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The House met at 10:30 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. ENGEL).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC.
April 24, 2007.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ELIOT L.
ENGEL to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky (Mr. DAVIS) for 2 min-
utes.

——————

ARMY SPECIALIST JOEY
CANTRELL

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Thank you,
Mr. Speaker.

One of the most solemn duties that
we can have in the House of Represent-
atives is to recognize the sacrifice, de-
votion and service of those who protect
this Nation.

Mr. Speaker, today I rise to honor
the memory of Army Specialist Joey
Cantrell, a soldier from Westwood,
Kentucky, who recently lost his life
fighting in Taji, Iraq, serving with the

Army’s Second Battalion, Eighth Cav-
alry Regiment.

Specialist Cantrell graduated from
Fairview High School in 2002 and was a
celebrated athlete both on the football
field and around the track. His football
coach and mentor, Fairview school su-
perintendent Bill Musick, told a local
paper, ‘“You always noticed Joey
Cantrell because of how he presented
himself. He was a sharp Kkid.” Joey
overcame adversity, achieved academic
excellence, was a leader and a tough
competitor in athletics, and won the
friendship of many. When it came to
serving, his coach shared with me that
Joey felt it was a call to go into the
military.

Recently, I had the opportunity to
visit with his mother Sondra Adkins.
His family and friends remembered his
warm smile, thoughtful nature and his
ability to excel at everything he did.
Joey Cantrell will be deeply missed by
all who knew him. His mother shared
that Joey believed in what he was
doing and gave his life doing what he
wanted to do.

Today, as we honor Joey’s memory,
our Nation grieves with his mother and
his family. We are deeply indebted to
Joey and thankful for his service. Sol-
diers like Joey Cantrell make me
proud to be an American.

ON THE PASSING OF CONGRESS-
WOMAN JUANITA MILLENDER-
McDONALD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the Chair recognizes the
gentleman from Maryland, the distin-
guished majority leader, Mr. HOYER.

Mr. HOYER. Thank you, Mr. Speak-
er.
It is with deep sadness that I rise
today to note the passing of our col-
league and friend, Congresswoman Jua-
nita Millender-McDonald, a dedicated
public servant who worked tirelessly

on behalf of her constituents in Califor-
nia’s 37th Congressional District and a
devoted representative who cared deep-
ly for those she served.

Congresswoman Millender-McDonald
was someone who never allowed the
conventions of her surroundings to de-
fine the role she would play. Because
she understood that education would
unlock her budding potential as a com-
munity leader, Juanita achieved some-
thing extraordinary by earning a bach-
elor’s degree from Redlands University
at the age of 40, and a master’s degree
from California State University at the
age of 47.

Because she recognized her duty to
give back just a little of what she had
learned, Juanita made our children’s
future her life’s work by teaching math
and English in the Los Angeles Unified
School District.

Because she could not sit idly by
when she had much to offer, Juanita
turned to public service in 1990, becom-
ing the first African American woman
to serve on the Carson city council, the
first African American woman to chair
two committees in the California State
assembly, and the first African Amer-
ican woman to chair a full committee
in the U.S. Congress.

And because she never let go of her
abiding faith in the fact that our to-
morrows can be better than our todays,
Juanita will be remembered, remem-
bered as a leader who inspired action,
drove progress and labored diligently
to improve the lives of people through-
out our Nation.

Mr. Speaker, the advocates of equal
rights for women and minorities have
lost a powerful voice in the U.S. Con-
gress, one that always sought to bring
people together by elevating the bonds
that unite us as Americans and as
human beings. Children and the work-
ing poor have lost a compassionate
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ally. Men and women seeking to par-
ticipate in their own governance have
lost a steadfast guardian of voting
rights who fought to expand the reach
of democracy, not only in spirit but in
practice as well. And defenders of
human rights have lost a champion of
their cause who never missed an oppor-
tunity to remind the free world of its
obligation to help alleviate suffering
and restore fundamental human dig-
nity to those who have gone without it
for far too long, such as those suffering
in Darfur. Juanita Millender-McDonald
personified what it means to serve oth-
ers before serving self.

Mr. Speaker, I want Juanita’s hus-
band, James, and her children and
grandchildren to know that the
thoughts and prayers of a grateful Na-
tion are with them as they mourn their
loss. We join them in their mourning
but we also join them in their joy of a
life well-lived.

—————

CHAIRWOMAN JUANITA
MILLENDER-McDONALD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. CLARKE) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 2 minutes.

Ms. CLARKE. Mr. Speaker, I just
wanted to take a moment today to ex-
press my heartfelt condolences to the
family, friends and constituents of
Congresswoman Juanita Millender-
McDonald and pay tribute to her leg-
acy of leadership and her profound im-
pact on this institution, the people she
served and indeed our Nation.

Chairwoman McDonald was a trail-
blazer who paved the way for me and
many others to be elected and to serve
in the Congress. I am ever mindful of
the legacy of integrity and excellence
that she has imparted to each and
every one of us. I embrace it and can
truly say that she has touched my life.
Though we were colleagues in this body
for a short while, we had many mo-
ments of interactions that were truly
empowering. She never missed a mo-
ment to be encouraging and com-
plimentary.

Just a week ago or so before the
chairwoman took her leave from the
Congress, we encountered one another
in this very Chamber. She inquired of
me about how I was doing. My response
to her was, “I’'m just trying to keep up
with you, Madam Chair.”” She smiled
her beautiful and elegant smile and
said to me, ““You’re doing it, girl.”

It has truly been a blessing for me as
a freshman to have been acknowledged
and encouraged by this truly remark-
able, elegant and extraordinary role
model. The legacy of Congresswoman
Juanita Millender-McDonald will never
be forgotten. It has been imparted to
all of us and it will certainly always re-
side with me.

God bless you, sister. Thank you for
all you have given to each and every
one of us. Well done.
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CHAIRWOMAN JUANITA
MILLENDER-McDONALD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WATERS) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker and Mem-
bers, I come to the floor today to join
with my colleagues in recognition of a
public servant who served in this au-
gust body, who served in the California
State legislature, who served the city
of Compton as a city councilwoman,
who served as head of the NAACP in
the city of Compton, who was a com-
munity activist, a legislator and not
only a committed servant but a woman
who was determined to make sure that
she did everything possible to bring
about justice and equality, not only for
our people but for all people.

I have known Juanita Millender-
McDonald for over 35 years. I knew her
before she was the president of the
Compton chapter of the NAACP. She
contacted me when she became the
president and we worked on some
projects together. We went on to work
on many projects together. When my
son ran for the California State legisla-
ture, she was involved with his cam-
paign. When her son made an attempt
to get back into professional football,
my husband who was a professional
football player, having played for the
Cleveland Browns, helped to connect
him with some recruiters in order to
get him into professional football. And
so we have interacted on a professional
level, on a personal level and in so
many ways for such a long period of
time.

We have been involved in some of the
same kind of issues over the years. I
can recall, it was not so many years
ago when it was revealed that perhaps
our government had known about
drugs that were being transported from
Nicaragua into south central Los Ange-
les, and, of course, that revelation
kicked off a firestorm in this country.
Juanita McDonald invited the head of
the CIA to come to south central Los
Angeles to speak to the people and tell
them what he knew about the Contras
and about the Sandinistas and our in-
volvement with the drug trade, this
government. Did this government turn
a blind eye while drugs were being
transported across our borders?

It was an unusual event. Never had
the head of the CIA been to a commu-
nity to speak with the people, and peo-
ple were everywhere. The FBI, the CIA,
everybody was standing on roofs all
over the place. It was a spectacular
event. But that was her style.

Juanita McDonald and I not only
worked on that issue in different ways.
We have been involved in trying to
save Martin Luther King Hospital for a
number of years now. This has been a
tough, tough battle. This hospital was
born out of the ashes of the insurrec-
tion of 1965 in south Los Angeles. This
is an institution that is so very much
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needed but is such at risk at this point.
This institution has been threatened
by the Federal Government to with-
draw all of its Federal funds and we
have fought day in and day out, month
in and month out, year in and year out
to maintain the funding from the Fed-
eral Government so that that hospital
could stay there for people who need it
so desperately.

Juanita McDonald has organized
many meetings. She has interacted not
only with CMS and the Federal Gov-
ernment but all of the county officials.
Time after time we have sat before the
board of supervisors, imploring them to
do everything that they could to
straighten out the problems at Martin
Luther King Hospital, to work harder,
to make sure there was the manage-
ment and the supervision.

Juanita McDonald cared about
health issues. Not only was she in-
volved with trying to save Martin Lu-
ther King Hospital, she organized an
AIDS walk that took place every year.
She and her women’s group organized
and each year they went to one of the
stadiums in the south Los Angeles area
and they held their walk. It got a lot of
attention, but this was her way of say-
ing to the community, not only do I
care about AIDS, I'm willing to put
some quality time and attention on
this issue. I want you to get tested. I
want you to get involved in learning
how you can protect yourself from
being infected with HIV/AIDS. And so
it is just a small example of the care
and commitment that she has dem-
onstrated over the years, whether we
talk about health care or education or
voting rights that she was so very
much involved in before she took her
leave of absence.

She cared about justice. She cared
that this democracy would truly act in
ways that supported the proposition
that everybody has the right to a de-
cent quality of life. Everybody must be
protected by the Constitution of the
United States of America. Everybody
must enjoy the benefits of living in
this great country. And she reached be-
yond with care for the mother con-
tinent of Africa. She was involved in
those issues, also.

And so I stand here today to say,
Juanita McDonald has taken her place
in history and she did it her way.
Sometimes we did it different ways,
but she knew what she was doing and
why she was doing it the way that she
did. Her husband can be proud. Her
children can be proud. And we can all
be proud that we had the blessing and
the opportunity to live and work with
a woman of substance, a woman who
cared, a woman who gave of herself and
a woman who left us with dignity, a
woman who never complained, a
woman who never said, I feel bad, I
have pain, I can’t do it today. She
worked right up until she took a leave
of absence just a few days ago.

I am proud to stand here and say that
I knew her, that I worked with her,
that I have appreciated everything
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that she has contributed to our great
society.

———

CHAIRWOMAN JUANITA
MILLENDER-McDONALD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. AL GREEN) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 1 minute.

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, first allow me to please say amen to
the words of the Honorable MAXINE WA-
TERS.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to celebrate the
superlative life of a superb woman, the
Honorable Juanita Millender-McDon-
ald. Indeed, she was a devoted wife, a
loving mother, a superior scholar, a
preeminent educator, and a powerful
legislator.

Notwithstanding all of this, Mr.
Speaker, she had a positive air and a
special flair. She was a pillar of pro-
bity. Her integrity was beyond re-
proach. She was a repository of re-
spect. Her mere presence commanded
respect. She was the queen of self-es-
teem. She was comely, courtly and
stately with a positive personality.

We were truly blessed to have her
among us, she will surely be missed by
us, and I thank God for her.

—————

CHAIRWOMAN JUANITA
MILLENDER-McDONALD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. DAVIS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 3 minutes.

Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. I thank the
Chair for recognizing me.

Members of the House, we tend to use
the term ‘‘friend’’ very liberally in this
institution. We often apply it to any-
one with whom we have had more than
a casual or passing conversation. Jua-
nita Millender-McDonald was someone
that I genuinely viewed as a friend, not
in the way the Members of the House
use that term but in the way that ordi-
nary people who are watching this on
television use it.

There were a lot of days when we sat
on this floor and we talked together.
There were a lot of days when we sat
on this floor and we exchanged con-
fidences. There were a lot of days when
we sat on this floor and I spoke to her
of my aspirations and my goals and she
spoke to me of hers. There were times
when I spoke of my family and she
spoke of her abiding, continuing faith
in her family.

Many people do not realize because
she did not speak of it a great deal, but
Juanita was from Birmingham, Ala-
bama, and it is a tragedy that a black
woman born in 1937 or 1938 felt that she
had to leave the State of Alabama to
reach her full promise. Juanita did.
And it was my State’s loss. She went to
the State of California, and so many of
my colleagues have told the story of
her wonderful ascension and her won-
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derful career there. But she always re-
tained memories of growing up in the
South. She always retained memories
of growing up in a segregated environ-
ment. And her family, much of it re-
mains there.

Another thing that was not widely
known, Juanita’s brother, Shelley
Millender, was a longtime radio talk
show host in the city of Birmingham
and I have had a long-time attachment
to him. When I ran for this job for the
first time, there were very few people
who would welcome me onto their pro-
grams or into their forums. The very
first one to do so was Shelley
Millender. He did it constantly and I
have always appreciated that.

Juanita’s nephew, Shelley, Jr., has
become a friend of mine and I always
enjoyed telling her how proud she
should be of him and how well he con-
ducts himself in the city of Bir-
mingham.

So, Mr. Speaker, what I want to say
today, Juanita Millender-McDonald
was a phenomenally elegant, restrained
and dignified woman. She richly de-
served the title Madam Chairwoman
that she was just beginning to wear so
well, and I will remember my last con-
versation with her sitting just off this
floor. It was not uncommon for us to
gather and talk about what was going
on as we left the floor. I remember her
telling me during that conversation
how much she looked forward to her
work on the House Administration
Committee. I remember her telling me
how much she looked forward to sev-
eral hearings that were upcoming. She
never had the chance to do that which
she talked about that day. But I will
always remember her confidence, her
courage, and her decency. And as she
and her family watch and as they pre-
pare for God to take her back to her
home in heaven, know that the time
she spent here was well served and the
legacy that she left honors her native
State of Alabama, my State, and the
State she adopted and served so ably,
California.

REMEMBERING JUANITA
MILLENDER-McDONALD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. JACKSON) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 3 minutes.

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I want to send condolences to the
family of my colleague, Chairwoman
Juanita Millender-McDonald, and let
them know that they are in my heart
and in my prayers. I also want to send
condolences to the people of the 37th
Congressional District of California
who placed their faith and trust in the
strong, dedicated and elegant Juanita
Millender-McDonald.

You have heard from some of my col-
leagues about the many firsts that
Juanita achieved here in the Congress
of the United States, including serving
as the first African American woman
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to chair a full committee in the United
States House of Representatives. But I
just want to take a moment to reflect
upon an aspect of her strength that was
not readily apparent but clearly on dis-
play long before she came to Congress.
While some of us have focused on the
life that she lived, I want to talk about
the Juanita Millender-McDonald who
did not believe in self-pity but believed
in using what she had to make a dif-
ference.

While many of my colleagues will
come to this mike and talk about the
life that she lived and her service to a
grateful Nation, Juanita Millender-
McDonald taught us something about
character in her transition. No self-
pity. Not a single Member of Congress
knew that Juanita was ailing and that
her ailment was terminal. Juanita did
not want to walk around the House of
Representatives and have Members of
Congress feeling pity for her or feeling
sad for her or making special speeches
or concessions to her. She wanted all of
us to recognize that we live our lives as
if life is certain and death is uncertain,
when in reality it is death that is cer-
tain and life that is uncertain. And,
therefore, each of us is under an obliga-
tion to do the very best that we can
with the time that God has given us on
this Earth and in this world.

The Bible talks about serving this
present age. ‘O may all my powers be
engaged to do my Master’s will.”” Clear-
ly the type of ailment that ailed our
colleague and our close and dear friend,
Juanita Millender-McDonald, was not
the kind of ailment that strikes one
suddenly. She knew about it for quite
some time and chose not to share it
with Members of Congress. That is a
statement about her dignity. It is a
statement about her commitment to
public service. It is a statement about
character. And it is a statement about
her strength under extraordinarily life-
threatening odds.

Juanita Millender-McDonald was
married, she raised five children, and
then went to college to launch an im-
pressive and inspiring career at an age
when many people start slowing down.
She combined higher education with
her native Alabama wisdom and she set
out to show women and men in life and
in death that no matter where you
came from, you can go where you want
to go. She was a living example of the
power of not only keeping your eyes on
the prize but putting in the old-fash-
ioned elbow grease to earn it.

No self-pity. She didn’t want people
looking down on her or feeling bad
about her or seeing her physical ail-
ments. No self-pity. She possessed the
necessary tough-mindedness combined
with the tenderheartedness that Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr. talked about.
She understood, and Dr. King wrote,
“There is little hope for us until we be-
come tough-minded enough to break
loose from the shackles of prejudice,
half-truths and downright ignorance.
The shape of the world today does not
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permit us the luxury of soft-minded-
ness. A nation or civilization that con-
tinues to produce soft-minded men and
women purchases its own spiritual
death on an installment plan.”

I am proud to have had the oppor-
tunity to serve with Juanita Millender-
McDonald, and once again I send my
condolences to those who loved her.
The House and the Nation have lost a
dedicated public servant and someone
who in life and death has taught us the
meaning of character.

———

CHAIRWOMAN JUANITA
MILLENDER-McDONALD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. LEWIS) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
we are here today to honor one of our
colleagues, Representative Juanita
McDonald of the 37th District of Cali-
fornia.

Representative McDonald was an ex-
traordinary woman. She was born in
Birmingham, Alabama at a time of ra-
cial violence and overt displays of the
most open and systematic forms of rac-
ism. But she did not let that hold her
down or hold her back. She went to col-
lege in California, she became a teach-
er in the Los Angeles school system,
and throughout her career she used
education as an instrument for change.

