segment of our coun-
try’s youth population. The improve-
ments made in this legislation will re-
sult in better services for at-risk
youth. In fact, these improvements will
benefit the Advocates for Bartow’s
Children, a basic center that is located
in the Eleventh Congressional District
of Georgia in Bartow County, my dis-
trict.

Additionally, the work of the Na-
tional Center for Missing and Exploited
Children will continue to be supported,
as they have played a role in many of
the 1,074 cases of recovering of missing
children in my home State of Georgia.

The Runaway, Homeless and Missing
Children Protection Act makes small
changes to these programs for at-risk
youth. | would like to say that, al-
though we are making some changes,
these programs are already working
well and efficiently. These are valuable
programs that make a big difference in
the lives of the children, youth, and
families that rely on them. This bill
enjoys support from both sides of the
aisle, and the effort to pass this legisla-
tion has been truly bipartisan.

Mr. Speaker, this is much-needed leg-
islation; and | would urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 1925.

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

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support
of H.R. 1925, the Runaway, Homeless,
and Missing Children Protection Act. |
am pleased to be an original cosponsor
of this important and much-needed leg-
islation which reauthorizes the Federal
programs that protect and assist the
most vulnerable young people in our
society.

This legislation enjoys broad bipar-
tisan support. | would like to thank
the committee chairman, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), the
chairman of the Subcommittee on Se-
lect Education, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA), and my col-
league, the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. GINGREY), the sponsor of H.R. 1925,
for working diligently with us to en-
sure that this important legislation
could move expeditiously through the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

process and remain something we can
all support.

We would never get anything through
the legislative process without dedi-
cated, professional staff work; and this
bill is no exception. | would like to also
commend our committee staff, Denise
Forte and Ricardo Martinez, as well as
the staff for the majority, Whitney
Rhoades, Krisann Pierce, and Rebecca
Jones for their excellent work.

The programs funded under this act
reflect what brings us together as a so-
ciety. In the face of crisis, Americans
want to lend a helping hand. That is
what these programs do, they provide
emergency shelter and services to
young people in crisis, helping them
get on a path to healthy, independent
lives, and hopefully reuniting them
with their families.

The programs funded under this act,
Basic Centers, Transitional Living Pro-
grams, and Street Outreach Programs,
are desperately needed in communities
across the country. We have excellent
programs operating in my own home
State of Texas. During our sub-
committee hearing, we learned of the
tremendous work being done by the
Washington, D.C., Latin American
Youth Center through these programs.

We heard from a young man who was
once homeless. Through these pro-
grams, he is now on the path to inde-
pendence and possibly a college degree.
I asked him how the program earned
his trust so he was willing to leave the
streets and take another life path. His
answer was simple: They gave him a
place to stay immediately.

I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation so that other young people
in need will have a place to stay, a
place that will put them on a path to a
better life.

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

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. OSBORNE).

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

I rise to support the Homeless and
Runaway Youth Act, H.R. 1925. 1 would
like to thank the gentleman from Ohio
(Chairman BOEHNER) and the sub-
committee chairman, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA), for
their work on this committee.

The number of young people in our
country who are currently homeless is
truly alarming. Most of these young
people are without any parental sup-
port. Many are simply fleeing abusive
and dangerous situations. So it is crit-
ical that we provide these young people
a safe haven, a place where they can
have food and shelter.

But certainly young people need
more than this. They need the help and
the care of an adult. They need a rela-
tionship. | think that is important. |
think whether a child is homeless be-
cause he simply has no parents or is
fleeing an abusive situation, they all
share one thing; that is that there is no
adult in their life that they can really
count on.
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In my previous profession, 36 years of
coaching, | dealt with a great many
young people in situations like this
where they had absolutely no support.
I saw firsthand the difference a coach,
a teacher, a mentor could make in the
life of a young person.

This is one reason why | would like
to, in conjunction with discussing this
particular bill, mention the impor-
tance of an initiative that the Presi-
dent has recently promoted, which is
to make a rather concerted effort in
this country to promote mentoring. A
mentor will reduce absenteeism from
school by 50 percent, reduce teenage
pregnancy, reduce drug and alcohol
abuse and violent behavior.

