September 8, 2004

construction of the security fence is
necessary for the protection of Israeli
citizens.

Mr. Speaker, the security fence is
doing exactly what it was designed to
do: save lives. Since the fence’s con-
struction, there has been a dramatic
decline in the number of suicide at-
tacks. This was the first suicide attack
in Israel in 5 months. There have been
only nine suicide attacks in Israel this
year, down from 23 last year. While
even one attack is clearly too many,
the fence is clearly making a dif-
ference.

For those in the international com-
munity who questioned the route of
the fence, the Israeli Government has
stated that the fence is temporary and
can be moved or rerouted contingent
on future peace agreements. Further-
more, the Israeli Government has also
proven its willingness to reroute the
fence. When the Israeli Supreme Court
declared early this year that a section
of the fence impeded on the civil rights
of Palestinians living in the area, the
fence was, in fact, moved.

Mr. Speaker, I have spoken on sev-
eral occasions here on the House floor
of my visit to Israel last year and my
opportunity to view the security fence
firsthand. After my visit, I believe very
strongly that we need to support
Israel’s right to protect their citizens.
This fence provides a sense of security
to border families and to outerlying
cities like Beersheba that remain un-
protected. The fence will help prevent
continued attempts to derail the peace
process through violence.

Mr. Speaker, another point that I
want to mention that is related to the
terrible attacks in Beersheba is the
issue of Syria’s decision to continue to
turn a blind eye to Hamas and other
terrorist organizations that operate
within their borders. I ask my col-
leagues to join with me in calling on
the Syrian Government to immediately
turn over the leaders of Hamas to the
Israeli Government for their responsi-
bility in last week’s attacks.

I fully support continued U.S. sanc-
tions against Syria provided for under
the Syria Accountability Act. If we are
serious about achieving lasting peace
in the region, we cannot allow Syria to
continue to play host to Hamas,
Hezbollah, and other terrorist groups.

LOCAL SCHOOL DISTRICTS NOT
RECEIVING FEDERAL FUNDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KING of Iowa). Under a previous order
of the House, the gentleman from New
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Speaker, one of the
constant comments and questions that
I have had regarding our education pol-
icy on the Federal level is that local
teachers have constantly said, we
think that the No Child Left Behind
provisions are underfunded; we think
that it is an unfunded mandate. Our of-
fice has continually researched the
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problem, and we recognize that in the
last 10 years, Federal funding has in-
creased from $23 billion to $56 billion, a
132 percent increase. So, Mr. Speaker,
the numbers never quite matched the
explanations that were coming from
our teachers in the district. Knowing
that the teachers were, to their best
knowledge, presenting the facts as they
were told them, we began to dig even
deeper.

In July, it began to come to our at-
tention that many times the funds that
we have allocated on the Federal level
have not been made available from the
States to their local school districts. I
am not sure exactly why that has oc-
curred, but it still is a fact that, for in-
stance, in New Mexico, we have $78 mil-
lion in unspent Federal funds. The situ-
ation is even so bad that $16.7 million
has been allocated so long that now it
is going to revert to the Federal Gov-
ernment on September 30.

So as I spent my time at home during
the summer recess the last week of
July and the 4 weeks of August, I began
to talk to the teachers and the prin-
cipals and explain to them that much
of the money, much of the $78 million
that is there and is available is actu-
ally in title I funding that is for the
low-income programs. And then also,
there is money for the Reading First
programs. New Mexico needs both of
those kinds of fundings in the extreme.
The teachers and principals were some-
what shocked to find out that as they
were telling me there was no funding
for No Child Left Behind, that actually
there were unspent funds, and then we
began to understand that possibly the
facts that were given to the teachers
and to the principals were not the same
as existed in reality.

In July, I had the opportunity to
meet with three principals from my
district who were here in Washington
for a national conference. I began to
bring my concerns to the attention of
these three principals and gave them
the facts about the unspent money in
New Mexico. One of the principals took
it on himself to share those facts with
the leadership of this conference, with
that national conference, and with the
other principals in attendance in the
meeting. Upon hearing the informa-
tion, to their credit, the national lead-
ers at the conference began to do their
own research, and they found that al-
most every State has the same prob-
lem, that money has been allocated,
but the State departments of education
are not either making people aware of
it, or maybe there are just no require-
ments for these monies; and no one is
making application for the grants that
could improve the education to our
students in America. They have been
funded already; and yet, sadly, the
money is not being allocated.

The situation was so extreme that
one State, on September 30, is losing
$16.7 million because the time has
elapsed in which it is possible for the
State to make application. One State
has the extreme circumstance of turn-
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ing back on September 30 $90 million.
And across the Nation, teachers are
being told that No Child Left Behind is
not funded, that it is an unfunded man-
date. But, Mr. Speaker, the facts are
exactly opposite, that the funds are
there and they are available; it is just
that the local schools and the prin-
cipals are not made aware of it.

This national association felt so com-
pelled that they stopped their intent.
Their intent was to have a national
education advertising program criti-
cizing the unfunded mandate of No
Child Left Behind; and this national or-
ganization decided, based on the facts
that were provided by my staffer to
them, that, in fact, they were not
going to run this national ad, and they
could no longer contend No Child Left
Behind as an unfunded mandate.
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Just some of the figures so that my
colleagues would understand, Mr.

Speaker, total dollars unspent on the
Federal level, $13.4 billion. Under edu-
cation for the disadvantaged, $5.2 bil-
lion is unspent. Special education, $3.9
billion is unspent. School improvement
programs, $3.38 billion is unspent.
English language acquisition, $231 mil-
lion is unspent. Vocational adult edu-
cation, $701 million is unspent, and yet
the teachers unions nationwide are cas-
tigating anyone who supports No Child
Left Behind for supporting an unfunded
mandate, and I would respectfully
make the observation that their facts
appear to be in error.

Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to bring
these facts to my colleagues’ attention
and possibly to the attention of other
legislators.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KING of Iowa). Under a previous order
of the House, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. STRICKLAND) is recognized for 5
minutes.

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

————

REMEMBERING SEPTEMBER 11, 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. NADLER) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, 3 years ago, I watched
in horror as America, and part of my
district specifically, was attacked and
destroyed. The extreme sense of pain
and loss I felt as a New Yorker and as
an American, as someone who Kknew
many of the victims, does not even
begin to match the pains that the fami-
lies of that attack must have felt.

This attack on the United States was
an attack, a deliberate attack on civil-
ians. It was a deliberate attempt to kill
as many American civilians as possible
for the simple and great crime of being
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