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In recent years, many wool products 

at the wholesale and retail level, in-
cluding worsted wool fabrics and ap-
parel items, are being marketed and la-
beled as ‘‘super 100,’’ and ‘‘super 120s,’’ 
and so-called ‘‘super’’ grades. These 
refer to the fineness of the yarn con-
tained in the product. The finer the av-
erage yard is in diameter, the higher 
the super’s grade. 

Higher super grades reflect products 
that are supposed to have higher yarns 
and therefore sold at higher prices. The 
Wool Labeling Act, which regulates the 
labeling of wool products in the United 
States, has not been amended to reflect 
the current marketing practice of 
using supers as an identifier for quality 
wool products. 

The International Wool Textile Orga-
nization is the international body rep-
resenting the interests of the world’s 
wool textile industry, which includes 
the U.S., oversees the implementation 
of the International Wool Textile Arbi-
tration Agreement. The IWTO has 
adopted a code of practice regarding 
the use of the term ‘‘super’’ on wool 
products, and the exact yarn diameter 
that each level of ‘‘super’’ must con-
tain. Woolmark, a company that li-
censes the use of the Woolmark logo, 
has accepted the identical definition. 

Modernization of the Wool Labeling 
Act has strong support, as my col-
league mentioned. It is supported by 
the National Textile Association, Vic-
tor Forstman, UNITE, the Cashmere 
and Camel Hair Manufacturers Insti-
tute, the American Apparel and Foot-
wear Association, Hartmarx, and Hick-
ey Freeman on behalf of the Tailored 
Clothing Association. 

As the domestic tailored clothing in-
dustry and wool textile mills continue 
to face significant challenges, this leg-
islation is timely and it is vital to the 
continued health of this important 
manufacturing sector in the U.S. I urge 
my colleagues to support the legisla-
tion. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker, 
let me close by saying this: this is real-
ly a jobs bill and a truth-in-labeling 
bill. It is a win-win-win situation: good 
for the consumers, good for the manu-
facturers, good for the garment work-
ers. And I urge its passage. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
STEARNS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4583, as 
amended. 

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

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

b 1430 

SUPPORTING THE GOAL OF ELIMI-
NATING SUFFERING AND DEATH 
DUE TO CANCER BY THE YEAR 
2015 

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
agree to the concurrent resolution (H. 
Con. Res. 210) supporting the goal of 
eliminating suffering and death due to 
cancer by the year 2015, as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. CON. RES. 210 

Whereas this year alone, cancer will claim 
the lives of more than 570,000 Americans— 
1,500 per day—and is the cause of one of 
every four deaths in the United States; 

Whereas more than 1,300,000 new cancer 
cases will be diagnosed in 2005; 

Whereas it is estimated that cancer cost 
the Nation nearly $190,000,000,000 in 2003, in-
cluding more than $69,000,000,000 in direct 
medical costs; 

Whereas the Nation’s investment in cancer 
research and programs has led to real 
progress—between 1991 and 2001, cancer 
death rates declined by more than 9 percent 
and about 258,000 lives were saved; 

Whereas cancer touches almost every fam-
ily, with over 10,000,000 Americans now living 
with a history of cancer; 

Whereas at least half of all cancer deaths 
could be prevented by applying existing 
knowledge; 

Whereas the Director of the National Can-
cer Institute has set a bold goal to eliminate 
suffering and death due to cancer by 2015; 
and 

Whereas eliminating suffering and death 
due to cancer will require a commitment by 
the Congress and the private sector to con-
tinue to make the fight against cancer a pri-
ority: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That the Congress sup-
ports the goal of eliminating suffering and 
death due to cancer by 2015. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. DEAL) and the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-

er, I 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. Con. Res. 210. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I am pleased to rise today in support 
of House Concurrent Resolution 210, a 
resolution supporting the goal of elimi-
nating suffering and death due to can-
cer by the year 2015. 

To many people, the goal of elimi-
nating suffering and death due to can-
cer in under a decade may seem impos-
sible or at least highly unlikely. But 
when we take a step back and look at 
the amazing things we have accom-
plished in the last three decades, I be-

lieve that with the hard work and con-
centrated effort of our Nation, this 
goal is realistic and achievable. 