Currently, we have 18 million young
people in the country who need a men-
tor, so along with this bill 1 think a
mentoring initiative is critical. | cer-
tainly support this bill and would like
to thank again the chairman and the
subcommittee chairman, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA),
for their work.

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, it gives
me great pleasure to yield 4 minutes to
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. VAN
HoOLLEN) of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today in strong support of H.R.
1925, the Runaway, Homeless, and Miss-
ing Children Protection Act.

As a member of the Committee on
Education and the Workforce, | would
like to begin by commending the sub-
committee chairman, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA), our
ranking member, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA), and the bill’s au-
thor, the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
GINGREY), for their leadership in fash-
ioning a sensible bipartisan consensus
in this very important area of public
policy.

Our Nation’s most vulnerable youth
needed us to set aside our differences
and come together and step up to the
challenge of getting them the help they
need and deserve. | think in this bill we
have done that.

Mr. Speaker, compared to the size of
some of the other reauthorization bills
that have come out of the Committee
on Education and the Workforce, some
may say this is a small bill. But I
think we should make no mistake
about it. This bill will be a big deal to
the youth and the thousands of home-
less and runaway children who, by vir-
tue of our actions today, will have a
better opportunity to reclaim their
lives with the Federal support this bill
provides. It will help throw many
youth whose lives are sinking that life
jacket they so desperately need.

For the first time, this legislation in-
cludes the specific authorization for
Federal programs designed to help run-
away and homeless youth, $105 million
for fiscal year 2004, which represents a
19 percent increase for the worthy out-
reach, screening, counseling, referral,
shelter services, and other services
funded under the act.
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It includes maternity group homes to
support teen mothers’ care for their
young children as they begin their
walk down the road to financial inde-
pendence.

It sets the age of eligibility for need-
ed services at 18, so vulnerable teens
are not summarily kicked out of pro-
grams helping them turn their lives
around after an arbitrary period of
time.

It sensibly ensures that services for
homeless and runaway youth are well
coordinated with other Federal pro-
grams, like the McKinney-Vento Act,
the Work Force Investment Act, and
Temporary Assistance to Needy Fami-
lies.

It also reauthorizes the National
Center for Missing and Exploited Chil-
dren, which has proven itself an invalu-
able tool to law enforcement since its
creation nearly two decades ago.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, | want to
thank the substantial bipartisan ma-
jority that turned back what | believe
was an ideologically-driven attempt in
committee to handcuff public health
officials in efforts to ensure the repro-
ductive health of the youth we are try-
ing to reach with this legislation. Our
unity across the aisle on this com-
mittee was a triumph for good science
and common sense.

Mr. Speaker, | believe this is a very
worthy piece of legislation and a good
response to a critical public policy
need. Again, | want to commend the
leadership of the committee leaders on
both sides of the aisle and again, the
author of the bill, the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. GINGREY).

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, | yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. HOEKSTRA), the honorable
chairman of the Subcommittee on Se-
lect Education.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, |
thank the gentleman from Georgia for
yielding time to me. | congratulate
him on moving this bill forward. Also,
thanks to the ranking member of the
subcommittee, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. HINoJOSA), with whom once
again we have demonstrated that we
have been able to work in a bipartisan
way and move an important bill out of
the subcommittee.

I rise in support of H.R. 1925, the
Runaway, Homeless, and Missing Chil-
dren Protection Act. This authorizes
Federal assistance for programs that
serve runaway and homeless youth and
missing and exploited children.

H.R. 1925 contains the reauthoriza-
tion of both the Runaway and Home-
less Youth Act and the Missing Chil-
dren’s Assistance Act. This legislation
strengthens the programs and services
authorized under these acts in order to
better address the needs of at-risk
youth.

H.R. 1925 makes several modifica-
tions to current law to streamline and
strengthen the Federal support for the
programs and activities that serve this
very vulnerable segment of our coun-
try’s youth population. We have

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

worked to protect runaway and home-
less youth by keeping them off the
streets, away from criminal activities,
and out of desperate circumstances.