She was a great teacher, and she used
the power of knowledge and her com-
mitment to human understanding to
break down institutional barriers and
to reach across the aisle.

I think that is why she made so many
strides as a Member of Congress. She
knew gaining mutual understanding
was the only way to build coalitions
and lay all differences aside.

That’s why her creativity and skill-
ful leadership became legendary. She
was the first Democrat to chair the
Congressional Caucus For Women’s
Issues and she used that power to build
a coalition between the women of the
Supreme Court and the women of Con-
gress. She knew the differences in their
roles as public servants didn’t matter.
She believed all women in government
shared a common bond.

She took concerned women of Con-
gress to meet delegates to the United
Nations to unify the global struggle
against the exploitation of women and
girls.

She developed the first National Teen
Dating Violence Week as a platform for
all women to speak out against a com-
mon problem—violence against teen
girls. And she was the first Member to
bring the head of the CIA to the city of
Watts to address longstanding, wide-
spread allegations of drug dumping in
that community.

And, of course, she was the first Afri-
can American to chair a full com-
mittee, the Committee on House Ad-
ministration. This committee oversees
some of the great educational institu-
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tions of our Nation—the Library of
Congress, the Smithsonian Institution,
the Government Printing Office, and
the Capitol Fine Arts Board.

We can only dream about what this
great teacher would have done in this
capacity. I know she would have used
the power of knowledge and education
as an instrument of change.

But beyond that, Juanita McDonald
was an elegant lady. She may have
moved to California, but she never lost
her southern charm. She was always a
lady—as tough as steel but as sweet as
honey. She was more than a colleague.
She was our sister, our friend. Juanita
was a sharp dresser, and sometimes she
would dress to kill. She was beautiful
on the outside and on the inside. She
had a sweet, sweet spirit, and she will
be deeply missed.

Sometimes when she would see me,
she would call me Mr. Civil Rights.
And sometimes when she would see
Sanford Bishop, David Scott and me to-
gether, she would say, ‘“What are you
Georgia boys doing? What are you up
to?”’

And when she was planning programs
in her district, she would stop by to see
members of the Georgia delegation and
tell us she needed a box of peanuts.
And we would all ante up and make
those peanuts available to her.

It is so unreal. It is so unbelievable
that we will not see her on the floor of
this Chamber again. Life is short, too
short. We are here today, and we’re
gone tomorrow, but her spirit and her
memory will live on in all of us.

With the passing of Congresswoman
McDonald, it seems the world is a little
darker. It seems that a light has gone
out. Maybe here in this Chamber and
on this Earth a light has gone out. But
in another part of the universe Juanita
is shining brighter than ever before.

———

CHAIRWOMAN JUANITA
MILLENDER-McDONALD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. MEEKS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 2 minutes.

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Thank you,
Mr. Speaker.

I had to come to the floor today in
remembrance of a phenomenal woman,
Juanita Millender-McDonald. My heart
is pained and it is unbelievable that we
will not see this great woman, at least
not on this planet, again. She was a
woman that anytime that you saw her,
she stood with such dignity and grace.
She was a woman who was honest. I
can recall when I would go to her and
ask her opinion on various issues. She
wouldn’t tell me what I wanted to
hear. She would tell me what I needed
to hear. She would tell me what was in-
deed right. Being the father of three
daughters, I can’t help but say, Thank
you, Juanita. Thank you for being the
pioneer that you were. Thank you for
blazing a trail, a trail that’s so wide for
women, all women, like my three
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young daughters, so that they can walk
now on that path, so that they now can
have opportunities that were denied
others because you have fought the
fight.

In the church that I come from, the
question is, have you helped someone,
and the song says, “If you’ve helped
someone, then your living shall not be
in vain.”

In the life story of Juanita Millender-
McDonald, she has indeed helped a
whole lot of somebodies and she has
made life better for a lot of children
yet unborn. She has made history. And
in the camera of history and in the
camera of life of Juanita Millender-
McDonald, it will be recorded that she
was a soldier in this thing we call life,
and she was a leader for all human
beings but in particular to make sure
that women, that their tomorrow is
better than their yesterday or today.

Juanita, we will miss you, and we
know that as you see the good Lord,
He’s saying, ‘“Well done, Juanita. Job
well done.”

———————

THE STATE OF INTELLIGENCE’S
UNION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, it is 6
years after 9/11, and reform of the intel-
ligence community continues to be a
primary concern for all of us. At the
swearing-in ceremony of Director Mike
McConnell, President Bush outlined
three main categories for improve-
ment: the need to strengthen indi-
vidual agencies, increase information
sharing action and improve the quality
of intelligence produced. I wish to dis-
cuss this morning what this means.

The intelligence community has es-
tablished new hiring and employment
reforms to strengthen the workforce.
Under the direction of the Director of
National Intelligence (DNI), there is
now a comprehensive intelligence com-
munity plan that focuses on hiring a
more diverse workforce to address the
critical need for variety in languages,
backgrounds, and skills. He has also
appointed a chief of equal employment
opportunity and diversity, and has
agreed to a set of wide-ranging rec-
ommendations that the diversity sen-
ior advisory panel made in their report:
“Diversity: A National Security Imper-
ative for the Intelligence Community.”

The Director of National Intelligence
is also establishing ‘“‘joint duty’ as a
requirement for promotion to senior
positions. This is imperative in trans-
forming the culture to increase inte-
gration and a collaborative nature
among agencies. It will also reduce
““‘stovepipe’” mentalities which ham-
pered collection efforts pre-9/11. These
are important reforms, Mr. Speaker,
and good initiatives that have been un-
dertaken to address the human re-
sources challenges facing the intel-
ligence community. I look forward to



April 24, 2007

seeing the outcome of these reforms,
and hope to see even more innovative
programs to strengthen our human in-
telligence capabilities.

One of the critical lapses identified
after September 11, particularly by the
9/11 Commission report, was the poor
information sharing among agencies
and departments. Recently there have
been some improvements in this area.
The National CounterTerrorism Cen-
ter, NCTC, recently published a report
entitled “NCTC and Information Shar-
ing: Five Years Since 9/11, a Progress
Report.”” The NCTC reports that today,
following many reforms, analysts have
access to dozens of networks and infor-
mation systems that they were pre-
viously denied. This access is across in-
telligence, law enforcement, military,
and homeland security communities.
This enormous increase of the amount
of information, while ultimately bene-
ficial, also raised the concern of be-
coming overwhelmed by the flood of
this new information. Therefore, the
NCTC is continuously exploring new
technologies to help analysts manage
these volumes of terrorism-related
data.

The NCTC also reports that they host
communitywide video teleconferences
three times a day to ensure awareness
of ongoing operations and emerging
threats. Participants in these video
teleconferences can correct misunder-
standings, compare notes, and share
best practice ideas to enhance the ca-
pabilities of all involved. Mr. Speaker,
this is a vital component to the ability
to detect and respond effectively in
real time to emerging terrorism
threats.

They have also created an online
counterterrorism library allowing non-
intelligence community agencies easier
access to counterterrorism informa-
tion. This library today hosts over 6,000
users, 6 million documents, and has
over 60 departments and agencies that
contribute information to its files.

Finally, the ODNI has reformed over-
seas collection efforts among agencies,
focusing collection efforts on the stat-
ed needs and goals of the policymakers
receiving the intelligence products. In
a March 4 press release from the public
affairs of the Office of Director of Na-
tional Intelligence, ‘“The intelligence
community has strengthened the qual-
ity of intelligence provided to policy-
makers through initiatives like the
mission managers concept. Among the
most experienced in the intelligence
community, mission managers have
highly developed analytical and collec-
tion management skills and they focus
on the topics of highest interest to our
policymakers. This strategy allows the
intelligence community to identify col-
lection gaps and address resources to
cover those gaps, ensuring analysts
have the required information to sup-
port policy decisionmakers.”” They
have also streamlined production of
National Intelligence Council (NIC)
products, increasing output and mini-
mizing delays in production time. They
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have included both more effective ex-
planation behind judgments and the in-
clusion of alternative views of ana-
lysts, to incorporate a wide range of
opinions and combat the dangers aris-
ing from ‘‘group think.”

I look forward to monitoring the
progress of these important first steps.
However, it is vital that we maintain
our momentum. As Director McConnell
stated in his swearing-in speech, ‘‘Tak-
ing advantage of these advances in
technology, today’s threats move at in-
creasing speeds. The time needed to de-
velop a terrorist plot, communicated
around the globe, and put it into mo-
tion has been drastically reduced. The
time line is no longer a calendar, it is
a watch.”

———

THE REAL FILTHY SECRET
BEHIND THE COAL ADS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. RAHALL) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 4 min-
utes.

CHAIRWOMAN JUANITA MILLENDER-MCDONALD

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I join
with my colleagues in the words of
mourning and celebration of the life of
our late colleague, Juanita Millender-
McDonald. She was a leader on many
issues as we have heard stated already.
And foremost among those in my opin-
ion was her leadership and her vision
as the first African American female
chairman of a major committee here
on Capitol Hill. She had a plan for how
this City on a Hill would operate in a
more smooth and efficient manner.
And while she may not be with us to
see that vision carried out, it is my
hope that we will carry it out in mem-
ory of her. So to her husband and to
her children and to her grandchildren,
I hope that her memories will serve as
a source of inner strength, inspiration,
courage and love for the rest of their
lives.

Mr. Speaker, on another subject, if I
might, over the last few weeks, a series
of anti-coal advertisements sponsored
by a group called the Clean Sky Coali-
tion have been running in prominent
publications, such as the Wall Street
Journal, the Washington Post, and
other publications that we in this body
come to rely upon each day and view
each day. These ads feature photos of
people whose faces are smeared with
coal dust and the headline reads, ‘‘Face
It, Coal Is Filthy.” Indeed, there have
been bumper sticker handouts on the
streets of Washington, DC, stating that
same phrase.

But the real filthy secret here is that
the people depicted in these ads are not
our Nation’s coal miners but they are
Hollywood models, and the ads are not
being financed by environmental
groups as one might be led to believe
by the title of Clean Sky Coalition but,
rather, these ads are primarily being fi-
nanced by elements of the natural gas
industry, including Chesapeake Energy
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Corporation headquartered in OKkla-
homa City. These ads are despicable
and so is this so-called Clean Sky Coa-
lition. The sponsors are not being
truthful and they would have you to
believe that it is merely environmental
groups leading this campaign. The
filthy secret is that this ad campaign is
about market share. It’s about profits.
It’s about one segment of the energy
industry trying to bamboozle the gen-
eral public and policymakers to sell
more of its product.

And the filthy secret is that these
ads completely ignore the tremendous
progress being made to burn coal clean-
ly and ignore the national security in-
terests of this country. The only truth
here is that these ads are an insult, an
absolute insult to the hardworking
men and women who go beneath this
Nation’s bowels each and every day to
produce the energy that provides for
this Nation’s electricity.

——————

CHAIRWOMAN JUANITA
MILLENDER-McDONALD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 4, 2007, the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. JEFFERSON) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 2%
minutes.

Mr. JEFFERSON. I thank the Chair.

A 17th century poet John Donne
speaks to death thusly: ‘“Death be not
proud,” he says, ‘“‘though some have
called you mighty and dreadful, for
thou art not so. And those thou
thinkest thy doth overthrow die not,
poor death. A short sleep past, we wake
eternally and death shall be no more.”

This is the confidence in her Chris-
tian faith with which our sister, Jua-
nita Millender-McDonald, lived and
with which she passed from this earth.
This is what she meant when she told
her family that she was going home.
This is what we saw and at which we
marveled as we observed her peace on
display in the final hours that she
worked amongst us, giving not a hint
of distress or brokenheartedness or loss
of confidence. Her grace and elegance
in her final months and years when she
knew well her earthly fate is a lesson
in how to live and how to leave this life
for those of us who still live on this
side.

Chairwoman Juanita Millender-
McDonald was serious about her work.
I had the pleasure of finding this out
firsthand when I was Chair of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus Foundation
and Juanita was chair of the CBCF’s
annual legislative weekend. She helped
to organize this event, which drew over
40,000 African American leaders to
Washington, with great attention to
detail, taxing all of us—sometimes we
thought then too much—to meet our
responsibilities and on time. But the
result was a magnificent event her-
alded by all of us as one of our very
best. This House got only a glimpse of
her profound organizational skills as
she had the chance to serve us only a
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short time in her post as Chair of the
Committee on House Administration.
It would have been wonderful for we
who work here and for our Nation if we
had been privileged to see more.

As it is now, we welcome our sister to
her rest in the bosom of her Lord and
we pray for comfort and peace for
James, her husband, and their five chil-
dren and grandchildren, and we thank
her for her friendship and commitment
to the House, to her constituents, and
to her country. She served us proudly
and well, and she will be well remem-
bered.

———

RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 15
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until noon.

——
O 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Ms. SOLIS) at noon.

———
PRAYER

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

In the end it is faith that proves vic-
torious. Days come and go. Wars and
famine cry out for justice, charity and
peace. It is faith which helps us all re-
spond to every call. It is faith that
strengthens Your people for the strug-
gle and, in the end, brings promise be-
yond the sacrifice.

Lord God, as faith inspired the apos-
tles and martyrs and all who have gone
before us, let living faith now find ex-
pression in us through acts of love that
will excite hope, especially in the
hearts of the poor and the fragile.

Help the Members of Congress and all
Americans make decisions today that
will build a justice that will not fail to-
morrow. With faith, enable them to set
aside goods of the present moment in
the hope of attaining eternal good.
With faith, it is possible to hope to
change the present for the future.

We pray for the Honorable Juanita
Millender-McDonald and all Your serv-
ants who have served You and Your
people in public service. With faith,
they can leave this place and find in
You eternal reward. The free children
of God are always on the move, both
now and forever.

Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

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

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

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

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

Mr. POE led the Pledge of Allegiance
as follows:

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

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate agreed to the following
resolution:

S. RES. 175

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with
profound sorrow and deep regret the an-
nouncement of the death of the Honorable
Juanita Millender-McDonald, late a Rep-
resentative from the State of California.

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate
these resolution to the House of Representa-
tives and transmit an enrolled copy thereof
to the family of the deceased.

Resolved, That when the Senate adjourns or
recesses today, it stand adjourned or re-
cessed as a further mark of respect to the
memory of the late Representative.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed without amendment
a bill of the House of the following
title:

H.R. 1681. An act to amend the Congres-
sional Charter of The American National
Red Cross to modernize its governance struc-
ture, to enhance the ability of the board of
governors of The American National Red
Cross to support the critical mission of The
American National Red Cross in the 21st cen-
tury, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 96-388, as
amended by Public Law 97-84 and Pub-
lic Law 106-292, the Chair, on behalf of
the President pro tempore, appoints
the following Senators to the United
States Holocaust Memorial Council for
the One Hundred and Tenth Congress:

The Senator from Utah (Mr. HATCH).

The Senator from Minnesota (Mr.
COLEMAN).

The message also announced that
pursuant to the provisions of S. Res.
105 (adopted April 13, 1989), as amended
by S. Res. 149 (adopted October 5, 1993),
as amended by Public Law 105-275, fur-
ther amended by S. Res. 75 (adopted
March 25, 1999), amended by S. Res. 383
(adopted October 27, 2000), and amended
by S. Res. 355 (adopted November 13,
2002), and further amended by S. Res.
480 (adopted November 20, 2004), the
Chair, on behalf of the Republican
Leader, announces the appointment of
the following Senators to serve as
members of the Senate National Secu-
rity Working Group for the One Hun-
dred and Tenth Congress:

The Senator from Mississippi (Mr.
COCHRAN), Co-Chairman.

The Senator from Arizona (Mr. KYL),
Administrative Co-Chairman.

The Senator from Kentucky (Mr.
MCCONNELL), Co-Chairman.

The Senator from Mississippi (Mr.
LoTT), Co-Chairman.
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DEMOCRATS’ IRAQ SUPPLE-
MENTAL BILL DENIES PRESI-
DENT AN OPEN COMMITMENT
AND BLANK CHECK

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

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Madam Speak-
er, this week Congress will vote on an
emergency war spending conference re-
port that fully funds the war and our
troops, and yet the President is still
threatening a veto. The President’s
problem with the bill is Congress’
strong message that we are not going
to allow the war to go on indefinitely.

In years past, the President has dealt
with Republican-controlled Congresses,
which simply rubber-stamped his re-
quests, despite countless mistakes in
Iraq. Last November, the American
people demanded a change.

Last month the Congress acted and
brought a serious change to our policy
in Iraq. We demanded that the Iraqi
Government meet the political and
economic benchmarks that the Presi-
dent himself outlined earlier this year
and set timelines for withdrawal if
those benchmarks are not met.

Defense Secretary Gates himself, last
week, said that the timelines we passed
here in Congress and the pressure that
our legislation exerts on the Iraqi Gov-
ernment is having a positive impact.
Our legislation is already impacting
the events in Iraq. The President
should allow this to continue by recon-
sidering his threat to veto the legisla-
tion.

THE IRAQ SUPPLEMENTAL

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

Mr. GINGREY. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today on behalf of our troops who
are still waiting for critical funding
needed to fight the war on terror. I
want to make sure the American peo-
ple understand what is happening with
legislation that provides money for our
soldiers.