Thirty years ago, just hearing the 
word ‘‘cancer’’ sent chills down peo-
ple’s spines. Cancer of any kind was 
seen as a virtual death sentence. And 
unfortunately, today cancer is still a 
death sentence for far too many people 
from all ages and all walks of life. 

But for an increasing number of 
Americans, cancer is no longer a death 
sentence as it once was. Rather, it is 
becoming a preventable, controllable, 
beatable disease. Today medical 
science is accomplishing things that 
were undreamed of 30 years ago. For 
the first time, we are seeing a decline 
in the numbers of lives claimed by can-
cer each year. People are living longer 
both with the disease and after the dis-
ease. Screening is better and more 
widespread than ever. Treatments are 
better and safer, and outcomes con-
tinue to improve. Based on the strides 
that we have made, I can honestly say 
I think we are winning the war on can-
cer. 

I can also say with confidence that 
the future of cancer research looks 
bright. With the mapping of the human 
genome, we will be able to identify 
each person’s cancer-related genes. 
Using this information, we can design 
tailored prevention and treatment op-
tions for each individual patient. The 
availability of these advanced tech-
niques is not a question of if, but when. 

While the goal of ending suffering 
and death from cancer by the year 2015 
requires us to set our eyes on the fu-
ture, we must also focus on what can 
be done today. The resolution before us 
encourages Congress to examine how 
the resources of this great Nation can 
best be harnessed to reach the ultimate 
goal to finding a cure. Whether 
through government-sponsored re-
search, partnerships with the private 
sector, investors, or philanthropic or-
ganizations, we must pursue this 
enemy of cancer on all fronts. 

We must set priorities. We must de-
mand more for our money. We must 
foster the next generation of cancer 
scientists and researchers and encour-
age more young people to enter this 
high calling. We must ensure that the 
fruits of research make their way into 
clinical practice and into public health 
efforts to reduce the burden of cancer. 
We must promote policies that encour-
age proper intellectual property man-
agement, the key to scientific innova-
tion. We must make sure that people 
who qualify have access to clinical 
trials. 

But finally and most importantly, we 
must not forget the human face of can-
cer. Outside of this Chamber, thou-
sands of people are gathering on the 
National Mall as part the American 
Cancer Society’s Celebration on the 
Hill. People whose lives have been 
touched by cancer from every State 
and every congressional district across 
the United States have come to cele-
brate life, to remember those that were 
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lost, and to have their voices heard. I 
applaud their courage, faith and perse-
verance, and I look forward to meeting 
with many of them during the coming 
hours and days. 

With their help and shining example, 
along with the continued attention of 
this great Nation, we can meet the 
challenge set forth in the resolution, to 
end suffering and death from cancer by 
the year 2015. 

In closing, I would like to commend 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. SHAW) 
for introducing this important resolu-
tion. I urge my colleagues to support 
it. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I support the goal of 
ending suffering and death by cancer 
by the year 2015 as set forth in this res-
olution. It is certainly a commendable 
goal; and, of course, I support the reso-
lution. 

But what is Congress doing to set up 
programs and strategic plans to make 
that goal a reality? For example, the 
National Cancer Institute has focused 
the fight against cancer on eight stra-
tegic objectives, including: First, un-
derstanding the causes and mecha-
nisms of cancer; second, accelerating 
the progress in cancer prevention; 
third, improving early detection and 
diagnosis; fourth, developing effective 
and efficient treatment; fifth, under-
standing the factors that influence 
cancer outcomes; sixth, improving the 
quality of cancer care; seventh, im-
proving the quality of life for cancer 
patients, survivors and their families; 
and, eighth, overcoming cancer health 
disparities. 

That is the National Cancer Insti-
tute. That is what they are focusing 
on. Congress, on the other hand, is 
doing little to help this fight. A resolu-
tion I would say is mere talk and does 
not actually take action to fight can-
cer. 