Additionally, we continue to support
the Center in its efforts to locate and
recover missing children and help pre-
vent child abductions and sexual ex-
ploitation.

More specifically, H.R. 1925 defines
the term ‘‘group homes’ in the transi-
tional living program to include mater-
nity group homes, which are defined as
community-based adult-supervised
transitional living arrangements that
provide pregnant or parenting youth
and their children with supportive and
supervised living arrangements in
which the pregnant or parenting youth
are required to learn parenting and
other skills to promote their long-term
economic independence and self-suffi-
ciency in order to ensure the well-being
of their children.

This provision affords pregnant and
parenting runaway and homeless youth
access to transitional living opportuni-
ties, an alternative to the environ-
ments of violence and despair that
many young pregnant and parenting
mothers face.

H.R. 1925 also adjusts the percentage
allocations split between the Basic
Center Program and the Transitional
Living Program to address the in-
creased need for transitional services
that will enable more communities to
serve the long-term needs of runaway
and homeless youth.

A young man who was participating
in the Transitional Living Program in
the D.C. area told the members of the
Subcommittee on Select Education
during a recent hearing that when the
Transitional Living Program that he is
participating in ends, he is confident
that he will be ready to make the tran-
sition to self-sufficient adulthood. The
Transitional Living Program has been
the bridge that he needs to safely begin
this journey. It is important that this
journey to self-sufficiency be available
to more homeless youth.
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H.R. 1925 enjoys bipartisan support
and the staff and Members on both
sides of the aisle have worked dili-
gently throughout the process. We
have also worked with the administra-
tion and sought the input of outside
groups and programs in the field in
crafting the legislation before us
today.

I think that everyone involved in
this process recognizes that these pro-
grams and services are vitally impor-
tant to the at-risk population they
serve. The Runaway, Homeless and
Missing Children Protection Act makes
minor changes to these programs for
at-risk youth and children, programs
which are already operating effi-
ciently. This legislation includes provi-
sions worked out by Members on both
sides of the aisle and reauthorizes pro-
grams that should be supported by the
Congress.
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I would like to thank the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY), the rank-
ing member of the subcommittee, the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER),
the chairman of the committee, for the
work in passing this legislation and
getting it to the floor today.

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, | yield
4 minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from the State of Illinois (Mr.
DAvVIS).

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today in support of H.R. 1925, the
Runaway, Homeless and Missing Chil-
dren’s Protection Act. | would like to
commend the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BOEHNER); the ranking member,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER); Select Education sub-
committee chairman, the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. HOEKSTRA); and Se-
lect Education subcommittee ranking
member, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HiNnoJosA), for working together
to produce a great piece of legislation.
I also want to commend the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) for his in-
troduction of this legislation which
reaches out to one of America’s young-
est hard-to-serve populations.

According to the second ‘‘National
Incidence Studies of Missing, Ab-
ducted, Runaway and Throwaway Chil-
dren’’ released in October of 2002, it is
estimated that there are approxi-
mately 80,000 children reported missing
each year, which is 2,000 children each
day.

The Illinois Coalition to End Home-
lessness estimates that of the 150,000
that are homeless in Illinois, approxi-
mately 12,000 are unaccompanied teen-
agers. This resolution reaches out to
our young people who are in need and
who are in some of the most desperate
situations. Unfortunately, we cannot
make street life disappear or even
make it reach a level of utopia or have
the sense of morality that we would
seek, but we can ensure that there are
services made available to help ease
the stress and fear of not having the se-
curity of a home or family.