Instead of passing a clean bill the
President could sign into law, the
Democrats chose to pass a political
statement that ties troop funding to
arbitrary withdrawal deadlines, and
it’s loaded with earmarks. The Demo-
crats have even dragged their feet on
their own legislation, taking a 2-week
recess without funding our troops and
spending another week in Washington
bickering over a bill that they know
that the President will veto.

Why are we playing politics with
money for our soldiers? Our troops
can’t win this war with political rhet-
oric. They need money, they need sup-
plies, and they have been waiting over
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70 days since the President made the
request. I call on this House to pass a
clean bill, get it to the President’s
desk, so we can give our war fighters
the tools that they need to achieve vic-
tory.

——
SCHIP

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

Mr. CARNEY. Madam Speaker, I rise
today in support of the SCHIP, the
State Children’s Health Insurance Pro-
gram.

My home State of Pennsylvania is a
model for this widely successful pro-
gram. Our distinguished former Gov-
ernor, the late Robert P. Casey, knew
how important it was for Pennsylva-
nia’s children to have access to qual-
ity, affordable health care.

By meeting the health care needs of
our children, we are better preparing
them to be healthy adults. Numerous
studies have shown that children with
health insurance perform better in
school and have higher attendance
rates. Every child deserves a chance to
grow up healthy and strong.

As the proud father of five, I know
personally how important it is to have
access to doctors, pharmacists and hos-
pitals that your family can trust. Un-
fortunately, not all families have this
security. Children without insurance
are sometimes forced to delay treat-
ment or put off preventive care en-
tirely.

Our working families deserve better
quality health care for their children.
This is not a partisan issue. Rather,
providing our children with health care
should be a top priority for this Con-
gress. Since its enactment in 1997,
SCHIP has been enormously successful
in reducing the number of uninsured
children across the country.

——

HEALTH CARE SOLUTIONS WITH
CREATIVE FEDERALISM

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

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, this week is ‘“Cover the Unin-
sured Week,” highlighting the fact
that the health and well-being of our
Nation’s future is at stake.

Over 45 million Americans will be
without health insurance at some point
during this year. It’s past time that
Washington helps find real solutions to
this very real problem. With colleagues
on both sides of the aisle, and in the
House and Senate, we have introduced
legislation that will begin to take a
meaningful approach to bringing down
the cost of health care and help cover
all Americans.

The Health Partnership through Cre-
ative Federalism Act, H.R. 506, empow-
ers individual States and regions to de-
velop unique solutions to fit the needs
of their citizens. We are fighting to put
the needs of patients first.
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Unlike many other proposals, our re-
form rejects a one-size-fits-all model.
The inflexibility of such an antiquated
approach has continually proven inef-
fective in addressing individual health
care needs. Working together, we can
find a way to provide health care cov-
erage for all Americans, so that Amer-
ican families will have a brighter and
healthier future.

———

AMERICANS WITHOUT HEALTH
INSURANCE

(Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas asked and was given permission
to address the House for 1 minute.)

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, I rise to ad-
dress my concerns for the 5.4 million
Texans who are without health insur-
ance. Nearly 25 percent of Texans are
uninsured. That’s the highest rate in
the entire country. The irony is that
Dallas and other cities have great
health care networks.

The problem is that of access to care.
In Dallas, there are many examples of
health care excellence, including Park-
land Memorial Hospital, Baylor Uni-
versity Medical Center, Methodist
Medical Center, UT Southwestern Med-
ical School, the Dallas Veterans Ad-
ministration Medical Center, and oth-
ers.

However, the price of insurance is
robbing Texans of access to the appro-
priate medical care. Emergency rooms
are overcrowded. Only half of Texas
children are covered by employment-
based insurance.

We must fix the problem of the unin-
sured. Affordable, accessible health
care coverage should be available to
every American. Health care should
not be a cash cow for the insurance
companies.

————

THE WAR IN IRAQ

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

Mr. PENCE. Madam Speaker, as
President Bush said yesterday, this is a
tough time in Iraq.

This week our Congress will hear
from our commander in Baghdad, Gen-
eral David Petraeus, here on Capitol
Hill. T suspect we will hear what I
heard from General Petraeus on the
streets of Baghdad just 3 weeks ago.
That is, despite a wave of recent insur-
gent bombing, this war is not lost.

In fact, because of the President’s
surge and the brave conduct of our
forces and the Iraqi forces, we are mak-
ing modest progress in Iraq. In Bagh-
dad, despite recent bombings, sectarian
violence is down. Baghdad is not safe,
but it is safer because of the presence
of more than two dozen U.S. and Iraqi
joint operating centers, and now more
than 20 Sunni sheiks across the Al
Anbar Province have united together
to oppose the insurgency and al Qaeda.

I truly believe that we are making
progress because of the President’s
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surge. This war is not lost. The Amer-
ican people know in their hearts that
victory is our only option.

Let’s give General Petraeus a willing
ear, the time and the resources and the
authority to secure a victory for free-
dom in Iraq, for ourselves and our pos-
terity.

———

EQUAL PAY DAY

(Mrs. MALONEY of New York asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Madam
Speaker, today we observe Equal Pay
Day, the day that indicates just how
far into each year a woman must work
to earn as much as a man earned in the
previous year.

Women are more highly educated and
productive than ever, yet these gains
have not yet translated into equal pay
across the board. A Government Ac-
countability Office study that JOHN
DINGELL and I sponsored showed that
when occupation, marital status, job
tenure, industry and race are ac-
counted for, women still earn eighty
cents for every dollar men earn.

This wage gap extends across all in-
come levels and occupations, and it’s
even wider for minority women. There
is no excuse for this gap between men
and women. Both men and women must
feed their families and pay their rent.
Let’s pass the Paycheck Fairness Act
and close the gender wage gap for good.

———

VICTIMS SHOULD BE SEEN AND
HEARD

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

Mr. POE. Madam Speaker, to support
National Crime Victims Week, the
Washington Post printed an opinion
piece submitted by a criminal defense
lawyer that belittled victims of crime,
implying that victims are what is
wrong with the criminal justice system
and our society.

It seems the op-ed writer does not be-
lieve the criminal justice system
should pay any attention to victims.
To him, crime victims should not be
seen and not heard. However, the same
Constitution that protects defendants
also protects victims of crime.

Justice is viewed as a scale, a bal-
ance. As a former judge, I always bal-
anced the rights of defendants with the
rights of society to be safe and the
rights of crime victims. A court of law
is to seek justice, justice for defend-
ants and justice for victims.

Sometimes defendants don’t want
justice, especially the guilty ones.
They think it’s Burger King, where
they can have it their way. But justice
is not having it your way. It’s doing
the right thing for the right reason.
The right thing is for victims to be
heard and present in our courts of law,
and then let the courts weigh the
rights of the defendants and victims to
achieve justice so that we can have lib-
erty and justice for all.
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And that’s just the way it is.

——————

IRAQ TIMETABLE AND FUNDING

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

Mr. McNERNEY. Madam Speaker,
this Congress remains committed to
forging a new direction in Iraq. Over-
whelmingly, the American people sup-
port our plan to establish important
benchmarks and a responsible time-
table to redeploy the troops.

Yet, the President has threatened to
veto our legislation, even though it en-
sures our troops have everything they
need, and for our veterans when they
return home. However, just last week,
Defense Secretary Robert Gates said,
and I quote: The debate in Congress has
been helpful in demonstrating to the
Iraqis that American patience is lim-
ited.

Mr. Gates went on to say that the
strong feelings expressed in the Con-
gress about the timetable probably has
had a positive impact on commu-
nicating to the Iraqis that this is not
an open-ended commitment. To ensure
that the Iraqis step up and take con-
trol of their own country, we must con-
tinue to demonstrate that the Amer-
ican people will not stand for an open-
ended commitment of American re-
sources or personnel.

——
0 1215

INTERNATIONAL SOLID WASTE IM-
PORTATION AND MANAGEMENT
ACT

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

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Speaker,
since 1992, Michigan has not been able
to control the millions of tons of trash
entering our State from Canada, and
the problem continues. Every day, over
400 trucks from Canada dump trash
into our State. These trucks come bar-
reling across the border without in-
spection and examination, raising a
viable national security threat.

At this time, our State government
has almost no say in whether or not
Michigan should accept the over 4 mil-
lion tons of trash and hazardous waste
from Canada every year. Michigan in-
stituted laws banning Canadian trash
in 1988, but the Supreme Court struck
down these laws a mere 4 years later
and ruled that Congress has not grant-
ed such authority to our State.

For too long, Michigan has had its
hands tied by the Federal Government,
and it is time to let the decisions about
the integrity and the safety of our land
be made by those who inhabit the land.
As a proud cosponsor of H.R. 518, I urge
my colleagues to support the Inter-
national Solid Waste Importation and
Management Act and empower Michi-
gan to make certain the beauty and
safety of our land remains intact for
generations of Michiganders to enjoy
in the future.
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HOUSE DEMOCRATS LOOK TO
COVER SOME OF OUR NATION’S
UNINSURED BY EXPANDING
SCHIP PROGRAM

(Ms. HOOLEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1

minute.)
Ms. HOOLEY. Madam Speaker, last
month the Democratic Congress

showed the commitment to expanding
health care coverage to millions of
children who are currently uninsured.
In our budget for the upcoming fiscal
year, we included a $50 billion funding
increase for the SCHIP program so that
we can provide health to millions of ad-
ditional children.

After SCHIP was created 10 years
ago, the number of uninsured children
began to fall every year. But last year,
for the first time since 1998, the num-
ber of uninsured actually went up.

As we recognize Cover the Uninsured
Week, it is important to highlight the
growing number of families without ac-
cess to affordable health insurance and
the need for this Congress to strength-
en SCHIP now. For 6 long years, this
problem of the growing number of un-
insured has been ignored. This new
Democratic Congress will not ignore
the problem. We are committed to ex-
panding health insurance to millions of
children who need insurance, and our
budget gives us the opportunity to
achieve this worthy goal this year.

———

REJECT THE IRAQ EMERGENCY
FUNDING BILL

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

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker,
this week the House will once again
take up an Iraq emergency funding bill
which is seriously flawed and should be
rejected.

Having 535 politicians attempt to
micromanage the war on terror from
atop Capitol Hill is a recipe for dis-
aster. This Congress should not be
telegraphing our war strategy to the
enemy and setting arbitrary timetables
for withdrawal, nor should we be tying
the hands of our Commander in Chief
and military leaders on the ground.

Iraq has become a central battlefield
on the war on terror, not because we
say so0, but because the terrorists
themselves have declared Iraq to be the
central front for their global jihad.
Therefore, it is vital that we win the
war and achieve success in Iraq. To do
so, this Congress must reject efforts to
micromanage the war and give the
Iraqi new strategy opportunity to suc-
ceed.

HONORING MR. DAVID
HALBERSTAM

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

Mr. COHEN. Madam Speaker, yester-
day a great American died, David
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Halberstam. We had a mutual friend,
and through that I got to know Mr.
Halberstam. He chronicled and wrote
and reported the events of the last half
of the 20th century. He saw truth, he
spoke truth, and he wrote truth; and he
gained his first fame at the age of 30
when he received a Pulitzer Prize for
reporting about a quagmire known as
Vietnam, a misdirection of American
energies in foreign policies that led us
to lose over 30,000 lives and many cas-
ualties in a great blunder under Amer-
ican foreign policy. We have a similar
situation today in Iraq, another mis-
taken folly, and lives are being lost.

Madam Speaker, I would hope that
we could speak truth to power, and
that power would know that the Con-
gress is giving the President a bill to
support the troops, to bring the troops
home and support them by seeing that
they are not put in harm’s way, and
that the President will support the bill
that the Congress gives him.

We have lost a great leader in Mr.
Halberstam, and may the truth and
knowledge that he brought to this
country be imbued in this House and in
executive leadership where another
politician along with the 535 here
serve.

————
PASS A CLEAN BILL

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Madam Speaker,
the liberal leadership of this Congress
put the lives of our soldiers in the field
in a very difficult, very difficult posi-
tion. When they passed the supple-
mental bill earlier this month, they
loaded it up with pork. Actually, the
bill sounds more like a shopping list.
There is money for spinach and for fish
and for peanut storage. A lot of pork,
and it is something that does not do a
service to our military.

But what the leadership did was to
make an offer that couldn’t be refused
to a lot of Members. They claim to sup-
port the military, but in the bill what
they are doing is tying the hands of the
military by inserting a timetable for
withdrawal and taking the power away
from the commanders in the field. Ma-
jority Senate leader HARRY REID didn’t
help when he considered that the war
was lost. That is the message that he is
sending to our troops and to the terror-
ists alike, that everybody ought to give
up.

American citizens need to ask them-
selves, is defeat an option? What would
happen if we were to leave?

What we need to do is let the soldiers
do their jobs, us do ours, pass a clean
bill, and send it to the President.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
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today on motions to suspend 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.

———

PRESERVATION APPROVAL PROC-
ESS IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 2007

Ms. BEAN. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1675) to suspend the requirements
of the Department of Housing and
Urban Development regarding elec-
tronic filing of previous participation
certificates and regarding filing of such
certificates with respect to certain
low-income housing investors.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1675

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 ‘‘Preservation
Approval Process Improvement Act of 2007’.
SEC. 2. SUSPENSION OF ELECTRONIC FILING RE-

QUIREMENT.

The Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment shall—

(1) suspend mandatory processing of Pre-
vious Participation Certificates (form HUD-
25630) under the Department of Housing and
Urban Development’s Automated Partners
Performance System (APPS) and permit
paper filings of such certificates until such
time that the Secretary—

(A) revises the December 2006 draft pro-
posed regulations under subpart H of part 200
of title 24, Code of Federal Regulations, to
eliminate the unnecessary burdens and dis-
incentives for program participants; and

(B) submits such revised draft proposed
regulations to the Committee on Financial
Services of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs of the Senate for review by
such Committees; and

(2) suspend immediately all filing require-
ments under the Previous Participation Cer-
tificate process with respect to limited li-
ability corporate investors who own or ex-
pect to own an interest in entities which are
allowed or are expected to be allowed low-in-
come housing tax credits under section 42 of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Illinois (Ms. BEAN) and the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. NEUGEBAUER) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Illinois.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. BEAN. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this legislation and to insert
extraneous material thereon.

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

There was no objection.

Ms. BEAN. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The Preservation Approval Process
Improvement Act of 2007, introduced by

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

myself and Representative GILLMOR,
was recently reported out of the Com-
mittee on Financial Services without
objection, and I am pleased it is being
given consideration on the House floor
today. In addition to expressing my ap-
preciation to Chairman FRANK, Rank-
ing Member BACHUS, and Housing Sub-
committee Chairwoman WATERS, I
would especially like to thank my col-
league from Ohio (Mr. GILLMOR) in
moving this bill forward and his efforts
to address the regulatory barriers im-
pacting the investment in affordable
housing.

I am also very appreciative of the ex-
pert assistance provided by the House
Financial Services Committee staff, in-
cluding Jeff Riley and Cindy Chetti,
who have been working on this issue
for more than 1% years.

H.R. 1675 will reduce burdens caused
by HUD’s unnecessarily complex regu-
lation of its previous participation re-
porting requirements, known as the
2530 process.

Written many years ago when small
mom-and-pop companies were invest-
ing in affordable housing, HUD’s regu-
lations governing the 2530 process are
no longer in sync with the type of real
estate transactions being conducted
today. As a result, when applied to the
more typical investor of today, these
regulations impose huge administra-
tive and regulatory hurdles. The appli-
cation of these cumbersome regula-
tions was made worse last summer
when HUD automated the 2530 process
using an electronic system known as
APPS. In addition to being difficult to
navigate, the APPS system experiences
technical difficulties almost daily and
has led to a number of security
breaches involving personal data.

As a result, H.R. 1675 will suspend the
requirement that 2530 filings be done
through HUD’s electronic APPS sys-
tem. Participants may choose to con-
tinue to use APPS, but HUD must per-
mit other participants to submit 2530
paper filings. The suspension of HUD’s
requirement that all filings be done
through APPS will continue until HUD
revises the 2530 rules to eliminate un-
necessary burdens and disincentives for
all participants. The revised regula-
tions are to be submitted to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services as well as
to the Senate Banking Committee for
review.

Further, the bill requires the HUD
Secretary to immediately suspend all
filing requirements under the previous
participation process for limited liabil-
ity corporate investors owning an in-
terest in entities that receive low-in-
come housing tax credits. Limited 1li-
ability corporate investors have no
operational control over properties and
pose no risk to the Department. The
investors are simply providing much
needed capital to build affordable hous-
ing for low-income Americans, and
such investment should not be inad-
vertently discouraged by outdated,
burdensome regulations.

I submit for printing in the RECORD a
letter addressed to Chairman FRANK
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and Representative BACHUS from near-
1y 30 organizations endorsing this legis-
lation, including the National Associa-
tion of Realtors, National Multi-Hous-
ing Council, the National Association
of State and Local Equity Funds, and
many more.

It is time for us to bring a common-
sense approach to affordable housing.
In passing this bill we will be taking an
important step toward encouraging in-
vestment in such housing options and
reducing unnecessary regulatory road-
blocks.

MARCH 27, 2007.
Hon. BARNEY FRANK,
Chairman, House Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, Washington, DC.
Hon. SPENCER BACHUS,
Ranking Member, House Committee on Finan-
cial Services, Washington, DC.