I think Congress has choices right 
now, and instead of passing this resolu-
tion, we should, for example, increase 
funding for NIH’s cancer research, fund 
real stem cell research supported by 
the scientific community, fund the De-
partment of Defense’s breast cancer re-
search program, and probably most im-
portant, expand health coverage to the 
46 million Americans that do not have 
it today. Three times as many people 
have lost health insurance as jobs since 
the Bush administration has come to 
power. Without health coverage, early 
detection and treatment are almost 
impossible. 

There are many cancers that can be 
cured today, such as cervical, breast 
and prostate cancer, but without 
health insurance, access to early detec-
tion or follow-up treatment it is al-
most impossible for the many hard- 
working people across this country. 

This year alone, Madam Speaker, 
cancer will claim the lives of 570,000 

Americans, that is 1,500 per day, al-
most half of those that gave their lives 
on September 11. In addition, 1.3 mil-
lion new cases of cancer were diagnosed 
in 2005 alone. 

Again, the goal of this resolution is 
good. I support it, but we should be on 
the floor today supporting legislative 
action, not a resolution to help every-
one suffering from or touched by can-
cer. As much as I support this resolu-
tion, I think that a lot more needs to 
be done that is not being addressed 
today by this Republican majority. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the author of the resolution, 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
SHAW). 

Mr. SHAW. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to urge passage of this important 
bipartisan resolution that I introduced 
with my fellow cancer survivors and 
advocates COLLIN PETERSON, DEBORAH 
PRYCE, LOIS CAPPS, SUE MYRICK and 
STEVE ISRAEL, all cochairs of the 2015 
Cancer Caucus. 

This resolution expresses Congress’ 
support for the National Cancer Insti-
tute’s goal of eliminating the suffering 
and death due to cancer by the year 
2015. 

Cancer claims the lives of more than 
570,000 Americans each year. That is 
right, over half a million, but we have 
yet to declare a full-scale war on can-
cer. The passage of this resolution 
today puts us on record as going on the 
right track. Cancer affects everyone. It 
is not a Republican issue or a Demo-
crat issue, it is an issue for our entire 
country, and it is an issue that faces 
the world. 

In 1961, President Kennedy estab-
lished the lofty goal of putting a man 
on the moon in 10 years. This historic 
goal was achieved in just 8 years. Just 
as this goal was established and 
achieved, so can the goal of 2015. 

We are very close to achieving the 
goal of ending cancer death and suf-
fering. But when you are in a race and 
you see the finish line, you don’t jog, 
you sprint. Scientists at the National 
Cancer Institute and other private and 
public research facilities across the 
country and world are conducting vital 
research each and every day that will 
enable cancer sufferers to be cancer 
survivors. 

We must show our solidarity on these 
efforts by fully supporting the 2015 goal 
and providing the Federal resources 
necessary that to achieve it. Over the 
last 5 years, we have doubled the re-
search dollars for cancer, but yet that 
is not enough. I see no better legacy for 
future generations than ending cancer 
suffering and cancer death. 

Over 10,000 cancer survivors and ad-
vocates from across the country are 
converging on the Capitol this week for 
the American Cancer Society’s Cele-
bration on the Hill. These heroes will 
be visiting every one of our offices this 
week. When you visit with them, and I 

hope you will visit with them and not 
push them off to staff, I hope you 
pledge your strongest support on the 
war against cancer. 

We must work together to provide 
Federal funding needed for research ef-
forts and pass legislation to support 
early diagnosis and treatment. Ending 
the suffering and death due to cancer 
will be achieved with momentous glob-
al proportions, the most important 
public health achievement of all time. 
I urge passage of this important resolu-
tion. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
STARK). 

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

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, I would 
like to address my remarks to the 
thousands of cancer advocates in Wash-
ington this week and thank them for 
their service and dedication. They have 
come to Washington to tell Congress to 
make concrete commitments to fight 
cancer, but instead of action, they get 
this useless resolution. 

Cancer patients, survivors and advo-
cates are getting nothing but empty 
words. It is all hat and no cattle. It is 
typical of Republicans’ approach to se-
rious problems in this country. I am 
surprised that they didn’t try and land 
on an aircraft carrier and declare that 
cancer was conquered. I am offended 
that the Republican do-nothing Con-
gress is bringing forth a do-nothing 
resolution as its response to fighting 
cancer. 