I am pleased to support this resolu-
tion because it will provide grants to
support emergency centers, long-term
residential supports, and street-based
outreach and education to those indi-
viduals that have been victims of sex-
ual abuse or are sexually active. The 19
percent increase over fiscal year 2003,
bringing the funding total to $105 mil-
lion, is very promising. And | believe
that as a result of it we will save many
young lives from violence, disease, and
death. By reaching out to help these
young people turn their lives around,
we are really helping our Nation de-
crease the number of teens that will re-
sort to violence, drugs, and sex for sur-
vival.

| believe that this is a seriously im-
portant piece of legislation. And, once
again, | want to thank the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) for his un-
derstanding and sensitivity in intro-
ducing it. I commend the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER); the ranking
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member, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER); and the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. HOEK-
STRA) and the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HiNoJOSA) for their leadership on
bringing this to us today.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, today we are
considering H.R. 1925, the Runaway, Home-
less, and Missing Children Protection Act,
which authorizes Federal assistance for pro-
grams that serve and protect runaway and
homeless youth and missing and exploited
children.

H.R. 1925 contains the reauthorization of
both the Runaway and Homeless Youth Act
and the Missing Children’s Assistance Act.
This legislation strengthens these programs in
order to address the unique needs of these at-
risk youth. With this bill, we will ensure the
protection of runaway and homeless youth,
keeping them off the streets and away from
dangerous circumstances by providing both
emergency shelter programs and long-term
supportive assistance. Additionally, we con-
tinue to support the National Center for Miss-
ing and Exploited Children and its efforts to lo-
cate and recover missing children and help
prevent child abductions and sexual exploi-
tation.

H.R. 1925 reauthorizes the Runaway and
Homeless Youth Act (RHYA), and will con-
tinue to fund the Basic Center Program, the
Transitional Living Program, and the Street
Outreach Program. Grants are used to de-
velop or strengthen community-based pro-
grams that are not part of the law enforce-
ment, juvenile justice, and child welfare sys-
tem. The Act has been successful in meeting
the needs of runaway and homeless youth
and in reuniting these youth with their families.
There are, however, some specific improve-
ments in H.R. 1925, including adjusting the
funding allocation between the Basic Center
Program and the Transitional Living Program
to address the increased need for transitional
services and enable more communities to
serve the long-term needs of runaway and
homeless youth. This legislation also clarifies
that group homes in the Transitional Living
Program may provide parenting youth and
their children with a supportive and supervised
living arrangement in which the pregnant or
parenting youth learn parenting and other
skills to promote their long-term economic
independence and self-sufficiency in order to
ensure the well-being of their children.

The Runaway, Homeless, and Missing Chil-
dren Protection Act also addresses the needs
of missing, abducted, and sexually exploited
children by reauthorizing the Missing Chil-
dren’s Assistance Act. This legislation in-
creases the authorization level of the National
Center for Missing and Exploited Children
from $10 million to $20 million for each of the
fiscal years 2004 through 2008, extending the
authorization that was begun in the PROTECT
Act, and extends the authorization of the re-
maining activities under the Act through 2008.

| would like to thank Congressman GINGREY
for his leadership as the sponsor of this bill,
Subcommittee Chairman HOEKSTRA for his
guidance on this bill, as well as Mr. MILLER
and Mr. HINoJOsA for working with us in a bi-
partisan manner from the very beginning of
the process.

This legislation includes provisions worked
out by Members on both sides of the aisle,
and reauthorizes programs that should be
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supported by the Congress. | would urge my
colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of
H.R. 1925, the Runaway, Homeless, and
Missing Children Protection Act. For a pro-
gram that is only funded at 90 million dollars
it has had a large impact.

The Runaway and Homeless Youth Act
(RHYA) programs provide funds to commu-
nity-based, faith-based and public organiza-
tions to develop and expand comprehensive,
cost-efficient, and effective management, shel-
ter, housing and supports for youth in high-risk
situations and their families. | am pleased this
bill was completed in a bipartisan manner and
will not prevent shelters from distributing con-
traception.

There continues to be a need for stable,
residential environments that provide life skills
supports for youth who are unable to live safe-
ly with their families, due to situations of child
abuse, neglect, and parental substance abuse.

The current competitive grant mechanism
for distributing RHYA funds to community-
based, faith-based and public organizations is
fundamentally sound and entirely appropriate
given the relatively small size of the federal
RHYA budget. Most state and local govern-
ments do not have the capacity at this time,
given their budgetary problems, to absorb the
burden of administering RHYA programs.