DEAR SIRS: We are writing to express our
support for H.R. 1675, the Preservation Ap-
proval Process Improvement Act of 2007, in-
troduced by Congresswoman BEAN and Con-
gressman GILLMOR on March 26, 2007. This
legislation is very important to ensuring
continued investment in safe, affordable
rental housing.

The Preservation Approval Process Im-
provement Act will reduce unnecessary and
onerous HUD filing requirements for pur-
poses of participating in HUD programs. The
current requirements, under the HUD 2530
filing process, are discouraging investment
in affordable housing.

HUD’s current 2530 Previous Participation
Review process is intended as a risk assess-
ment tool, but has, in fact, been a barrier to
housing development and preservation. The
current regulations and the accompanying
electronic system that processes 25630 submis-
sions do not take into account the complex-
ities of today’s real estate transactions. The
reporting requirements are unduly burden-
some and offer no additional benefit to HUD.

Presently, investors who represent more
than half of the investment in the Low-In-
come Housing Tax Credit program have
elected not to invest in HUD multifamily
properties if such investment would subject
them to the 2530 filing requirements. Inves-
tors have reduced their share of investments
to below 25 percent in any property, or fund
of properties, so as to not trigger the unduly
burdensome requirements.

With the assistance of many members of
the House Committee on Financial Services,
we have been working with HUD for more
than a year to try to resolve this issue. The
Preservation Approval Process Improvement
Act is a significant step toward reducing fil-
ing burdens and requires immediate useful
action from HUD, whose previous response
has been contrary to the goals of encour-
aging investment in affordable rental hous-
ing.

Our organizations strongly support this
legislation to reduce filing burdens for, and
encourage investment in, affordable rental
housing. Please contact Francine E. Fried-
man, Affordable Housing Tax Credit Coali-
tion, 202-955-1536, or Denise B. Muha, Na-
tional Leased Housing Association, 202-785—
8888, with any questions or concerns.

Affordable Housing Tax Credit Coalition

American Association of Homes and Services
for the Aging

Bank of America

Barker Management Incorporated

Boston Capital Corporation

California Council for Affordable Housing

California Housing Partnership Corporation

CharterMac Capital LLC

Council for Rural Housing and Development

G.G. MacDonald Companies



H3788

Housing Advisory Group

Institute for Responsible Housing Preserva-
tion

Institute of Real Estate Management

The John Stewart Company

Local Initiatives Support Corporation

Mortgage Bankers Association

National Apartment Association

National Association of Affordable Housing
Lenders

National Association of Home Builders

National Association of Realtors

National Association of State and Local Eq-
uity Funds

National Housing Conference

National Housing Trust/Enterprise Preserva-
tion Corporation

National Leased Housing Association

National Multi Housing Council

PNC MultiFamily Capital

The Related Companies of California

Stewards of Affordable Housing for the Fu-
ture

Texas Affiliation of Affordable Housing Pro-
viders

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

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

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 1675, the Preservation Approval
Process Improvement Act of 2007, in-
troduced by Representative MELISSA
BEAN, Financial Institution Sub-
committee Ranking Member PAUL
GILLMOR, and Full Committee Chair-
man BARNEY FRANK.

1675 addresses problems with HUD’s
processing of previous participation
certificate or HUD’s form 2530 under
HUD’s automated partners perform-
ances system.

Specifically, this legislation suspends
the electronic filing requirement for
the previous participation certificates
and the filing requirements of these
certificates for certain low-income
housing investors. Form 2530 has been
used for many years to ascertain the
prior record of participants in certain
HUD programs. This enabled HUD to
refuse to do business with participants
who have not previously carried out
their obligations. However, passive in-
vestor disclosure requirements have
created problems for private individ-
uals and groups who wish to partici-
pate in the construction and preserva-
tion of affordable housing through the
low-income housing tax credit pro-

ram.

The 2530 process is designed to review
principals, including any limited part-
ner, with a 25 percent or greater inter-
est in property. These rules were devel-
oped long before low-income housing
tax credit programs were actually cre-
ated. Low-income housing tax credit
deals with the typical investors or in-
stitutions, that is, publicly traded and
regulated national and multi-national
financial institutions, including gov-
ernment sponsored enterprises whose
reputation is well established.

Under the 2530 process, officers, di-
rectors, and stockholders with 10 per-
cent or greater holdings are required to
submit their names, Social Security
numbers, as well as their individual
and prior record with HUD. Industry
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groups have objected to these disclo-
sure requirements as they are passive
investor partners and are not involved
in the construction, maintenance, and
operation of the property. They claim
that these reporting requirements are
costly, time intensive, and deter in-
vestment in affordable housing. Inves-
tors developers, syndicators, and oth-
ers have contacted HUD to ask that
passive investors be exempted from fil-
ing with HUD.

In December 2005, former Chairman
Oxley requested that HUD extend the
opportunity for paper filing, and asked
HUD to explain why passive investors
should be required to file. HUD allowed
the paper filing until June 30, 2006. In
December 2006, after repeated inquiries
from the Financial Services Committee
and requests from interested parties to
provide relief, HUD sent the committee
a proposal that, according to the indus-
try, made filing more burdensome in
many respects.

On December 21, 2006, noting that
HUD’s applications for 2530 filing re-
quirements have become broad and
overreaching and, in some cases, un-
necessarily delayed or even prevented
HUD transactions that were beneficial
to people in need of housing, Chairman
FRANK, Ranking Member BACHUS,
Chairman WATERS, and Chairman
Oxley asked HUD to discuss the matter
further with interested parties before
taking any action on the proposed rule.
Since then, however, HUD has not
taken any overt action to amend the
proposal.

H.R. 1675, the Preservation Approval
Process Improvement Act of 2007, re-
quires that HUD take action to allevi-
ate the concerns mentioned above in
order to encourage private sector par-
ticipation in affordable housing pro-
grams.

HUD’s current 2530 previous partici-
pation review process is intended as a
risk assessment tool, but in many ways
has been a barrier with housing preser-
vation because the current regulations
in the accompanying electronic system
that process 25630 submissions do not re-
flect the complexity of today’s real es-
tate transactions. The reporting re-
quirements are unduly burdensome and
offer no additional benefit to HUD.

To this end, H.R. 1675 requires that
HUD suspend mandatory previous par-
ticipation filings through the APPS
computer program, and that it allow
paper filing until HUD submits to Con-
gress a revised draft that would elimi-
nate unnecessary filing burdens.

In addition, this legislation elimi-
nates the requirement to file a 2530
form for passive investors who expect
to own entities that are allowed or ex-
pected to be allowed in low-income
housing tax credits.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation.

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

0 1230

Ms. BEAN. I have no further requests
for time, and I reserve the balance of
our time.
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Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker,
I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. BEAN. Madam Speaker, I would
just say this is a bill where we had
strong bipartisan support, and while
technology didn’t work in the case of
the APPS system, bipartisanship did.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms.
BEAN) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 1675.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

NATIVE AMERICAN HOME OWNER-
SHIP OPPORTUNITY ACT OF 2007

Mr. BOREN. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1676) to reauthorize the program
of the Secretary of Housing and Urban
Development for loan guarantees for
Indian housing.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1676

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 ‘‘Native
American Home Ownership Opportunity Act
of 2007,

SEC. 2. LOAN GUARANTEES FOR NATIVE AMER-
ICAN HOUSING.

Section 184(i) of the Housing and Commu-
nity Development Act of 1992 (12 U.S.C.
1715z-13a(i)) is amended as follows:

(1) OUTSTANDING AGGREGATE LIMITATION.—
In paragraph (56)(C), by striking ‘‘fiscal years
1997 through 2007’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years
2008 through 2012,

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In
paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘fiscal years 1997
through 2007’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 2008
through 2012,

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Oklahoma.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BOREN. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this legislation and to insert
extraneous material thereon.

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

There was no objection.

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

Madam Speaker, I rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 1676, the Native American
Home Ownership Opportunity Act of
2007, reauthorizing the section 184 In-
dian Loan Program.

Madam Speaker, I thank Chairman
FRANK and Subcommittee Chairwoman
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WATERS for their hard work in making
this legislation a priority and recog-
nizing the importance of the section
184 program.

This program offers home ownership,
property rehabilitation, new construc-
tion and refinance opportunities for
Native Americans. The primary pur-
pose of the section 184 program is a 100
percent loan guarantee program for
Native American families seeking
home ownership who are members of
participating tribes; 196 federally rec-
ognized tribes participate in this pro-
gram, including 24 tribes from my
home State of Oklahoma. Therefore,
this program works by increasing home
ownership in Indian country and im-
proving the quality of life in Indian
communities. Without argument, this
program increased Native American
home ownership in Oklahoma and
throughout Indian country across the
Nation.

Section 184 is administered by the
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment’s Office of Native American
Programs, created in 1992 to address
the lack of private mortgage capital in
Indian country, and authorizing HUD
to guarantee loans made by private
lenders to Native Americans.

The section 184 program guarantees
single-family residential loans for Na-
tive American borrowers, and provides
for a 100 percent guarantee of the out-
standing principal and interest and
payment of other necessary and allow-
able expenses. The flexible under-
writing, low down payment, higher
loan limits, loan guarantee fee, and ab-
sence of income limits make this the
most affordable loan program available
to tribal areas.

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

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker,
I yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 1676, the Native American Home
Ownership Opportunity Act of 2007, in-
troduced by Congressman BOREN and
Congressman RENZI.

This important legislation authorizes
section 184 of the Housing and Commu-
nity Development Act of 1992, which es-
tablished a loan guarantee program for
Native American families, Indian
Housing Authorities and federally rec-
ognized Native American tribes.

Under current law this program is
authorized through 2007. This bill will
reauthorize the program through 2012.

Congress established this program to
provide access to private mortgage fi-
nancing for Native American families,
Indian Housing Authorities and feder-
ally recognized Native American tribes
that could not otherwise acquire hous-
ing financing because of the unique
legal status of Native American lands.

This loan guarantee under this pro-
gram is used to construct, acquire, refi-
nance or rehabilitate single-family
housing located on trust land or land
located in an Indian or an Alaska na-
tive area.
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Section 184 of the program guaran-
tees single family, one- to four-family
units, residential loans for homes lo-
cated in these Indian and Alaska na-
tive areas where land may be tribal
trust, allotted individual trust or fee
simple. HUD offers 100 percent guar-
antee on the outstanding principal and
interest and payment of necessary and
allowable expenses.

The flexible underwriting, low down
payment, higher loan limits, low guar-
antee fee and the absence of income
limits make this the most affordable
loan program available in tribal areas.

In 2007, about $6 million was appro-
priated for the loan guarantee pro-
gram. Consequently, CBO has esti-
mated that H.R. 1675 will cost about $30
million over the 2008-2012 period if ap-
propriators continue the funding at the
level similar to previous years. Enact-
ing this bill does not affect direct
spending or revenues.

Madam Speaker, this legislation was
approved by the Committee on Finan-
cial Services by voice vote, and I urge
the passage of this legislation.

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

Mr. BOREN. Madam Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker,
it is my honor at this time to yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. RENZI), who is one of the au-
thors of this legislation and someone
who has worked tirelessly for Native
American issues all across the country
and particularly in his home State of
Arizona.

Mr. RENZI. Madam Speaker, the Na-
tive American Home Ownership Oppor-
tunity Act of 2007 is an important piece
of legislation that reauthorizes this
vital section 184 Native American hous-
ing program which is operated by the
Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment.

Back in 2004, the House Financial
Services Subcommittee on Housing,
chaired by former Congressman Bob
Ney, held the first congressional hear-
ing on Native American housing in the
history of the United States Congress
on tribal lands in Tuba City, Arizona,
out west on Navajo country. And many
of the folks from both sides of the aisle
got together and went out there and
visited the Grand Canyon and got a
chance to see the Navajo Nation, the
pink stones and the sands, and they got
to visit the country and truly see the
beauty and the conditions, but also the
largest land mass of poverty in Amer-
ica, the size of West Virginia. And Bob
Ney helped make that happen. And
that hearing was important because it
brought light to the challenges that
face Native Americans when trying to
achieve home ownership.

Native Americans, as a group, have
the single lowest home ownership rate
in America, less than 25 percent. And
the problem is especially acute on the
Navajo Nation.

So this section 184 program provides
100 percent guarantees to the out-
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standing principal and interest for sin-
gle-family residential homes. And to
date, over 4,200 loans have been guaran-
teed by this program. Now everybody is
out there talking about subprime lend-
ing and the default and the fore-
closures. Only 30 loans in this Native
American program have ever been de-
faulted on, less than 1 percent. This
low rate greatly shows the efficiency of
section 184, and the program has re-
ceived the highest rating of America’s
Office of Management and Budget, even
though it doesn’t need it. This year it
is expected that the program will en-
able private lenders to finance about
1,600 new mortgages.

So I want to thank Congressman
BOREN of Oklahoma, Chairman FRANK,
who has been absolutely bipartisan and
forward-thinking in pushing housing
issues, particularly on Native Amer-
ican, Chairman WATERS and the sub-
committee, Chairman BIGGERT, and I
want to thank Bob Ney for his advo-
cacy for the poor around America and
for Native American housing. If my
colleagues don’t think this is good,
they don’t know what is good.

Mr. BOREN. Madam Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. NEUGEBAUER. Madam Speaker,
I have no further speakers, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

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

I want to thank also my friends, Con-
gressmen NEUGEBAUER from Texas and
RENZI from Arizona for their work on
this legislation and for their bipartisan
effort here.

According to HUD, 4,200 loans have
been guaranteed since the inception of
the program, totaling $517 million. As
lenders have become more comfortable
with making loans secured by land in
Indian country, interest in this pro-
gram has only increased. My home
State of Oklahoma represents 34 per-
cent of the total loans guaranteed
through section 184, thereby increasing
the number of my constituents who
have access to home ownership.

Again, I want to thank Chairman
FRANK and Subcommittee Chairwoman
WATERS for recognizing the importance
of the section 184 program in Indian
country.

Mr. BACA. Madam Speaker, | rise today to
voice my strong support for H.R. 1676, the
Native American Homeownership Opportunity
Act of 2007. This important legislation reau-
thorizes the Section 184 Indian Loan Program,
which offers home ownership, property reha-
bilitation, new construction, and refinance op-
portunities for Native Americans.

| want to thank my friend, Mr. BOREN, for
sponsoring this bill and championing this
cause which is of great significance to so
many Native families in this country.

Section 184 advances the opportunity for
Native Americans seeking homeownership
and addresses the issue of lack of mortgage
lending for homes in Indian Country.

The Section 184 program guarantees sin-
gle-family residential loans for Native Amer-
ican borrowers, thereby increasing the home-
ownership for Native Americans.
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While many Native Americans struggle to
own a home and provide for their families,
H.R. 1676 eases that burden. The program
provides a 100 percent guarantee of the out-
standing principal and interest and payment of
other necessary and allowable expenses.

Section 184 allows for many Native Ameri-
cans to become first-time homeowners. Ac-
cording to HUD, since the start of the program
roughly 4,200 loans have been guaranteed.

Almost 200 tribes participate in the Section
184 program nationwide, 31 of which are from
my home State of California.

In the Inland Empire alone, the Saboba
Band of Luiseno Indians, the Cabazon Band
of Cahulla Mission Indians and the Morongo
Band of Mission Indians have been able to
provide homeownership for many families
through this program.

H.R. 1676 will help close the homeowner-
ship gap and increase for Native Americans in
my area and all across the country. Let’s help
all Americans achieve the dream of owning a
home.

| urge my colleagues to support this impor-
tant bill.

Mr. BOREN. 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 Oklahoma (Mr.
BOREN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1676.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

EXPRESSING SENSE OF HOUSE
THAT CONGRESS SHOULD IN-
CREASE PUBLIC AWARENESS OF
CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution (H. Res. 299) expressing
the sense of the House of Representa-
tives that Congress should increase
public awareness of child abuse and ne-
glect and should continue to work with
the States to reduce the incidence of
child abuse and neglect through such
programs as the Child Welfare Services
and Promoting Safe and Stable Fami-
lies programs.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 299

Whereas child abuse and neglect continue
to pose a serious threat to our Nation’s chil-
dren;

Whereas according to the most recent an-
nual estimates, 3,600,000 children were the
subject of child abuse and neglect investiga-
tions in 2005, an increase of 462,000 children
from 2001;

Whereas more than 899,000 children were
found to be the victims of abuse and neglect
in 2005;

Whereas as of the end of 2005, approxi-
mately 513,000 children were unable to live
safely with their families and instead were
living in foster homes and institutions;

Whereas an estimated 1,460 children died
because of abuse and neglect in 2005;
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Whereas more than 75 percent of the chil-
dren who died because of abuse and neglect
in 2005 were under the age of 4;

Whereas studies have found that abused
and neglected children tend to be at least 25
percent more likely than the general popu-
lation of children to experience problems
such as delinquency, teen pregnancy, low
academic achievement, drug use, and mental
illness;

Whereas a National Institute of Justice
study indicated abuse or mneglect during
childhood increased the likelihood of arrest
as a juvenile by 59 percent and adult crimi-
nal behavior by 28 percent;

Whereas studies have found that abusive
parents often were themselves the victims of
child abuse;

Whereas it is estimated that approxi-
mately Y53 of abused and neglected children
will eventually victimize their own children;

Whereas child abuse and neglect can have
long-term economic and societal costs
through the increased use of the juvenile and
adult criminal justice systems, the increased
health care costs resulting from mental ill-
ness, substance abuse, and domestic vio-
lence, and the loss of economic productivity
due to unemployment and underemploy-
ment; and

Whereas it is appropriate to designate the
month of April, 2007 as National Child Abuse
Prevention Month: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that Congress should in-
crease public awareness of child abuse and
neglect and should continue to work with
the States to reduce the incidence of child
abuse and neglect through such programs as
the Child Welfare Services and Promoting
Safe and Stable Families programs.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT) and the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Not every child in America is raised
in a safe and loving home. More often
than we realize, children become the
victims of abuse and neglect from the
very people they should be able to
trust the most, their parents.