No cancer advocate in our country 
should be appeased by this vote. The 
resolution is empty rhetoric and not 
action. And action is what is needed for 
cancer, for AIDS, for Parkinson’s dis-
ease, and so many other diseases that 
impact our citizens and people around 
the world. 

The sponsor of this resolution is of-
fering a few platitudes that agree with 
the laudable goal of eliminating suf-
fering and death due to cancer by the 
year 2015. I don’t know anybody that 
would not subscribe to that. Maybe 
move it up to the year 2010, but I can’t 
think of a human being that would ob-
ject to that. 

But how does this resolution achieve 
that goal? Does it increase the NIH 
funding for cancer research? No. Do the 
Republicans oppose that? Yes. 

Does it boost support for the Depart-
ment of Defense breast cancer research 
program? Not one penny. 

Does it extend the expiring tax credit 
for research and development of life- 
saving cancer treatments? No. That, by 
the way, is something that a few Re-
publicans support, but they can’t seem 
to get it to the floor to get a vote. And 
they control this place. If they can’t 
get it to the floor, who can? 

Does it provide for stem cell research 
as advocated by the scientific commu-
nity? No. They are pandering to a 
bunch of religious radicals and avoid-
ing dealing with scientific research 
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that is needed to cure these diseases. 
They put their head in the sand and 
pander to political contributions. 

The sponsor of this resolution, the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. SHAW), 
voted to cut money for the Centers for 
Disease Control and early detection 
and prevention of cancer. This resolu-
tion doesn’t restore that. 

Does it expand health coverage to the 
nearly 47 million Americans who lack 
health insurance, can’t even find out if 
they have cancer and, therefore, fail to 
get the preventive care available to 
them? No, it does not add insurance to 
one of the 47 million people without 
health insurance in this country, who, 
therefore, do not get medical care. It is 
the Republican way of all talk and no 
action. 

This resolution is an affront to those 
who have traveled here from across our 
Nation to advocate better cancer care. 
Not only does this resolution fail to do 
anything to help eliminate cancer, but 
this Congress is taking us in the wrong 
direction. Led by the Republicans, 
President Bush and this Congress have 
aggressively cut funding for NIH. This 
year, adjusted for inflation, they have 
cut $213 million. Over the last 4 years, 
they have reduced the agency’s pur-
chasing power by more than 12 percent. 

The cuts aren’t just to research. 
Since President Bush and the Repub-
lican leadership have taken office, 
nearly 7 million people have lost their 
health insurance, and we all know that 
is the only way to get proper care. The 
President used the only veto of his ad-
ministration to keep in place restric-
tions on life-saving stem cell research, 
and the Republican leadership in this 
Congress didn’t have the courage to 
override that. 

I guess I could go on, but I think I 
have made my point. I wholeheartedly 
agree we must do much more to eradi-
cate cancer and other dreaded diseases, 
but I, like the American public, want 
action, not words. That is why I sus-
pect the American public will join with 
us in voting for a change in direction 
in this Congress. We need a new direc-
tion. We need people who will put their 
money where their mouth is and will 
vote to take action that is so close 
within our grasp to help these people 
and not just sit up and preen and say, 
My goodness, we think cancer is bad. 
Let’s do something about it. 

I urge cancer advocates across the 
country to recognize this resolution for 
what it is: a pathetic attempt to play 
lip service to an issue that requires re-
sources, not rhetoric. 

b 1445 
You could replace the inheritance 

tax. That will give you enough money 
to fund many of these programs, in-
stead of standing up, sticking your 
thumb in the pie, and saying, ‘‘What a 
good boy am I.’’ 

Let’s get busy. Let’s change the di-
rection of this Congress. Let’s change 
the leadership and get action toward 
finding a cure for cancer, not empty 
rhetoric. 