Congress established RHYA programs as
low-cost, prevention and early intervention ori-
ented program alternatives to State custodial
child welfare, law enforcement, juvenile justice
and mental health systems. The complimen-
tary relationship between runaway and home-
less youth serving programs and these various
systems would be severely damaged if RHYA
programs would be consolidated into any one
of them.

The child welfare system in New Jersey is
in crisis. Many youths slip through the cracks
of the child welfare, juvenile justice and mental
health systems. RHYA programs help provide
supportive services, i.e., crisis intervention,
counseling, housing, safety from the streets
and other basic needs such as food, shelter
and clothing.

RHYA funds help programs leverage state,
local and private funding. Somerset Home,
which serves some of my constituents, has a
Transitional Living Program, a Basic Center
Program and a Street Outreach Program. Fed-
eral funds represent $450,000 of their $2.5
million budget. The rest of the funding comes
from state and local government with private
funding from individuals, corporations, cor-
porations and civic-minded groups comprising
nearly $400,000 of the operating budget.

Somerset Home’s Outreach Program en-
sures rapid engagement with young people on
the street in an effort to prevent physical and
sexual assault, commercial sexual exploitation,
disease, long term homelessness, and death.

The Basic Center Program provides funds
for emergency shelters for young people un-
able to live safely with their families and serv-
ices while conducting efforts to reunite youth
with their families or arrange for their place-
ment in alternative supervised settings.

The Transitional Living Program provides
transitional housing and life skill supports to
older homeless youth.

Somerset Home facilitates health promotion,
pregnancy prevention, academic achievement,
employment, reduction in sexual exploitation,
and other positive factors for youth in high-risk
situations.
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These services provide a vital safety net
that protects youth from further victimization
and exploitation. These youth run to the street
and find their way to RHYA funded programs
due to circumstances in the one such as sex-
ual abuse, physical abuse, substance abuse
and other forms of domestic violence. These
youths are victims of the unthinkable actions
of parents or guardians, entrusted with their
care that has violated this trust. Together we
can help these youth through the difficult tran-
sition from a difficult adolescence to a produc-
tive and maybe even happy adulthood.

Mr. Speaker, the nation's runaway and
homeless need this program and | ask my col-
leagues to support this bill.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. GINGREY) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1925, as
amended.

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. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, on that
| 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.

———

COMMENDING THE UNIVERSITY OF
MINNESOTA GOLDEN GOPHERS
FOR WINNING THE 2003 NA-
TIONAL COLLEGIATE ATHLETIC
ASSOCIATION DIVISION 1 MEN’S
ICE HOCKEY CHAMPIONSHIP

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 217) commending the
University of Minnesota Golden Go-
phers for Winning the 2003 National
Collegiate Athletic Association Divi-
sion | Men’s Ice Hockey Championship.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. REs. 217

Whereas on Saturday, April 12, 2003, the de-
fending NCAA Division | Men’s Ice Hockey
champions, the University of Minnesota
Golden Gophers, won the National Cham-
pionship for the second straight year;

Whereas the University of Minnesota de-
feated the University of New Hampshire in
the championship game by the score of 5-1,
having defeated the University of Michigan
3-2 in overtime in the semifinals;

Whereas the Golden Gophers reached the
56th Annual Frozen Four by defeating
Mercyhurst College 9-2 and Ferris State Uni-
versity 7-4;

Whereas the University of Minnesota re-
ceived an automatic bid to the 2003 NCAA
Division | Men’s Ice Hockey National Cham-
pionship Tournament by defeating Colorado
College 4-2 in the Western Collegiate Hockey
Association Tournament championship
game;

Whereas the Golden Gophers became the
first repeat NCAA Men’s Ice Hockey cham-
pions in 31 years;
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Whereas the University of Minnesota won
their fifth NCAA Men’s Ice Hockey title;

Whereas the team displayed academic ex-
cellence by maintaining an average grade
point average above the university-wide av-
erage; and