Today the Income Security and Fam-
ily Support Committee that I chair is
united behind this resolution to des-
ignate April as National Child Abuse
Prevention Month. Democratic Rep-
resentatives JOHN LEWIS, PETE STARK,
MICHAEL MCNULTY, KENDRICK MEEK
and Republican Representative JERRY
WELLER, the subcommittee’s ranking
member, WALLY HERGER and JON POR-
TER are cosponsors of the resolution.

Our goal in designating April as Na-
tional Child Abuse Prevention Month
is to increase public awareness of the
serious threats that child maltreat-
ment imposes on children, and to en-
courage Americans to break the cycle
of violence.

2005 is the most recent year for which
data is available from the Department
of Health and Human Services. Nine
hundred thousand children were vic-
tims of substantiated cases of abuse
and mneglect. Nearly 1,500 children,
mostly under the age of 4, died as a re-
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sult. Another half a million children
could not live safely with their parents
and were removed from the home.

Child abuse and neglect has a dev-
astating impact on the life of a child
that goes beyond the immediate phys-
ical and emotional pain that is in-
flicted on them. Children who suffer
from maltreatment are at greater risk
of developmental delays and behavioral
problems that could last a lifetime.
Child maltreatment can delay or dis-
rupt the normal cognitive development
process which, in turn, impacts aca-
demic achievement.
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Children who are the victims of abuse
and neglect tend to have lower math
scores and English grades, and they re-
peat grades more frequently than other
children. We know that poor academic
skills can lead to a child’s dropping out
of school, continuing a cycle of nega-
tive consequences that can last a life-
time.

A history of child abuse and neglect
can also disrupt the development of
skills that children use to interact
with others, such as problem-solving
and communication. These skills are
critical in stopping the development of
other serious behavior problems even
among seriously troubled youth. More-
over, victims of child abuse and neglect
tend to have greater levels of depres-
sion compared to other children. These
children are also more likely to suffer
from mental illness, experience prob-
lems with drugs, and are more likely to
become teen-age parents.

Not every child who has suffered
from abuse and neglect will experience
poor outcomes. Many maltreated chil-
dren will persevere against the odds
and find the ability to cope and even to
thrive. They could develop and main-
tain the personal characteristics that
will make them more resilient than
others. Of course, this resilience can
depend on a child’s finding a safe and
loving home to live in and access to
support systems, educational re-
sources, and health care.

These amazing kids deserve to be rec-
ognized and celebrated for their re-
markable ability to persevere over the
most difficult of circumstances and for
setting an example for other children.

In recognition of the fact that too
many of our Nation’s children will be-
come the victims of violence at the
hands of their parents and many others
are at risk of such abuse, Congress has
expressed the commitment over the
last several decades to stop child abuse
and neglect. In 1935 Congress estab-
lished the Child Welfare Services pro-
gram to provide Federal funding for a
variety of services for States to use to
protect children who are at risk of
abuse and neglect and who assist those
who have been victimized.

In 1993, Congress took another step to
protect children when it created the
Promoting Safe and Stable Families
program. This program is the largest
source of Federal funding designed to
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stop child abuse and neglect before it
starts and to support vulnerable fami-
lies who are at risk of falling into cri-
sis.

Last fall we reauthorized promoting
Safe and Stable Families on a bipar-
tisan basis, and we made a number of
key improvements. For instance, new
funding will allow us to respond to the
growing methamphetamine problem
that threatens the safety of many of
our children in communities across
America. We provided States with ad-
ditional resources to attract, train, and
retain caseworkers. We required States
to have caseworkers visit children in
foster care once a month to make sure
they are getting the proper care. And
we increased funding that is available
to the Native American community as
well.

These are only modest steps that will
strengthen our ability to prevent the
incidence of child abuse and support
vulnerable families. Certainly more
can be done, but these programs ex-
press the commitment of Congress to
protect abused and neglected children.

In recognition of Child Abuse Preven-
tion Month, I urge my colleagues to
join me in increasing public awareness
of the threat to innocent children and
to promote public policies designed to
prevent child abuse and safeguard our
most vulnerable children.

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

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and to include extra-
neous material on the subject of the
bill under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WELLER of Illinois. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I rise in support of House Resolution
299. This resolution reflects bipartisan
support for increasing public awareness
of child abuse and neglect, which is a
necessary first step to better protect
children.

Yesterday, the House passed a resolu-
tion honoring foster parents, who play
a major role in ensuring hundreds of
thousands of children are protected
from abuse and neglect each year. To-
day’s resolution before us highlights
the too large number of children who
are abused and neglected each year and
the many mnegative consequences of
that abuse for children, families, and
our Nation. The numbers are bracing.
Almost 900,000 children in the United
States were victims of abuse and ne-
glect in 2005, the most recent figures.

Several government programs over-
seen by the subcommittee on which
Chairman MCDERMOTT and I serve as-
sist foster and adoptive families with
children’s needs or help reunify chil-
dren with their own parents when that
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is safe and appropriate. But the very
first step to ensure children are out of
harm’s way involves alert relatives,
neighbors, friends, teachers, commu-
nity organizations, and so many others
in every mneighborhood across this
country. These are people who care,
people who want to help, and people
who take the time to step in to help
make sure our children are safe and
sound.

Consider some of those working hard
right now to help children in the con-
gressional district I represent in Illi-
nois. Earlier this year I sat down with
my local community support agencies
to listen to their successes and their
many challenges in helping to prevent
child abuse and neglect. These agencies
offer a wide variety of services to fami-
lies, from Head Start, food programs,
and affordable housing to social serv-
ices and foster care when needed to en-
sure children are safe.

In the district I represent, Will Coun-
ty Catholic Charities protects over 300
children in foster care. The Guardian
Angel Home and Groundwork in Joliet,
Illinois, help abused women and chil-
dren affected by domestic violence by
providing services such as temporary
housing, counseling, and legal assist-
ance. Many others provide similar serv-
ices in other parts of the district I rep-
resent, as well as in every congres-
sional district in America.

We should never take these people
and their agencies that deliver such
good services for granted. Just last
week, Catholic Charities in Chicago an-
nounced they are shutting down their
foster care program after 90 years of
service. Their absence will leave a void
others will have to fill to ensure that
more than 900 Illinois children they
now care for are protected from harm.
This will be a major challenge. Catho-
lic Charities and the Guardian Angel
Home are just two of the many organi-
zations across the Nation that help
children and families lead safe and pro-
ductive lives. Many caseworkers and
others who serve families directly have
committed their lives to this critical
service. They deserve our continued
support.

Congress recently made improve-
ments to Kkey programs designed to
protect children, including by pro-
viding additional resources for direct
services and also caseworkers. Last
year in the Child and Family Services
Improvement Act, Congress increased
accountability by requiring States to
conduct more frequent caseworker vis-
its to children in foster care. We also
targeted over $145 million over the next
b years for preventing and treating pa-
rental substance abuse, which is a key
cause of child abuse and neglect. This
legislation was fully paid for and was
totally bipartisan. And for that I want
to congratulate former Subcommittee
Chairman WALLY HERGER of California,
who worked with our current chair-
man, JIM MCDERMOTT of Washington
State, to accomplish this goal.

I expect to introduce legislation
shortly that would provide caseworkers
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with more resources to better serve
children. Currently, when private orga-
nizations provide training to their
caseworkers, they are eligible for fewer
Federal funds to support those costs
than are paid for to support the train-
ing of government-employed case-
workers. Same training, same job, but
different payments, simply because one
worker is employed by a private agen-
cy and another by a government agen-
cy. That is arbitrary and unfair, and we
should fix it. I hope the same spirit of
bipartisanship evident here today and
that which created our work last year
will help us get this legislation passed
this year, in 2007.

There certainly is much more work
to do. Many experts have long been
concerned that current programs focus
too many resources on helping families
after children have been abused and ne-
glected. That is simply too late, espe-
cially when the right resources might
help prevent abuse or neglect from oc-
curring.

As this resolution expresses, Con-
gress should continue to work with the
States to reduce child abuse and ne-
glect. Thoughtful efforts are under way
in States like Florida and elsewhere to
test ways to better prevent abuse and
neglect from happening instead of ad-
dressing it after the fact. We are eager
to see these results and stand ready to
incorporate any positive measures in
reforms yet to come. In the meantime,
this resolution focuses public attention
on child abuse and on the resources
available today to prevent child abuse.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution and to work together in a
bipartisan way with the Ways and
Means Committee to develop further
measures to protect children from
abuse and neglect.

Mr. STARK. Madam Speaker, | rise today in
strong support of increasing public awareness
of child abuse and neglect. Nearly 900,000
children were found to be victims of abuse
and neglect in 2005. This is unacceptable.
Congress must take bold action to protect our
Nation’s children.

Abused and neglected children face a trau-
ma that does not end when the abuse stops.
They must also contend with numerous future
problems stemming from their abuse and ne-
glect, including mental illness, poor academic
achievement, and criminal behavior. In addi-
tion, abuse and neglect often starts or con-
tinues a cycle of abuse where a third of victim-
ized children go on to become abusers them-
selves.

Congress has taken steps to prevent and
ameliorate child abuse and neglect through
programs such as the Promoting Safe and
Stable Families program, Child Welfare Serv-
ices, and the Community Based Child Abuse
Prevention program. These are all good pro-
grams, but Congress and the President have
consistently under funded them. For example,
in fiscal year 2006, the Community Based
Child Abuse Prevention program was under
funded by $38 million. Congress must fully
fund these programs at their authorized levels.
The fraudulent war in Iraq and tax cuts for the
rich has placed us in a difficult fiscal situation.
Even so, we must fund the services that pro-
tect our most vulnerable children.
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By increasing public awareness of child
abuse and neglect, we also have an oppor-
tunity to implement new policies that address
the health and safety of our children. There
are 8 million uninsured children in this country.
Continuing to deny health care to all children
is simply another form of child neglect. We
should work to provide health coverage to
every child.

| hope that the resolution before us will help
to galvanize this body to push for policies that
protect and nurture children. The thousands of
abused children and the millions of uninsured
children deserve our attention and commit-
ment.

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

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
McDERMOTT) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 299.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. MCDERMOTT. 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.

———

INTERNATIONAL SOLID WASTE IM-
PORTATION AND MANAGEMENT
ACT OF 2007

Mr. WYNN. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 518) to amend the Solid Waste
Disposal Act to authorize States to re-
strict receipt of foreign municipal solid
waste and implement the Agreement
Concerning the Transboundary Move-
ment of Hazardous Waste between the
United States and Canada, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 518

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 ‘Inter-
national Solid Waste Importation and Man-
agement Act of 2007".

SEC. 2. INTERNATIONAL TRANSPORTATION AND
DISPOSAL OF MUNICIPAL SOLID
WASTE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle D of the Solid
Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6941 et seq.) is
amended by adding after section 4010 the fol-
lowing new section:

“SEC. 4011. INTERNATIONAL TRANSPORTATION
AND DISPOSAL OF MUNICIPAL
SOLID WASTE.

“(a) STATE AUTHORITY TO ADDRESS IMPOR-
TATION AND MANAGEMENT OF MUNICIPAL
SOLID WASTE.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Until the date on which
all final regulations issued by the Adminis-
trator to implement and enforce the Agree-
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ment (including notice and consent provi-
sions of the Agreement) become effective, a
State may enact a law or laws or issue regu-
lations or orders imposing limitations on the
receipt and disposal of foreign municipal
solid waste within the State. Laws, regula-
tions, and orders enacted or issued before
that date may continue in effect according
to their terms after that date.

‘(2) EFFECT ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN
COMMERCE.—No State action taken as au-
thorized by this section shall be considered
to impose an undue burden on interstate and
foreign commerce or to otherwise impair, re-
strain, or discriminate against interstate
and foreign commerce.

“(3) TRADE AND TREATY OBLIGATIONS.—
Nothing in this section affects, replaces, or
amends prior law relating to the need for
consistency with international trade obliga-
tions.

““(b) AUTHORITY OF ADMINISTRATOR.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning immediately
after the date of enactment of this section,
the Administrator shall—

‘“(A) perform the functions of the Des-
ignated Authority of the United States de-
scribed in the Agreement with respect to the
importation and exportation of municipal
solid waste under the Agreement; and

‘(B) implement and enforce the notice and
consent and other provisions of the Agree-
ment.

‘(2) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 24
months after the date of enactment of this
section, the Administrator shall issue final
regulations with respect to the Administra-
tor’s responsibilities under paragraph (1).

¢“(3) CONSENT TO IMPORTATION.—In consid-
ering whether to consent to the importation
under article 3(c) of the Agreement, the Ad-
ministrator shall—

‘“(A) give substantial weight to the views
of the State or States into which the munic-
ipal solid waste is to be imported, and con-
sider the views of the local government with
jurisdiction over the location where the
waste is to be disposed;

‘“(B) consider the impact of the importa-
tion on—

‘(i) continued public support for and ad-
herence to State and local recycling pro-
grams;

‘(ii) landfill capacity as provided in com-
prehensive waste management plans;

‘(iii) air emissions from increased vehic-
ular traffic; and

‘“(iv) road deterioration from increased ve-
hicular traffic; and

‘“(C) consider the impact of the importa-
tion on homeland security, public health,
and the environment.

‘“(4) ACTIONS IN VIOLATION OF THE AGREE-
MENT.—No person shall import, transport, or
export municipal solid waste for final dis-
posal or for incineration in violation of the
Agreement.

‘“(c) COMPLIANCE ORDERS.—(1) Whenever on
the basis of any information the Adminis-
trator determines that any person has vio-
lated or is in violation of this section, the
Administrator may issue an order assessing
a civil penalty for any past or current viola-
tion, requiring compliance immediately or
within a specified time period, or both, or
the Administrator may commence a civil ac-
tion in the United States district court in
the district in which the violation occurred
for appropriate relief, including a temporary
or permanent injunction.

‘(2) Any order issued pursuant to this sub-
section shall state with reasonable speci-
ficity the nature of the violation. Any pen-
alty assessed in the order shall not exceed
$25,000 per day of noncompliance for each
violation. In assessing such a penalty, the
Administrator shall take into account the
seriousness of the violation and any good

April 24, 2007

faith efforts to comply with applicable re-
quirements.

‘(d) PUBLIC HEARING.—Any order issued
under this section shall become final unless,
not later than 30 days after the order is
served, the person or persons named therein
request a public hearing. Upon such request,
the Administrator shall promptly conduct a
public hearing. In connection with any pro-
ceeding under this section, the Adminis-
trator may issue subpoenas for the attend-
ance and testimony of witnesses and the pro-
duction of relevant papers, books, and docu-
ments, and may promulgate rules for dis-
covery procedures.

‘‘(e) VIOLATION OF COMPLIANCE ORDERS.—If
a violator fails to take corrective action
within the time specified in a compliance
order, the Administrator may assess a civil
penalty of not more than $25,000 for each day
of continued noncompliance with the order.

‘(f) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion:

‘(1) AGREEMENT.—The term
means—

‘““(A) the Agreement Concerning the
Transboundary Movement of Hazardous
Waste between the United States and Can-
ada, signed at Ottawa on October 28, 1986
(TIAS 11099) and amended on November 25,
1992; and

‘(B) any regulations promulgated and or-
ders issued to implement and enforce that
Agreement.

*“(2) FOREIGN MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE.—The
term ‘foreign municipal solid waste’ means
municipal solid waste generated outside of
the United States.

*“(3) MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE.—

‘‘(A) WASTE INCLUDED.—Except as provided
in subparagraph (B), the term ‘municipal
solid waste’ means—

‘(i) all waste materials discarded for dis-
posal by households, including single and
multifamily residences, and hotels and mo-
tels; and

‘“(ii) all waste materials discarded for dis-
posal that were generated by commercial, in-
stitutional, municipal, and industrial
sources, to the extent such materials—

““(I) are essentially the same as materials
described in clause (i); and

““(IT) were collected and disposed of with
other municipal solid waste described in
clause (i) or subclause (I) of this clause as
part of normal municipal solid waste collec-
tion services, except that this subclause does
not apply to hazardous materials other than
hazardous materials that, pursuant to regu-
lations issued under section 3001(d), are not
subject to regulation under subtitle C.
Examples of municipal solid waste include
food and yard waste, paper, clothing, appli-
ances, consumer product packaging, dispos-
able diapers, office supplies, cosmetics, glass
and metal food containers, and household
hazardous waste. Such term shall include de-
bris resulting from construction, remod-
eling, repair, or demolition of structures.