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I would just say that, again, while 
the Democrats support this resolution, 
we are very concerned over the fact 
that it is essentially commemorative 
in nature and it does not do anything 
in terms of funding or addressing any 
of the problems that have been out-
lined by the National Cancer Institute 
in order to move forward and eliminate 
cancer by the year 2015. So while we 
think it is a good resolution and we do 
support it, we need to point out that 
the Republican majority is essentially 
doing nothing to implement a strategy 
that would actually lead us to the 
eradication of cancer. 

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

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

It is apparent that there is more than 
one cancer that we are fighting around 
here, and that is the cancer of political 
rhetoric that would take a resolution 
designed to say that we have a goal of 
eliminating cancer within the next 10 
years and try to change it into one of 
political talk. 

I would invite the gentleman from 
California to accompany me and Mr. 
PALLONE tomorrow to the Energy and 
Commerce Committee, where we will 
be voting to once again reauthorize and 
to change and expand the concept of 
the National Institutes of Health of 
which the Cancer Institute is one. 

I would remind him that the Na-
tional Institutes of Health funding has 
been doubled during the Republican 
control of this Congress, something 
that has not happened prior to that 
time. 

Everyone knows that this is a resolu-
tion on its face that is designed to say 
let us all get behind this issue and put 
aside political rhetoric and try to have 
an achievable goal. It is regrettable, 
and I would apologize to those who are 
here because they are concerned about 
the issue of doing something about it, 
that even a resolution of encourage-
ment and establishing a goal has to 
take on political overtones. 

Tomorrow, the Energy and Com-
merce Committee will reauthorize and 
change some of the provisions that 
have hampered research within the Na-
tional Institutes of Health and in that 
will be the Institute for Cancer Re-
search, and I think that is a laudable 
goal, one that we will be bringing to 
the floor in the not-too-distant future. 

I urge the adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. DINGELL. Madam Speaker, too many 

people, either personally or through a loved 
one, have felt the pain of cancer. It strikes 1 
out of every 2 men and 1 out of every 3 
women and will tragically claim more than 
570,000 American lives this year alone. 

Cancer is a complex disease that takes 
many forms. It can attack a single organ or 

the whole body. It can be caused by genetic 
factors, environmental circumstances, or both. 
Without early detection or treatment, it can 
lead to debilitating illness and often death. 

On behalf of the Federal Government, the 
National Cancer Institute (NCI) has led the 
fight against cancer since its inception in 
1937. NCI conducts and supports research, 
training, health information dissemination, and 
other program with respect to the cause, diag-
nosis, prevention, and treatment of cancer, re-
habilitation from cancer, and the continuing 
care of cancer patients and their families. 

The National Cancer Institute set for itself 
the goal of ending cancer suffering and death 
by 2015. Over the last several years, NCI has 
taken on this challenge by working with expert 
staff and identified critical paths needed to 
make the vision a reality. This includes devel-
oping a strategic plan and framework for use 
of funding, infrastructure, tools, and other re-
sources. 

Eliminating cancer suffering and death is a 
true possibility. Americans have already re-
ceived the benefits of investment in research 
and other cancer programs—between 1991 
and 2001, cancer deaths declined by more 
than 9 percent. Moreover, doctors are able to 
help patients defeat a number of cancers if 
detected early, including cervix, breast, colon, 
and prostrate cancer. And today 3 out of 4 
children with cancer are cured. 

The resolution that we are discussing today 
expresses Congress’s, support of ending suf-
fering and death due to cancer. But we can 
best push for the continued decline of cancer 
death and suffering by making it a national pri-
ority and making the right budget and policy 
choices to meet this goal by 2015. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to support this resolution, 
which recognizes the goal of eliminating suf-
fering and death due to cancer by the year 
2015. 

Investments in cancer research and pro-
grams continue to be a crucial part of tackling 
and eliminating this devastating disease. 
Thanks to prior investments in cancer re-
search and programs, we are making remark-
able progress in the fight against cancer. 

When Congress and President Nixon joined 
forces to fight the battle against cancer in 
1971, cancer was largely a death sentence. 
Thirty five years later, our national research in-
vestment has yielded substantial gains. 