Whereas all the team’s players showed
dedication throughout the season toward the
goal of winning the National Championship:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives—

(1) commends the University of Minnesota
Golden Gophers for winning the 2003 NCAA
Division | Men’s Ice Hockey Championship;

(2) recognizes the achievements of all the
team’s players, coaches, and support staff,
and invites them to the United States Cap-
itol Building to be honored;

(3) requests that the President recognize
the team’s accomplishment, and invite them
to the White House for a ceremony in their
honor; and

(4) directs the Clerk of the House of Rep-
resentatives to make available enrolled cop-
ies of this resolution to the University of
Minnesota for appropriate display, and to
transmit an enrolled copy of this resolution
to each coach and member of the 2003 NCAA
Division | Men’s Ice Hockey Championship
team.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. KLINE) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. KLINE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, | ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on H.
Res. 217.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of
House Resolution 217. | thank my col-
league, the gentleman from Minnesota
(Mr. SABO), for bringing this resolution
forward.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution recog-
nizes the achievement of the Univer-
sity of Minnesota men’s hockey team,
the Golden Gophers, for their NCAA
Division | championship. The Gophers
are the first team in 31 years to win
back-to-back championships. With this
fifth NCAA title, they are tied for third
place in all-time championship vic-
tories.

This national championship team is
to be commended not only for its ath-
letic success but also and perhaps more
importantly for their academic record.
In addition to their achievements on
the ice, the Minnesota men’s hockey
team was able to maintain a higher
grade point average than the overall
student body. This is a testament to
the dedication of the team, the leader-
ship of Coach Don Lucia, and the sup-
port of family and friends. It is clear
this team has a winning spirit and a
commitment to excellence.

| extend my congratulations to each
of the hardworking players of the Min-
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nesota Golden Gophers men’s hockey
team, to Coach Lucia and to the Uni-
versity of Minnesota.

I am happy to join any colleagues in
honoring the accomplishments of this
team and wish them continued success.
I ask my colleagues to support this res-
olution.

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

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support
of H.R. 217, congratulating the Univer-
sity of Minnesota for winning the
NCAA Division | ice hockey champion-
ship. Last month the Golden Gophers
captured the national championship for
the second straight year. College fans,
students, athletes, and the general pub-
lic were treated to an exciting hockey
season and championship tournament.
I want to extend my hearty congratu-
lations to Minnesota’s head coach and
their student athletes for a job well
done.

Also, Mr. Speaker, I wanted to ex-
tend my congratulations to the Univer-
sity of New Hampshire and their stu-
dent athletes for a great season.

Winning a championship has brought
national acclaim to the University of
Minnesota. | hope that the Minnesota
fans and the University community
treasures this moment for many years
to come.

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

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, | have no
further speakers, and | reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker,
much time do | have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) has
19 minutes remaining.

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, | yield
5 minutes to the respectable gentleman
from Minnesota (Mr. SABO).

Mr. SABO. Mr. Speaker, | thank the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA)
for yielding me time, and commend my
colleague, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. KLINE) who is handling the
bill and the resolution on the majority
side.

Mr. Speaker, Minnesota is a hockey
State. | think we are the premiere
hockey State in the country, and it has
been a great year for hockey in Min-
nesota. Most recently, we have been ex-
cited about the, | suppose what you
call, surprising success of the Wild in
getting into the division championship
in the NHL. But while they are new to
our State, Golden Gophers have been
playing hockey for 81 years. And that
rich tradition we salute today as we
congratulate them on winning a second
consecutive NCAA championship.

But that is part of a rich tradition.
This is their fifth national champion-
ship. In their 81 years, they have been
in the NCAA Frozen Four Finals 18
times, 27 times to the NCAA tour-
naments. They have appeared in the
national tournament for 13 consecutive
years, an NCAA record; 12 conference
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playoff championships; 10 conference
championships. So they come with a
rich, rich tradition of outstanding
hockey. Five national championships.