‘“(B) WASTE NOT INCLUDED.—The term ‘mu-
nicipal solid waste’ does not include any of
the following:

‘(i) Any solid waste identified or listed as
a hazardous waste under section 3001, except
for household hazardous waste.

‘(ii) Any solid waste, including contami-
nated soil and debris, resulting from—

‘() a response action taken under section
104 or 106 of the Comprehensive Environ-
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil-
ity Act (42 U.S.C. 9604 or 9606);

“(IT1) a response action taken under a State
law with authorities comparable to the au-
thorities of such section 104 or 106; or

“(IIT) a corrective action taken under this
Act.

‘“(iii) Recyclable materials that have been
separated, at the source of the waste, from

‘Agreement’
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waste otherwise destined for disposal or that

have been managed separately from waste

destined for disposal.

‘‘(iv) Scrap rubber to be used as a fuel
source.

‘‘(v) Materials and products returned from
a dispenser or distributor to the manufac-
turer or an agent of the manufacturer for
credit, evaluation, and possible reuse.

‘(vi) Any solid waste that is—

“(I) generated by an industrial facility;
and

“(ITI) transported for the purpose of treat-
ment, storage, or disposal to a facility or
unit thereof that is owned or operated by the
generator of the waste, located on property
owned by the generator or a company with
which the generator is affiliated, or the ca-
pacity of which is contractually dedicated
exclusively to a specific generator, so long as
the disposal area complies with local and
State land use and zoning regulations appli-
cable to the disposal site.

‘(vii) Any medical waste that is segregated
from or not mixed with solid waste.

‘“(viii) Sewage sludge and residuals from
any sewage treatment plant.

‘(ix) Combustion ash generated by re-
source recovery facilities or municipal incin-
erators, or waste from manufacturing or
processing (including pollution control) op-
erations not essentially the same as waste
normally generated by households.

“(x) Solid waste generated incident to the
provision of service in interstate, intrastate,
foreign, or overseas air transportation.”.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The
table of contents of the Solid Waste Disposal
Act (42 U.S.C. prec. 6901) is amended by add-
ing after the item relating to section 4010 the
following new item:

‘“Sec. 4011. International transportation and
disposal of municipal solid
waste.”.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WYNN. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
insert extraneous material into the
RECORD on the pending bill.

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

There was no objection.

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

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 518, the International
Solid Waste Importation and Manage-
ment Act of 2007.

This legislation is a culmination of
efforts that began with the introduc-
tion of the international waste bill in
the 104th Congress and has been intro-
duced by our committee chairman, Mr.
DINGELL; and sponsored by all the
members of the Michigan delegation,
including Mr. ROGERS, Mr. STUPAK, Mr.
UPTON, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr.
LEVIN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. KILDEE, Mrs.
MILLER, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. CAMP, Mr.
KNOLLENBERG, Mr. HOEKSTRA, and Mr.
WALBERG. I want to thank and con-
gratulate all these Members for their
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tireless efforts to move this legislation
to the floor.

In March this legislation was re-
ported out of the subcommittee which
I chair, the Subcommittee on the Envi-
ronment and Hazardous Materials, and
out of the full Committee on Energy
and Commerce.
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This legislation, which has a long
history of bipartisan support, is long
overdue in providing States and local-
ities control over the amount of inter-
national municipal solid waste that
they are forced to accept.

The extent of this problem is exem-
plified by the millions of tons of solid
waste that is trucked into this country
at the rate of approximately 350 truck-
loads per day. The volume of the inter-
national solid waste that comes into
this country on a daily basis places an
undue burden on the States’ and local-
ities’ landfill capacities, as well as
their roads and infrastructure, solely
at the expense of the States and local-
ities.

This legislation seeks to address
these concerns by providing the States
with the authority to place limits on
the amounts of international munic-
ipal solid waste that they will accept.
It will give the States and the EPA
clear authority to safely manage solid
waste disposal and to control waste
volumes in the best interests of the
States and the Nation as a whole.

In addition, H.R. 518 provides the
necessary legal authority for the
United States, through the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, to fully im-
plement the 1986 Trans-Boundary
Movement of Hazardous Wastes and
Other Wastes Agreement between the
United States and Canada. These are
simple steps that will provide the legis-
lative authority to the Federal and
State governments, and are also con-
sistent with the powers enumerated in
the United States Constitution and our
international trade obligations and
agreement. I urge my colleagues to
support the passage of this very impor-
tant and bipartisan bill.

Madam Speaker, I would reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I first want to thank JOHN DINGELL, &
friend and colleague and chairman of
the Energy and Commerce Committee,
for working with us on putting to-
gether what I think is a great product,
and really the first opportunity we are
going to have in Michigan, I think the
first really good opportunity to say
“no” to Canadian trash. And for that,
sir, I thank you. And Mr. WYNN, sir,
thank you as well for working with us
and standing tall, which is really an
important issue. Michigan gets hit
hardest, and your care and concern for
those of us in the north is greatly ap-
preciated.

Right now, the current law allows
trash to move across international bor-
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ders and States can do nothing to regu-
late this waste, as Congress has not
given them the authority to do so. Can-
ada has for years taken advantage of
this situation by turning Michigan into
the dumping ground for Ontario’s
trash. This bill, the fourth of its kind,
really, since 2000, gives States the au-
thority to regulate Canadian waste and
directs the EPA to implement the ex-
isting U.S.-Canada Trans-Boundary
Agreement. More importantly, it gives
Michigan the authority to regulate
trash coming from Ontario, no matter
how the EPA chooses to implement
that trans-boundary agreement.

In 2006 alone, over 3.6 million tons of
Canadian trash was dumped in our
great State of Michigan. As we lose
landfill space, shipments of Canadian
waste continue to increase every year,
and this year was no exception, Madam
Speaker.

While my colleagues and I have been
trying to pass this law, the problem
has only gotten worse. Since 2001, when
I introduced the first bill to fight Cana-
dian trash, over 17 million tons of gar-
bage have been driven across the bor-
der and dumped into our back yards.

Since our first attempts to fix this
problem, annual garbage loads from
Canada have tripled. Of all the trash
Canada sends to the United States, 90
percent of it ends up in Michigan. Six
years ago, just 10 percent of the waste
disposed in Michigan landfills came
from Canada; today, that has doubled
to 20 percent. Over 400 garbage trucks
over a single day rumble through our
neighborhoods and deposit and unload
their waste in Michigan landfills.

Without the ability to regulate this
out-of-control surge in Canadian waste,
Michigan communities can only sit
back and watch the trash pile up. And
what have we been getting and why is
this a concern? We have had human
blood dripping from trash trucks;
stopped the whole bridge crossing for
almost 6 hours on one occasion as the
local police tried to determine the
cause of it. It turned out it was haz-
ardous medical waste. Thank God it
wasn’t a body. But we didn’t know, and
there is no good way to search those
trucks to find out. We had to find out
because human blood was dripping
from the back of a garbage truck.

We have found drugs in those garbage
trucks. We have found, in the dumps
that receive Canadian trash, that PCP
levels have increased. It is a true and
real environmental and security prob-
lem, not just for Michigan, but for the
United States, that we don’t get a han-
dle and say to our good friends to the
north, this is an unneighborly thing to
do, let’s work this out.

When we anticipated years ago in
Michigan that we would cite landfills,
which is a very difficult thing to do, we
had 20 years’ worth of capacity; pretty
hard thing to do. You go in through
neighborhoods, and we cited these
landfills. And we did the right thing for
the right environmental reasons. And
because of Canada, we believe that our
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landfill capacity, because we were dili-
gent and were trying to protect our en-
vironment in the future, may have
been cut in half because of Canada’s in-
ability to deal with their own house-
hold municipal garbage problem.

The best part of this is that in Can-
ada they actually allow its provinces
to restrict intraprovince waste. So if
you think about this, Saskatchewan
could say ‘‘no” to Ontario’s trash,
while Michigan is compelled by law to
take it. That is a problem. And again,
I argue, it is unneighborly, and we
should be able to fix this problem.

It is important to note that this bill
would not impact State shipments of
trash, commercial waste streams; it is
only that household municipal waste,
that trash that is at the end of the rev-
enue stream where you dig a big hole
and you throw it in, that is the only
trash that this bill narrowly focused
on. 518 is a balanced, narrow NAFTA-
compliant bill that gives Michigan and
other States the authority they need
to be good stewards of their land.

Ladies and gentlemen, and Madam
Speaker, Michigan needs your help. My
colleagues and I urge the support of
this important bill.

I again want to thank Chairman DIN-
GELL and Chairman WYNN for their help
and assistance in what really is not
only an environmental issue, but a na-
tional security issue as well.

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

Mr. WYNN. It gives me great pleas-
ure at this time to yield 5 minutes to
the distinguished gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. DINGELL), the chairman
of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee.

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

Mr. DINGELL. Madam Speaker, I
rise in strong support of H.R. 518, the
International Solid Waste Management
Act of 2007. This legislation is of the
greatest importance to our people in
Michigan, and it has been sponsored
with great enthusiasm by all members
of the Michigan delegation in a com-
pletely bipartisan fashion.

Mr. ROGERS, Mr. STUPAK, Mr. UPTON,
Mr. EHLERS, Mr. McCOTTER, Mr. LEVIN,
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. KILDEE, Mrs. MILLER,
Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. CAMP, Mr.
KNOLLENBERG, Mr. HOEKSTRA and Mr.
WALBERG have all been important sup-
porters of this bill. And I want to pay
particular tribute to my colleague
from Michigan (Mr. ROGERS) for his
leadership.

I also want to thank the distin-
guished Chairman of the Sub-
committee on Environment and Haz-
ardous Materials for his leadership and
for his help and for the way that he has
taken care of us in Michigan in making
it possible for this legislation to be on
the floor at this particular time.

The gentleman from Maryland is an
extremely effective and able leader,
and we are not only grateful to him,
but also to our dear friend, Mr.
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GILLMOR, who moved it for us in the
last Congress.

The legislation is identical to the bill
that passed the House of Representa-
tives without opposition 1last Sep-
tember. In this Congress it was re-
ported out both by the Subcommittee
on Environment and Hazardous Mate-
rials and the full Committee on Energy
and Commerce by voice vote, without
dissent.

I would point out that it requires the
EPA to enforce the notice-and-consent
provisions in the bilateral U.S.-Cana-
dian agreement, an agreement which
was signed by the United States and
Canada in 1986 to govern trans-bound-
ary movement of hazardous waste, and
amended in 1992 to include municipal
solid waste.

I note now that the administration
should comply with the notice-and-
consent provisions which require both
parties to use best efforts, absent regu-
lation. Unfortunately, the needed ef-
forts by the Administration have not
been forthcoming. Although legislation
was promised to be delivered ‘‘soon’’,
by the Administration it has yet to ap-
pear.

Michigan’s ability to manage the im-
portation of solid waste is crucial to
the comprehensive and environ-
mentally sound waste management
that the State of Michigan wants to
have. Since 1996 when Michigan first
began collecting the data, we have seen
a 350 percent rise in the amount of Ca-
nadian waste disposed in Michigan,
going from 2.7 million cubic yards to
12.1 cubic yards.

As mentioned by Mr. ROGERS, better
than 400 trucks haul this waste across
the bridges every day from Canada into
Michigan. Not only is this waste an ob-
noxious substance, but it is a hazard to
travelers and to our roads. It is also an
environmental risk, a security risk,
and a hazard to the health and security
and safety of our people.

This legislation would ensure that
the U.S.-Canadian Agreement is prop-
erly implemented and properly en-
forced. The bill provides criteria to en-
sure that the views of State and local
governments are properly taken into
account in implementing the bilateral
agreement and the bill adds the nec-
essary enforcement authority so that
this can be dealt with fully, com-
pletely, and properly.

The legislation would also give not
just Michigan, but all of the States,
more authority to regulate foreign
waste until the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency’s rules and regulations go
into effect. This is extremely impor-
tant, as all of my colleagues in Michi-
gan and elsewhere know.

I want to say that I am pleased that
the House is moving forward. I com-
mend my colleagues in the Michigan
delegation for the extraordinary co-
operation, leadership and energy with
which they have addressed this prob-
lem. And I want to again thank and ex-
press my deep gratitude to the Chair-
man of the Subcommittee, my good
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friend from Maryland (Mr. WYNN) for
the fine leadership which he has shown
in this matter.

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Madam
Speaker, I will now yield 2% minutes
to the distinguished lady from Michi-
gan, the former Secretary of State
there, a distinguished Member in this
body, CANDICE MILLER.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Thank
you. I certainly appreciate the gen-
tleman yielding time to me.

Madam Speaker, my home State of
Michigan shares a very long liquid bor-
der with the nation of Canada. We have
a very strong and we have a positive
relationship with our neighbors to the
north; but one issue that has festered
in recent years is the fact that Canada
has made Michigan a dumping ground
for their trash. In fact, all of the mu-
nicipal waste from the city of Toronto,
100 percent of it all, is carried across
the border and dumped in our home
State of Michigan. I do not find this to
be very neighborly. In fact, if you come
to the Blue Water Bridge in St. Clair
County, which is in my district, you
can literally see, sometimes as far as
the eye can see, these trucks lined up
to enter into our country just brim-
ming with Canadian trash. They are
obviously congesting our roads, they
are clogging this very vital border
crossing, they are tearing up our high-
ways, and they are threatening the
safety of our drivers.

Pine Tree Acres, which is one of the
largest landfills in Michigan, is in my
district, it’s in Lenox Township, and
every day you can drive down and see a
mountain of trash that is growing
higher and higher because of all of the
influx of Canadian trash that is being
dumped there. And most Michigan
communities plan very prudently to
meet the solid waste needs of our citi-
zens. We all took a lot of pride in plan-
ning for that. But now with the influx
of all of this foreign trash, the Cana-
dian trash, landfills across the State
are overflowing and they are reaching
their capacity years sooner than was
ever anticipated by the local munici-
palities.

Much of this trash presents enormous
health and safety hazards to our com-
munities as well, and to our residents.
Some of the trucks have even been
found to be ferrying illegal drugs into
our communities. And just to give one
example of the kind of dangerous trash
that is being imported, just last year a
Canadian truck spilled human waste,
which I think Mr. ROGERS referred to
as well, all the way along a highway in
our State, and this is simply unaccept-
able. In fact, I find it rather ironic that
Canada has a reputation of being envi-
ronmentally conscious because it
seems they are employing something of
a double standard here. They find it
perfectly acceptable to use Michigan as
their own personal garbage can for
their waste, but God forbid that they
would pollute their own environment
and endanger their own citizens with
this trash.
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Madam Speaker, the people of Michi-
gan have had enough, but presently
they have no ability to stop the flow of
foreign trash, and this legislation does
give them that ability. So I would urge
all of my colleagues to stand with the
people of Michigan and every commu-
nity in our Nation, to give them the
ability to protect our environment and
to control the flow of foreign trash into
our landfills by supporting this very
important legislation.

Again, I appreciate our colleagues’
responsible action on this.

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Madam
Speaker, I would yield 3 minutes to the
distinguished gentleman, who has
worked tirelessly on this effort in the
past and has helped us craft this piece
of legislation, Mr. GILLMOR of Ohio.
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Mr. GILLMOR. Madam Speaker, I
very much appreciate the gentleman
yielding, and I am pleased to rise in
support of this bill.

I introduced a similar bill in the last
Congress with the cosponsorship of my
friends Mr. DINGELL and Mr. ROGERS
and much of the rest of the Michigan
delegation. We were successful in get-
ting it passed last year, but the Senate
did not act. I am proud to join as a co-
sponsor with those gentlemen in this
effort this year, and I hope we get bet-
ter luck in the Senate in this session.

This is a commonsense bill. It gives
authority to the States to regulate for-
eign waste which is being dumped in
our landfills. The process of planning,
developing and maintaining landfills is
often contentious and often very ex-
pensive. Our communities should not
be forced to sit back and watch as their
resources are overwhelmed with trash
from outside the United States.

International waste, as has been
mentioned, has become a tremendous
burden for my neighbors to the north
in the State of Michigan. And while
much of the foreign waste coming into
the United States ultimately ends up
in Michigan, this is an issue for all
Americans. Our landfills are an impor-
tant resource, and I believe there will
come a day when Michigan’s landfills
have a sign outside that reads ‘‘Land-
fill full. Continue to Ohio.” It is that
domino effect that makes inter-
national waste a national problem.

The current law rewards the environ-
mentally irresponsible, those who
won’t make the investment and face
the issue of creating landfill space. It
punishes the environmentally respon-
sible, like Michigan, who have gone to
the effort to make landfill space avail-
able. That situation has to change.
This legislation will do it, and I am
pleased to support it.

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Madam Speaker,
today | rise to express my strong support for
passage of H.R. 518, the International Solid
Waste Importation and Management Act of
2007. Like every membr of the Michigan con-
gressional delegation, | am a cosponsor of this
bill.

For many years, Canada has shipped sig-
nificant amounts of solid waste into the United
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States, with a large percentage of it going to
Michigan. It is estimated that more than four
hundred trucks bring this waste into Michigan
from Ontario each day. That means nearly
150,000 truckloads full of Canadian solid
waste is deposited in the great State of Michi-
gan each year.