Today, early detection can defeat some of 
the more common cancers, such as cancer of 
the cervix, breast, colon and prostate. These 
represent more than half of all cancers. 

In addition, childhood cancer is curable in 3 
out of 4 patients. The development of colon 
cancer screening tests and treatments has led 
to a 90 percent 5-year survival rate for colon 
cancers caught in the earliest stages and 64 
percent when the cancer has spread only to 
adjacent organs or lymph nodes. 

Though such progress is encouraging, we 
still have much work to do. Cancer has now 
surpassed heart disease as the number one 
killer of Americans under age 85. 

Cancer strikes 1 out of every 2 men and 1 
out of every 3 women. This year alone, cancer 
will claim the lives of more than 570,000 
Americans—1500 lives per day—and is the 
cause of 1 out of every 4 deaths in the United 
States. 

It is imperative that we continue to fund and 
expand medical research to forge the battle 
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against this deadly enemy. As Americans, we 
have a strong history, through science and in-
novation, of detecting, conquering and defeat-
ing many illnesses. We must and we will con-
tinue to fight cancer until the battle is won. 

I urge my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
in support of H. Con. Res. 210, a resolution to 
support the National Cancer Institute, NCI, in 
its goal of eliminating death and suffering due 
to cancer by 2015. We can and we must 
make the 2015 goal a priority, but we cannot 
do that if we continue to cut and underfund 
the very researchers working to make it a re-
ality. 

Thanks to research, great progress has 
been made against cancer in the last three 
decades. In 1976, half of all cancer patients 
survived more than 5 years after diagnosis. 
Today, closer to two-thirds or 63 percent of 
adults and 85 percent of children are alive 5 
years after they learn they have cancer. Let’s 
build on that progress. 

Since cancer is more common among older 
Americans and the American population is 
aging, by the year 2050 the number of new 
cancer cases in America could more than dou-
ble, with estimates as high as 2.46 million new 
cases annually. Cancers cost the United 
States an estimated $210 billion in 2005. This 
amount included $74 billion in direct medical 
costs and nearly $136 billion in lost produc-
tivity. And advances in biomedical research 
benefit not only cancer treatment, but provide 
information on molecular and genetic proc-
esses that will aid in a better understanding in 
the underlying causes of virtually all diseases. 

NCI, part of the National Institutes of Health, 
is the Federal Government’s principal agency 
for cancer research and training. The NCI has 
a goal of eliminating all suffering and death 
due to cancer by the year 2015. I believe that 
eliminating suffering and death due to cancer 
by the year 2015 should be America’s goal. 

Madam Speaker, when the House leader-
ship finally schedules a vote on the Labor, 
Health, and Human Services Appropriations 
bill for Fiscal Year 2007, LHHS, I intend to 
sponsor an amendment that fully funds NCI. 
The President’s proposed 2007 Budget cuts 
funding to NCI by over $39.7 million and the 
LHHS bill as written currently includes the 
same underfunding. The Higgins Amendment 
to LHHS will restore $240 million in funding to 
NCI, bringing its total to $5,033,000,000. 

Additionally, I will support projects that ad-
vance the mission of the Roswell Park Cancer 
Institute and other local cancer research, treat-
ment, and advocacy projects. Western New 
York is home to Roswell Park Cancer Institute, 
a premier cancer research and treatment facil-
ity and one of Western New York’s top 20 em-
ployers. The research done at Roswell has the 
potential to blow the research field open—and 
the care provided there to patients cannot be 
matched. 

Finally, I intend to support expanding pro-
grams that detect cancer early and help Amer-
icans get treatment. These programs signifi-
cantly reduce the cost to our nation’s health-
care system by treating people early. There 
are proven programs like the Breast and Cer-
vical Early Detection Program, which help un-
derserved communities get diagnosed and 
treated early. Because of underfunding these 
programs cannot reach all the people who 
need them. 

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speaker, I 
am pleased that we are here today uniting be-

hind this bill and this goal, but we can and we 
must do much more than pay lip service to 
meeting the 2015 deadline. Let’s take this op-
portunity to come together and eradicate can-
cer by fully funding NCI, by supporting local 
centers, and by reauthorizing and funding the 
very programs that reach the men, women, 
and children who need them most and can 
least afford them. 