It is a unique team, a unique school
with a rich tradition of good hockey,
good athletes, good scholars. So we are
proud of them. We are proud. We also
know that unless there is some unusual
circumstances, like pro hockey, most
of the team is going to be back next
year. Clearly, if you were to pick a fa-
vorite today for the NCAA hockey
championship a year from now, the Go-
phers would lead the way.

So to Coach Don Lucia, to all his
staff, all his players, the University ad-
ministration, we say a hearty con-
gratulations on your great success
these last 2 years. We congratulate you
for a rich tradition of hockey in the
hockey State of the United States. We
are proud of you and we wish you well
in the future.

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self 1 minute.

Mr. Speaker, | want to thank my col-
league from Minnesota (Mr. SABO) for
his remarks. He is right. Minnesota is
the hockey capital of the world. He is
right that we have been excited by not
only NCAA hockey but by professional
hockey. We are very proud of our Wild.
But it is the Golden Gophers who we
are here to commend today.

I am pleased as he is that we will see
more of them again next year, and | am
doubly excited by looking at my neigh-
bors’ kids, all of whom are in elemen-
tary school and look at their prowess
that we will be a leader for a long time
to come.

Again, my hearty congratulations to
the team, to the Golden Gophers, to
their coach.

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

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

I really enjoyed the remarks by my
good friend, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. KLINE), and especially my
friend, the gentleman from Minnesota
(Mr. SABO). And | want to just share
with both of you that we believe in
south Texas that it is such a great
sport that the community of south
Texas has a big hockey coliseum under
construction soon to be completed,
probably in the fall, September or Oc-
tober. And | wish to invite both of the
gentlemen from Minnesota (Mr. SABO
and Mr. KLINE) to come to the opening.
We are going to have on the Texas-
Mexico border visitors from Mexico
who also want to be as supportive of
hockey as we in America are sup-
portive of soccer.
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So | want both gentlemen to know
that they will be getting an invitation
to that grand opening, and | hope that
they will come and share in the excite-
ment of bringing hockey to my great
State of south Texas.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume just to
say thank you to my colleague from
Texas and to commend him and the
Great State of Texas for recognizing
the great sport of hockey, and | appre-
ciate the invitation. | hope that | have
the opportunity to accept that invita-
tion and join my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. SABO), for
that visit. 1 hope that this occurs in
February. 1 would be grateful for that
consideration at least.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TERRY). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. KLINE) that the House sus-
pend the rules and agree to the resolu-
tion, H. Res. 217.

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ENHANCING COOPERATION AND
SHARING OF RESOURCES BE-
TWEEN DEPARTMENT OF VET-
ERANS AFFAIRS AND DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. Speaker, 1 move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1911) to amend title 38, United
States Code, to enhance cooperation
and the sharing of resources between
the Department of Veterans Affairs
and the Department of Defense.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1911

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

SECTION 1. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-DEPART-

MENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS JOINT
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE.

(@) ESTABLISHMENT OF JOINT COMMITTEE.—
(1) Chapter 3 of title 38, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section:

“8§320. Department of Veterans Affairs-De-
partment of Defense Joint Executive Com-
mittee
“(a) JOINT EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE.—(1)

There is established an interagency com-

mittee to be known as the Department of

Veterans Affairs-Department of Defense

Joint Executive Committee (hereinafter in

this section referred to as the ‘Committee’).

““(2) The Committee is composed of—

“(A) the Deputy Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs and such other officers and employees
of the Department of Veterans Affairs as the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs may designate;
and

“(B) the Under Secretary of Defense for
Personnel and Readiness and such other offi-
cers and employees of the Department of De-
fense as the Secretary of Defense may des-
ignate.

“(b) ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS.—(1) The
Deputy Secretary of Veterans Affairs and
the Under Secretary of Defense shall deter-
mine the size and structure of the Com-
mittee, as well as the administrative and
procedural guidelines for the operation of
the Committee.