One of Michigan’s greatest assets is the
acres upon acres of beautiful land in its nat-
ural state. Michiganders are defined in part by
our Great Lakes, and the health of our envi-
ronment is one of our top priorities. It is imper-
ative that we preserve our State’s natural
beauty, from the wilderness on Isle Royale
and the Porcupine Mountains in the Upper Pe-
ninsula, all the way down to the lakes and
streams in the bottom of our beloved mitten.

By allowing such an immense amount of
Canadian trash into our landfills we are falling
short of our responsibilities as stewards of our
State’s health. Canadian trash represents a
threat to the health of our environment and the
health of our citizens.

States must have the authority to address
this matter as they see fit. H.R. 518 is nec-
essary in order to provide Michigan with the
power to address this issue, as the U.S. Su-
preme Court and other Federal courts have
consistently ruled that States cannot restrict
out-of-state trash without action by Congress.

Passage of H.R. 518 will finally allow States
to regulate the importation of international
waste in ways that best suit the needs of their
citizens. | thank Mr. DINGELL for introducing
this important legislation and urge my col-
leagues to support passage of H.R. 518.

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, | am an origi-
nal cosponsor of H.R. 518, the International
Solid Waste Importation and Management Act
of 2007, and am proud to join Chairman JOHN
DINGELL, the Dean of the House of Represent-
atives, my bi-partisan colleagues from Michi-
gan and others in strong support of its pas-
sage.

This legislation would require the U.S. to im-
plement the “notice and consent” provisions of
the 1992 bilateral U.S.-Canadian Agreement
on municipal solid waste, and adds the nec-
essary statutory enforcement authority. It also
provides criteria to ensure that the views of
the affected State and local governments are
properly taken into account.

The importation of foreign trash is of great
concern to the residents of Michigan’s Fifth
Congressional District, and citizens across the
State vocally oppose the importation of foreign
trash.

Nationally, more than 4 million tons of
waste—about 400 truckloads per day—is
transported from Canada to the U.S. each
year, with three-quarters of it coming to Michi-
gan. In Michigan alone, Canadian trash de-
posits have increased more than five-fold from
1999 to 2006—from about 710,000 tons to
3.67 million tons.

The growing amount of foreign trash coming
into Michigan is polluting our environment,
clogging our roadways, increasing the health
and safety risks in our State, and poses a
growing a homeland security threat. In 2006,
the Department of Homeland Security Office
of the Inspector General released a report
finding that U.S. Customs does not have an
effective method to screen and inspect the
hundreds of truckloads of municipal solid
waste that enter the U.S. daily through the De-
troit and Port Huron ports of entry. In addition,
multiple incidents have occurred on Michigan
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roadways where Canadian trash trucks have
spilled waste on our roads.

Congress has had numerous opportunities
to address this problem, either through legisla-
tion or the implementation of a bilateral agree-
ment between the U.S. and Canada from
1992, which would allow Michigan to manage
foreign waste being disposed of within its bor-
ders.

Madam Speaker, the time has come for
Congress to take action to address this seri-
ous matter. H.R. 518 has broad, bipartisan
support reinforced by its clear passage
through the House Energy and Commerce
Committee earlier this year without objection.

Once again, Madam Speaker, | strongly
support H.R. 518, and urge my colleagues to
pass this important legislation.

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. Madam
Speaker, | rise today to speak on H.R. 518, in-
troduced by Chairman JOHN DINGELL from
Michigan.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 518 is going to be
considered under “suspension of the rules”
which is usually reserved for non-controversial
bills, but it has come to my attention that there
are some strong objections both from the Ca-
nadian Embassy here in Washington D.C. as
well as from the Administration, specifically the
Department of State and from the United
States Trade Representative.

| feel it is my duty as one of the Co-Chairs
of the Congressional Friends of Canada Cau-
cus to submit for the RECORD letters from the
Canadian Ambassador to the United States,
Michael Wilson, as well as letters from the Ad-
ministration to Speaker NANCY PELOSI and to
Republican Leader JOHN BOEHNER that ex-
press concern over H.R. 518.

CANADIAN EMBASSY,
Washington, DC, April 12, 2007.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: I am writing re-
garding H.R. 518, ‘‘International Solid Waste
Importation and Management Act of 2007,
approved by the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee on March 22, 2007. I would like to
share with you Canada’s views on this legis-
lation.

Canada and the United States have a long-
standing partnership in managing the two-
way flow of hazardous and municipal solid
wastes. Managing hazardous and municipal
solid wastes has two components: the com-
mercial relationship, and environmental
management.

On the first, the trade in waste is governed
by our respective rights and obligations pur-
suant to the World Trade Organization
(WTO) Agreements and the North American
Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA). HR 518 will
grant to states the authority to discriminate
between types of waste based solely on na-
tional origin, without any environmental or
sound waste management considerations.
The State of Michigan has already passed
Legislation that would prohibit landfill oper-
ators from accepting solid waste from for-
eign sources. Canada views this legislation
as inconsistent with the United States” WTO
and NAFTA obligations. HR 518 would au-
thorize Michigan’s legislation, which would
place the United States in contravention of
its international trade obligations.

Furthermore, in 1986, both countries signed
the Canada-U.S. Agreement on the
Transboundary Movement of Hazardous
Wastes, which resulted in effective measures
in both countries to ensure that hazardous
wastes would be moved to the nearest safe
disposal site, without regard to borders. In
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1992, Canada and the United States took en-
vironmentally sound waste management one
step further when they agreed to amend the
agreement to include municipal solid waste.

Canada is working toward implementation
of the 1992 amendment. We hope that the
U.S. will take similar steps in the near fu-
ture. An Environment Canada-U.S. E.P.A.
pilot program in 2005, based on the Agree-
ment, clearly demonstrated that it is pos-
sible for our two countries to work together
co-operatively to ensure that municipal solid
waste is shipped in an environmentally
sound manner.

H.R. 518 is a departure from the prin-
ciple that the sound environmental
management of waste should not be
impeded because of borders. Canada be-
lieves we should follow that principle
for municipal solid waste, just like for
hazardous waste (of which the U.S. is a
net exporter to Canada).

Canada agrees that shipping municipal
solid waste to Michigan is not a sustainable
solution. Ontario has committed to elimi-
nate by the end of 2010 the shipment to
Michigan of all municipally managed wastes.
Ontario is on target to meet this short
timeline, having already taken the steps
necessary to clear the first two hurdles,
being 20 percent reductions for the end of
each of 2007 and 2008. To that end, about 50
million tonnes of new landfill capacity has
been approved by the province of Ontario
over the past two years.

We therefore strongly believe that this
issue can be managed without resorting to
legislation.

I urge you to give serious consideration to
these issues and thank you for the oppor-
tunity to share Canada’s views on this mat-
ter.

Yours sincerely,
MICHAEL WILSON,
Ambassador.
APRIL 23, 2007.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: This letter is to ex-
press the Administration’s concern with H.R.
518, the International Solid Waste Importa-
tion and Management Act of 2007. H.R. 518
would authorize states to restrict the receipt
and disposal of municipal solid waste gen-
erated outside the United States.

The Administration is concerned that en-
actment of H.R. 518 would have the unin-
tended result of increasing the disposal of
hazardous waste in the United States and
lead to an unnecessary trade dispute. Ac-
cording to the Environmental Protection
Agency, approximately 230 U.S. companies in
over 32 states shipped hazardous waste to
Canada in 2004 alone. If states use the au-
thority in H.R. 518 to restrict foreign waste
imports, this could provoke reciprocal ac-
tions by Canada or other trading partners
against U.S. waste exports.

In addition, because H.R. 518 would author-
ize states to enact laws or regulations that
exclusively restrict the disposal of foreign-
generated waste or limit the amount of for-
eign waste shipped to the United States, it
could raise concerns by our trading partners
regarding U.S. compliance with inter-
national rules prohibiting trade discrimina-
tion. In fact, the Government of Canada has
already questioned whether H.R. 518, as well
as the state laws and regulations it could
lead to, would be compatible with U.S. obli-
gations under the North American Free
Trade Agreement and WTO agreements.

Moreover, H.R. 518 could result in a patch-
work of individual and possibly conflicting
state and federal laws and regulations on the
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receipt and disposal of foreign municipal
waste that could make it more difficult to
manage cross-border waste flows in an envi-
ronmentally sound and economically effi-
cient manner.

Finally, there are other ways to address
concerns about imports of foreign waste. For
example, the U.S.-Canada Agreement Con-
cerning the Transboundary Movement of
Hazardous Waste has been a successful mech-
anism for managing the flow of hazardous
waste between our countries and illustrates
how issues relating to this type of trade can
be handled in a manner that does not raise
concerns for our trading partners.

We appreciate your attention to these con-
cerns. The Office of Management and Budget
advises that there is no objection to the sub-
mission of this report from the standpoint of
the President’s program

Sincerely,
JUSTIN MCCARTHY,
Assistant U.S. Trade
Representative for
Congressional
Affiars.
JEFFREY T. BERGNER,
Assistant Secretary of
State for Legislative
Affairs.
APRIL 23, 2007.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. BOEHNER: This letter is to ex-
press the Administration’s concern with H.R.
518, the International Solid Waste Importa-
tion and Management Act of 2007. H.R. 518
would authorize states to restrict the receipt
and disposal of municipal solid waste gen-
erated outside the United States.

The Administration is concerned that en-
actment of H.R. 518 would have the unin-
tended result of increasing the disposal of
hazardous waste in the United States and
lead to an unnecessary trade dispute. Ac-
cording to the Environmental Protection
Agency, approximately 230 U.S. companies in
over 32 states shipped hazardous waste to
Canada in 2004 alone. If states use the au-
thority in H.R. 518 to restrict foreign waste
imports, this could provoke reciprocal ac-
tions by Canada or other trading partners
against U.S. waste exports.

In addition, because H.R. 518 would author-
ize states to enact laws or regulations that
exclusively restrict the disposal of foreign-
generated waste or limit the amount of for-
eign waste shipped to the United States, it
could raise concerns by our trading partners
regarding U.S. compliance with inter-
national rules prohibiting trade discrimina-
tion. In fact, the Government of Canada has
already questioned whether H.R. 518, as well
as the state laws and regulations it could
lead to, would be compatible with U.S. obli-
gations under the North American Free
Trade Agreement and WTO agreements.

Moreover, H.R. 518 could result in a patch-
work of individual and possibly conflicting
state and federal laws and regulations on the
receipt and disposal of foreign municipal
waste that could make it more difficult to
manage cross-border waste flows in an envi-
ronmentally sound and economically effi-
cient manner.

Finally, there are other ways to address
concerns about imports of foreign waste. For
example, the U.S.-Canada Agreement Con-
cerning the Transboundary Movement of
Hazardous Waste has been a successful mech-
anism for managing the flow of hazardous
waste between our countries and illustrates
how issues relating to this type of trade can
be handled in a manner that does not raise
concerns for our trading partners.

We appreciate your attention to these con-
cerns. The Office of Management and Budget
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advises that there is no objection to the sub-
mission of this report from the standpoint of
the President’s program.
Sincerely,
JUSTIN MCCARTHY,
Assistant U.S. Trade

Representative for
Congressional Af-
fairs.

JEFFREY T. BERGNER,
Assistant Secretary of
State for Legislative
Affairs.

Mr. LEVIN. Madam Speaker, as a cospon-
sor of H.R. 518, | rise in strong support of this
measure. The issue of waste coming into
Michigan from Ontario is one of great concern
to the people | represent, and | appreciate
Representative DINGELL’s tireless efforts to
move this legislation.

Like the bill approved by the House last
year, the International Solid Waste Importation
and Management Act directs the Environ-
mental Protection Agency to implement and
enforce the Agreement Concerning the
Transboundary Movement of Hazardous
Waste between the United States and Can-
ada. The Administrator is required to issue
final regulations within 24 months after the
date of enactment.

The legislation further requires the Adminis-
trator of EPA, when considering whether to
consent to a shipment of foreign municipal
solid waste to give substantial weight to the
views of the recipient State or States, and also
consider the impact of the shipment on local
recycling programs, landfill capacity, road de-
terioration, homeland security, public health
and the environment, among other factors.

As | mentioned, the bill before the House is
nearly identical to the legislation that the
House approved last September. Unfortu-
nately, the former leadership of the Senate
failed to take up the bill last year, despite bi-
partisan pleas from Michigan’s House delega-
tion urging prompt action. Now that the Senate
is under new management, | hope we can at
last address this longstanding problem and get
a bill to the President’s desk for signature.

Our Nation has no closer friend in the world
than Canada, but the current trash arrange-
ment in which hundreds of trash trucks cross
the border each day on their way to Michigan
landfills is simply untenable. The legislation
before the House builds on the agreement that
Michigan’s two Senators negotiated with the
government of Ontario last year to reduce mu-
nicipal waste shipments from Canada over the
next four years.

| urge all my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting the legislation before the House.

Mr. CAMP. Madam Speaker, | am pleased
to be an original cosponsor of the bill before
us today, the International Solid Waste Impor-
tation and Management Act, H.R. 518. Last
year, the House of Representatives unani-
mously approved this bill. While the Senate
failed to take action on this important legisla-
tion, | urge my colleges in the House to send
it to the other body again.

This is an issue that transcends political
partisanship. With the support of the entire
Michigan delegation, and other Members rep-
resenting Maryland and Virginia, H.R. 518
sends a strong signal to foreign countries, par-
ticularly Canada, that States should no longer
be viewed as dumping grounds. The volume
of foreign waste from Canada into Michigan
continues unabated. Since 2002 Canadian
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shipments of waste to Michigan have in-
creased 83 percent. Not only do these ship-
ments crowd our landfills, but they also pose
environmental, public health, and even na-
tional security risks. It is long past that time
States are lawfully able to regulate the amount
of municipal solid waste coming across the
border and into their communities. H.R. 518
gives States the legal authority to regulate this
waste until the Federal Government imple-
ments a 21-year-old bilateral agreement be-
tween the U.S. and Canada on this subject.

H.R. 518 does not violate trade agreements.
The House has done its due diligence in
crafting this legislation to avoid any potential
trade issues. Simply put, H.R. 518 provides
the legislative authority for the United States
to implement the 1986 bilateral agreement this
country signed with Canada.

More specifically, the legislation authorizes
and directs the Administrator of the U.S. Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency to implement
and enforce the 1986 Agreement Concerning
the Transboundary Movement of Hazardous
Waste between the United States and Can-
ada. The Administrator is required to issue
final regulations within 24 months after the
date of enactment. Under the 1986 agreement
shipments of hazardous waste require notifica-
tion to the importing country and that country’s
consent before waste may be shipped. The
agreement was amended in 1992 to establish
similar requirements for municipal solid waste.
H.R. 518 provides the legislative authority for
the agreement to be implemented and ensure
both governments provide proper notice and
shipment information before dump trucks
cross the U.S. northern border.

Stopping trash coming into Michigan from
Canada must be done through statute—not
handshakes. H.R. 518 accomplishes this goal.
This bill represents the first real opportunity in
a long time to ensure States know in advance
what is coming into their communities and
where it is going.

The Michigan delegation in the House of
Representatives has done a terrific job of
helping bring H.R. 518 to the floor for a vote.
| encourage all of my colleagues to support it.
| am hopeful the Senate will soon consider the
measure.

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, | rise in
strong support of H.R. 518, the International
Solid Waste Importation and Management Act
of 2007. H.R. 518 adds a new section to the
Solid Waste Disposal Act requiring the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency to implement
and enforce the “notice and consent” provi-
sions of a bilateral U.S.-Canadian Agreement
signed in 1986 to govern the transboundary
movement of hazardous waste. This agree-
ment was amended in 1992 to include munic-
ipal solid waste, but neither administration
since then has made any effort to implement
the bilateral agreement. Enforcement legisla-
tion promised “soon” by the present adminis-
tration almost 4 years ago has yet to arrive.
H.R. 518 provides criteria to ensure that the
views of the affected State and local govern-
ments are properly taken into account, and it
adds the necessary statutory enforcement au-
thority.

According to the most recent information for
fiscal year 2006, the largest source of waste
imported into Michigan continues to be from
Canada, with total reported imports to landfills
of more than 12 million cubic yards. That is a
23 percent increase from fiscal year 2003.
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Even more disturbing is that the amount of
Canadian waste being disposed of in Michigan
has risen by 335 percent since 1996, when
Michigan began collecting data.

Riverview and other downriver communities
in my district have had to cope with hundreds
of trucks full of Canadian trash rumbling down
their streets on a daily basis for years. These
trucks pass through our communities en route
from the Ambassador Bridge to traffic dumps
to the west. You can imagine the traffic con-
gestion, environmental, and quality-of-life
problems these truckloads of trash have cre-
ated.

Local activists like Mr. George Read of
Trenton and State Representative Kathleen
Law have been working tirelessly alongside
our congressional delegation to put an end to
this never-ending flow of trash, and | am very
pleased that the House today is taking a step
toward that goal.

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Madam
Speaker, I have no further speakers at
this time and would be honored to
yield back my time.

Mr. WYNN. Likewise, Madam Speak-
er, we have no further speakers. Again,
I would like to commend Chairman
DINGELL and the Michigan delegation
for their leadership on this issue.