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I have no further requests for time, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
DEAL) that the House suspend the rules 
and agree to the concurrent resolution, 
H. Con. Res. 210, 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. SHAW. Madam Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the 
Chair’s prior announcement, further 
proceedings on this question will be 
postponed. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE GOALS AND 
IDEALS OF NATIONAL PERIPH-
ERAL ARTERIAL DISEASE 
AWARENESS WEEK 
Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-

er, I move to suspend the rules and 
agree to the resolution (H. Res. 982) 
supporting the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Peripheral Arterial Disease 
Awareness Week. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. RES. 982 

Whereas peripheral arterial disease is a 
vascular disease that occurs when narrowed 
arteries reduce the blood flow to the limbs; 

Whereas peripheral arterial disease is a 
significant vascular disease that can be as 
serious as a heart attack or stroke; 

Whereas peripheral arterial disease affects 
approximately 8,000,000 to 12,000,000 Ameri-
cans; 

Whereas patients with peripheral arterial 
disease are at increased risk of heart attack 
and stroke and are 6 times more likely to die 
within 10 years than are patients without pe-
ripheral arterial disease; 

Whereas the survival rate for individuals 
with peripheral arterial disease is worse than 
the outcome for many common cancers; 

Whereas peripheral arterial disease is a 
leading cause of lower limb amputation in 
the United States; 

Whereas many patients with peripheral ar-
terial disease have walking impairment that 
leads to a diminished quality of life and 
functional capacity; 

Whereas a majority of patients with pe-
ripheral arterial disease are asymptomatic 
and less than half of individuals with periph-
eral arterial disease are aware of their diag-
noses; 

Whereas African-American ethnicity is a 
strong and independent risk factor for pe-
ripheral arterial disease, and yet this fact is 
not well known to those at risk; 

Whereas effective treatments are available 
for people with peripheral arterial disease to 
reduce heart attacks, strokes, and amputa-
tions and to improve quality of life; 

Whereas many patients with peripheral ar-
terial disease are still untreated with proven 
therapies; 

Whereas there is a need for comprehensive 
educational efforts designed to increase 
awareness of peripheral arterial disease 
among medical professionals and the greater 
public in order to promote early detection 
and proper treatment of this disease to im-
prove quality of life, prevent heart attacks 
and strokes, and save lives and limbs; and 

Whereas September 18 through September 
22, 2006, would be an appropriate week to ob-
serve National Peripheral Arterial Disease 
Awareness Week: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) supports the goals and ideals of Na-
tional Peripheral Arterial Disease Awareness 
Week; 

(2) supports efforts to educate people about 
peripheral arterial disease; 

(3) acknowledges the critical importance of 
peripheral arterial disease awareness to im-
prove national cardiovascular health; 

(4) supports raising awareness of the con-
sequences of undiagnosed and untreated pe-
ripheral arterial disease and the need to seek 
appropriate care as a serious public health 
issue; and 

(5) calls upon the people of the United 
States to observe the week with appropriate 
programs and activities. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. DEAL) and the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this legislation and to insert 
extraneous material on the resolution. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. DEAL of Georgia. Madam Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of House Resolution 982, a resolu-
tion supporting the goals and ideals of 
National Peripheral Arterial Disease 
Awareness Week. 

While not as well known as many 
other vascular diseases, peripheral ar-
tery disease is a serious illness that af-
fects millions of Americans. It occurs 
when narrowed arteries reduce blood 
flow to the limbs. The disease increases 
the risk of heart attack and stroke and 
is also a leading cause of lower limb 
amputation in the United States. But 
perhaps the most alarming statistic of 
all is that most people who suffer from 
peripheral arterial disease have no 
symptoms and do not know that they 
have the disease. 

This resolution, with the goal of rais-
ing awareness of this deadly disease 
and its warning signs, was authored by 
my friend and colleague on the Energy 
and Commerce Committee’s Sub-
committee on Health, Mrs. CAPPS of 
California. I would like to thank Mrs. 
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