““(2) The two Departments shall supply ap-
propriate staff and resources to provide ad-
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ministrative support and services. Support
for such purposes shall be provided at a level
sufficient for the efficient operation of the
Committee, including a subordinate Health
Executive Committee, a subordinate Bene-
fits Executive Committee, and such other
committees or working groups as considered
necessary by the Deputy Secretary and
Under Secretary.

‘“(c) RECOMMENDATIONS.—(1) The Com-
mittee shall recommend to the Secretaries
strategic direction for the joint coordination
and sharing efforts between and within the
two Departments under section 8111 of this
title and shall oversee implementation of
those efforts.

““(2) The Committee shall submit to the
two Secretaries and to Congress an annual
report containing such recommendations as
the Committee considers appropriate.

“(d) FuNcCTIONS.—INn order to enable the
Committee to make recommendations in its
annual report under subsection (c)(2), the
Committee shall do the following:

““(1) Review existing policies, procedures,
and practices relating to the coordination
and sharing of resources between the two De-
partments.

““(2) ldentify changes in policies, proce-
dures, and practices that, in the judgment of
the Committee, would promote mutually
beneficial coordination, use, or exchange of
use of services and resources of the two De-
partments, with the goal of improving the
quality, efficiency and effectiveness of the
delivery of benefits and services to veterans,
service members, military retirees and their
families through an enhanced Department of
Veterans Affairs and Department of Defense
partnership.

““(3) Identify and assess further opportuni-
ties for the coordination and collaboration
between the Departments that, in the judg-
ment of the Committee, would not adversely
affect the range of services, the quality of
care, or the established priorities for bene-
fits provided by either Department.

““(4) Review the plans of both Departments
for the acquisition of additional resources,
especially new facilities and major equip-
ment and technology, in order to assess the
potential effect of such plans on further op-
portunities for the coordination and sharing
of resources.

““(5) Review the implementation of activi-
ties designed to promote the coordination
and sharing of resources between the Depart-
ments.”.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
such chapter is amended by adding at the
end the following new item:

*“320. Department of Veterans Affairs-Depart-
ment of Defense Joint Execu-
tive Committee.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—(1) Sub-
section (c) of section 8111 of such title is re-
pealed.

(2) Such section is further amended—

(A) in subsection (b)(2), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (c)”” and inserting ‘‘section 320 of this
title”’;

(B) in subsection (d)(1), by striking ‘““Com-
mittee established in subsection (c)”” and in-
serting ‘‘Department of Veterans Affairs-De-
partment of Defense Joint Executive Com-
mittee”’;

(C) in subsection (e)(1), by striking ““Com-
mittee under subsection (c)(2)”” and inserting
“Department of Veterans Affairs-Depart-
ment of Defense Joint Executive Committee
with respect to health care resources’; and

(D) in subsection (f)(2), by striking sub-
paragraphs (B) and (C) and inserting the fol-
lowing:

““(B) The assessment of further opportuni-
ties identified by the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs-Department of Defense Joint
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Executive Committee under subsection (d)(3)
of section 320 of this title for the sharing of
health-care resources between the two De-
partments.

“(C) Any recommendation made by that
committee under subsection (c)(2) of that
section during that fiscal year.”.

(c) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.—Subsection
(f) of such section is further amended by in-
serting “‘(Public Law 107-314)"’ in paragraphs
3), @A), 4B), and (5) after ‘“‘for Fiscal
Year 2003"".

(d) EFFecTIVE DATE.—(1) If this Act is en-
acted before October 1, 2003—

(A) section 320 of title 38, United States
Code, as added by subsection (a), shall take
effect on October 1, 2003; and

(B) the amendments made by subsections
(b) and (c) shall take effect on October 1,
2003, immediately after the amendment
made by section 721(a)(1) of the Bob Stump
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2003 (Public Law 107-314; 116 2589).

(2) If this Act is enacted on or after Octo-
ber 1, 2003, the amendments made by this
section shall take effect on the date of the
enactment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. BoozmAN), and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN).

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

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

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. Speaker, for
many years, the Departments of Vet-
erans Affairs and Defense have been ob-
ligated by law to share health care re-
sources. Congress enacted the original
sharing law, Pub