I yield back the balance of my time
as well.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
WYNN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 518.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 362, 10,000 TEACHERS, 10
MILLION MINDS SCIENCE AND
MATH SCHOLARSHIP ACT

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam
Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 327 and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as
follows:

H. RES. 327

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 362) to author-
ize science scholarships for educating mathe-
matics and science teachers, and for other
purposes. The first reading of the bill shall
be dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived except
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI.
General debate shall be confined to the bill
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Science and Technology. After general de-
bate the bill shall be considered for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule. It shall be
in order to consider as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment under the five-minute
rule the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Committee on
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Science and Technology now printed in the
bill. The committee amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute shall be considered as
read. All points of order against the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute are waived except those arising under
clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. Notwithstanding
clause 11 of rule XVIII, no amendment to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be in order except those
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each
such amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be offered
only by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived except those arising under clause 9 or
10 of rule XXI. At the conclusion of consider-
ation of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the
House with such amendments as may have
been adopted. Any Member may demand a
separate vote in the House on any amend-
ment adopted in the Committee of the Whole
to the bill or to the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House
of H.R. 362 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous
question, the Chair may postpone further
consideration of the bill to such time as may
be designated by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Vermont (Mr. WELCH) is
recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam
Speaker, for the purpose of debate
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes
to the gentleman from Washington
(Mr. HASTINGS). All time yielded during
consideration of the rule is for debate
only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and insert extraneous mate-
rial.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, H. Res. 327 provides
for consideration of H.R. 362, the 10,000
Teachers, 10 Million Minds Science and
Math Scholarship Act, under a struc-
tured rule. The rule provides 1 hour of
debate, equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking member
of the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology. The rule waives all points of
order against the bill, except those
arising under clauses 9 or 10 of rule
XXI. The rule also makes in order and
provides appropriate waivers for con-
sideration of two amendments that
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were submitted for consideration. A
third amendment was submitted, but
was withdrawn by its sponsors. All
three amendments that were submitted
to the Rules Committee were offered
by Democratic Members.

H.R. 362 is a bipartisan bill aimed at
improving K-12 science, technology,
engineering and mathematics, STEM,
education through recruitment, train-
ing, mentoring and professional devel-
opment of teachers.

The major provisions of H.R. 362 are
in response to recommendations laid
out by the National Academy of
Sciences in their recent report on
American competitiveness. That re-
port, ‘“‘Rising Above the Gathering
Storm,”” identified K-12 science and
math education as the highest priority
policy recommendations. This legisla-
tion intends to implement those impor-
tant recommendations. The report con-
cluded a comprehensive and coordi-
nated Federal effort is urgently needed
to bolster U.S. competitiveness and
preeminence in these areas.

This report, initiated, as you know,
by Congress, makes four recommenda-
tions along with 20 implementation ac-
tions that Federal policymakers should
take to create high-quality jobs and
focus new science and technology ef-
forts on meeting the Nation’s needs.
Those include, one, increasing Amer-
ica’s talent pool by vastly improving
K-12 mathematics and science edu-
cation; two, sustaining and strength-
ening the Nation’s commitment to
long-term basic research; three, de-
velop, recruit and retain top students,
scientists and engineers, both from the
U.S. and abroad; and, four, ensure that
the United States is the premier place
in the world for innovation.

According to that report, in 1999, 68
percent of U.S. eighth graders received
math instruction from a teacher with
no, repeat, no math certification or de-
gree. Also, according to that report, in
the year 2000, 92 percent of the fifth
through ninth graders, our kids, were
taught physical science by a teacher
with no science degree or certification.
In 2004, the United States high school
students ranked 24th, 24th, out of 29
countries in math proficiency, accord-
ing to the Organization for Economic
Cooperation and Development, obvi-
ously a situation that is not tolerable.

This bill makes important strides to-
wards achieving the goals laid out by
the National Academy of Sciences re-
port. H.R. 362 will authorize $1.5 billion
to be appropriated for new and existing
programs within the National Science
Foundation and the Department of En-
ergy that support the training and pro-
fessional development of elementary
and secondary school teachers in the
fields of science, technology, engineer-
ing and mathematics. H.R. 362 address-
es the academy’s highest priority rec-
ommendations to invest in elementary
and secondary education.

In summary, H.R. 362 creates pro-
grams at colleges and universities to
improve the training of science, tech-
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nology, engineering and math teachers;
increases the size and duration of
scholarships provided for those fields
for people who become teachers; au-
thorizes teacher training for advanced
math and science courses; establishes a
National Science Foundation grant
program to support teachers institutes,
including summer institutes for work-
ing math and science teachers; estab-
lishes master’s degree programs for
working math and science teachers
through the NSF; and creates centers
for improving undergraduate education
in science, technology, engineering,
and math.

The bill also authorizes scholarships
for students majoring in these STEM
fields who commit to teaching in our
K-12 science and math programs.

The legislation has very broad sup-
port among our Nation’s leading edu-
cation and research institutions and
broad bipartisan support in this body.

H.R. 362 will improve teacher prepa-
ration by providing our Nation’s teach-
ers with the necessary professional de-
velopment, and it should improve our
students’ achievement by strength-
ening our math and science cur-
riculum.

The reason for this legislation is
clear: by 2010, one in four new jobs will
be technically oriented, or will involve
computers. Women still lag far behind
in earning computer technology de-
grees and working in computer tech-
nology related professions, a situation
we hope to change.

Constituents from my home State of
Vermont have expressed their belief
that this legislation provides the for-
ward-thinking policy our Nation’s edu-
cation system requires.

H.R. 362 will provide a particular ben-
efit to rural regions because of the
number of rural school districts that
currently don’t have the resources to
get these jobs done. High school lab
courses not only reinforce what is
going on in lecture, but obviously cap-
ture the attention and engagement of
our students. These are useful tools for
our students to acquire, no matter
what career path they choose to follow.

An additional 10,000 math and science
teachers across the United States will
help ensure that our Nation can cap-
ture the imagination of our young peo-
ple and give them the tools they need
to succeed in the careers of science, en-
gineering, technology, and math. The
bill also supports the purchase of lab-
oratory equipment, absolutely essen-
tial to achieving these goals, that will
upgrade facilities in the development
of programs that integrate laboratory
experience with classroom instruction.

0 1330

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 362 to invest in
America’s competitiveness. That is es-
sentially what this bill is about. This
bill will have a great impact on our
teacher preparation, will strengthen
and expand the science, technology, en-
gineering and math workforce, and at-
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tract more of our best and brightest
students into these fields.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman from Vermont (Mr. WELCH) for
yielding me the customary 30 minutes,
and I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, yesterday the Rules
Committee met and granted a struc-
tured rule for consideration of the bill
10,000 Teachers, 10 Million Minds
Science and Math Scholarship Act.
Only two amendments were submitted
to the Rules Committee and both were
offered by the underlying bill’s lead
sponsor and the chairman of the
Science and Technology Committee,
Mr. GORDON.

Madam Speaker, I am disappointed
the Democrat majority rejected, on a
party-line vote, an open rule for con-
sideration of this measure, thus deny-
ing Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives the opportunity to come
to the floor and offer his or her amend-
ments to this bill. And I frankly view
this as another opportunity of the
promises made by the new majority
that were wasted with this bill.

However, the underlying bill mirrors
the Science and Mathematics Edu-
cation for Competitiveness Act, which
was approved by the House Science
Committee unanimously in the last
Congress. The underlying legislation
aims to increase K-12 science, tech-
nology, engineering and mathematics
or ‘“STEM” teachers annually by
10,000. Specifically, the bill authorizes
competitive awards through the Na-
tional Science Foundation to institu-
tions of higher education to improve
the training of STEM teachers and pro-
vide scholarships to students in STEM
fields who commit to teaching after
graduation.

I applaud the Science and Tech-
nology Committee for working in a bi-
partisan manner to help address the
need for America to be more globally
competitive in math, science, tech-
nology and engineering fields by focus-
ing on increasing the number of qual-
ity math and science teachers in our
Nation’s classrooms. Our students and
educators certainly stand to benefit
from this bipartisan bill which I sup-
port.

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

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam
Speaker, I thank my friend from Wash-
ington.

Just in response to comments on the
rule, the Rules Committee believes
that this is a judicious rule. All of the
amendments that were presented to
the Rules Committee were made in
order. This is essentially from our
point of view an open rule, subject to a
filing requirement. The filing require-
ment obviously gives Members as well
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as the Rules Committee an opportunity
to review what is being proposed. The
rule was adopted by a voice vote.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. I yield to
the gentleman from Washington.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. The
gentleman stated that in his mind this
is an open rule. An open rule histori-
cally in this body has been where the
committee of jurisdiction marks up the
bill, takes it to the committee, and
then the Rules Committee, with no re-
strictions, allows Members that are not
on that committee to come down if
they wish and submit their thoughts or
improvements to the bill.

The bill we are about to vote on is a
structured rule. Only two amendments
were offered. Actually three, and one
was withdrawn. Two amendments were
made in order. Those amendments were
sponsored by the chairman of the com-
mittee that has primary jurisdiction
on this and the sponsor of the bill, to
which it has strong bipartisan support
because, as I mentioned in my re-
marks, this mirrors a bill passed out of
the Science Committee last year.

This bill very easily could have been
amended in the committee by the
chairman, because he is the one who
wanted to have the amendments, and it
could have been on the Suspension Cal-
endar. It would have passed with
strong bipartisan support.

So with due respect to my friend
from Vermont, this is not an open rule.
This is a structured rule where Mem-
bers are denied the opportunity if they
wish to come to the floor of the House
and offer amendments or improve-
ments to this bill.

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. I would in-
quire of the gentleman, were any rules
offered by Members on the Republican
side that were rejected?

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. I yield to
the gentleman.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I will
simply say that a requirement of an
open rule is not necessarily to have
amendments submitted to the Rules
Committee. The committee of jurisdic-
tion is the one that marks it up and
they take a lot of give-and-take within
the committee. That is how we break
this down, we break this whole cum-
bersome process down so committees
can work in specific ways.

It is after that process, when it goes
to the floor, that Members should have
an opportunity to submit whatever
they wish. And there is no require-
ment, never has there been a require-
ment on something like that where
they have to go to the Rules Com-
mittee and essentially ask permission
to offer an amendment on the floor.

So with this rule, contrary to the
promises your party made going into
the election, this is a closed process.
Only two amendments are made in
order. So Members are denied an oppor-
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tunity to offer their thoughts on the
floor.

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam
Speaker, every amendment that was
offered was allowed. There was one
amendment that was offered and with-
drawn. That is the reason it is not
being offered. There was no denial of
any proposed amendment by anybody
in this body, Republican or Democrat.
The only requirement under the rule is
that if somebody had an amendment to
propose, they had to do it in a timely
way.

Madam Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON).

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Speaker, let me thank
our leaders on the committee. This is a
very important bill. It is most espe-
cially for me, because for the last 15
yvears that I have been here, I have
been preaching about this. So I rise in
strong support of H.R. 362 for 10,000
Teachers, 10 Million Minds Science and
Math Scholarship Act.

The Committee on Science and Tech-
nology has worked to produce legisla-
tion to act upon the recommendations
of the ‘‘Rising Above the Gathering
Storm” report which was published by
the National Academy of Sciences.
This bill addresses the issues that they
recommended to improve the quality
and number of math and science teach-
ers across the Nation.

Of particular interest to me is the
Noyce teacher scholarship program.
This program provides grants to uni-
versities to give scholarships to math,
science and engineering students who
become math and science teachers.
Original law stated that for every 1
year the scholarship was awarded, new
teachers must spend 2 years teaching
in a high-needs school. This high-needs
school requirement was softened by
H.R. 362, but I am pleased that the
chairman agreed to modify the bill in
conference to restore incentives for
teachers to serve in high-need schools.
We are losing so many students be-
cause they are are from poor commu-
nities.

The new design will provide more
money per scholarship for students
who agree to teach in underserved
classrooms. This incentive will hope-
fully entice passionate and high-qual-
ity Noyce scholars to share their tal-
ents with students most in need.

I want to commend the chairman’s
sensitivity to the great disparities that
exist in availability of highly qualified
math and science teachers in schools
across the country. As a matter of fact,
in my district we have the number one
high school in the country in this area,
but not without a great deal of effort.

The subcommittee chair, where I was
ranking member for about 6 years, Mr.
BAIRD, and ranking member, Mr.
GINGREY, of the Research and Science
Education Subcommittee have been
great advocates for lessening the
achievement gap as well.

H.R. 362 also contains a laboratory
science partnership pilot program that
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I have worked on with Mr. HINOJOSA
from Texas, and he has been a strong
advocate because many of these
schools don’t have equipment. Overall,
this legislation is designed to strength-
en our Nation’s scientific competitive-
ness by producing thousands of tal-
ented and well-educated math and
science teachers. That is the only way
we are going to remain competitive in
this country. I urge my colleagues to
vote in favor of H.R. 362.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, we have had a discus-
sion on the structure of this rule, and
I just want to ask this question of my
friend from Vermont, and I will be
more than happy to yield to him.

This bill will be debated on the floor
later on this afternoon. Is it possible
under this rule for any Member, Demo-
cratic or Republican Member, to come
down and offer an amendment on this
bill?

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield to the gentleman from Vermont.

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. No.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Thank you for your honest response on
that.

Madam Speaker, I make the point
that this, therefore, is not an open rule
as was presented by my friend in his re-
marks. This is a structured rule, and
what has happened is very simply that
Members not on the committee are not
given the opportunity to try to im-
prove this bill. With that, I oppose the
rule.

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

Mr. WELCH of Vermont. Madam
Speaker, this bill has received bipar-
tisan support. There has been a slight
argument here about the nature of a
structured rule, but I have heard from
the gentleman from Washington that
there is broad support for the content
of this bill. It is a step that is going to
move this Nation ahead in the impor-
tant areas of improving science, math,
technology, and engineering.

It is absolutely crucial that our
country remain competitive. It is a dis-
grace that we are 24th out of 29 coun-
tries as measured in our performance
in K-12 instruction in these critical
areas to our present economy.

So we support this bill and ask full
support of the Members of the House of
Representatives for its passage.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
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, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 363, SOWING THE SEEDS
THROUGH SCIENCE AND ENGI-
NEERING RESEARCH ACT

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 318 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. REs. 318

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 363) to author-
ize appropriations for basic research and re-
search infrastructure in science and engi-
neering, and for support of graduate fellow-
ships, and for other purposes. The first read-
ing of the bill shall be dispensed with. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived except those arising under
clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. General debate
shall be confined to the bill and shall not ex-
ceed one hour equally divided and controlled
by the chairman and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology. After general debate the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the five-
minute rule. It shall be in order to consider
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Science and
Technology now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points
of order against the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived ex-
cept those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule
XXI. Notwithstanding clause 11 of rule
XVIII, no amendment to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be in order except those printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution. Each such amend-
ment may be offered only in the order print-
ed in the report, may be offered only by a
Member designated in the report, shall be
considered as read, shall be debatable for the
time specified in the report equally divided
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment,
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole. All points of order
against such amendments are waived except
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI.
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill
for amendment the Committee shall rise and
report the bill to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted. Any
Member may demand a separate vote in the
House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House
of H.R. 363 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous
question, the Chair may postpone further
consideration of the bill to such time as may
be designated by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CARDOZA)
is recognized for 1 hour.
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Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, for
the purpose of debate only, I yield the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS). All time yielded during con-
sideration of the rule is for debate
only. I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to insert extraneous mate-
rial into the RECORD.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. CARDOZA. Madam Speaker,
House Resolution 318 provides for con-
sideration of H.R. 363, the Sowing the
Seeds through Science and Engineering
Research Act, under a structured rule.

The rule provides for 1 hour of gen-
eral debate, equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking
member of the Committee on Science
and Technology.

The rule waives all points of order
against consideration of the bill except
for clauses 9 and 10 of rule XXI. The
bill shall be considered as read.

The rule makes in order and provides
appropriate waivers for all three
amendments that were submitted for
consideration. The first amendment to
be debated on the floor will be that of
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL),
the ranking member of the Science and
Technology Committee.

Finally, the rule provides for one mo-
tion to recommit, with or without in-
structions.

Madam Speaker, the talent, intellect
and entrepreneurial spirit of the Amer-
ican people have made this Nation the
leader in economic and technological
advancements. In fact, high-tech indus-
tries drive economic growth around the
world.

Every day, however, my constituents
tell me the United States has fallen
further and further behind our com-
petitors in Europe and Asia. The
United States continues to lead the
world in many statistical categories
such as R&D spending and the number
of scientists and engineers; however,
the rest of the world is increasing its
capacity, its R&D investments, and its
will to catch up with us.

Other countries such as China and
India are pouring resources into their
scientific and technological infrastruc-
ture at staggering rates, which is in-
creasing their ability to compete with
us in the global economy.

For example, in South Korea, 38 per-
cent of undergraduates received their
degrees in science or engineering. In
France, the figure is 47 percent. In
China, it is 50 percent, and in Singa-
pore, it is 67 percent. In the United
States, only 15 percent of undergradu-
ates receive a degree in science or engi-
neering. More telling is the fact that
approximately one-third of U.S. stu-
dents intending to major in engineer-
ing switch majors to something else be-
fore graduating.
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Madam Speaker, the warning signs
could not be any clearer. Our leader-
ship in the race to discovery is being
challenged at unparalleled levels
around the world. We cannot ignore
this challenge, and we cannot afford to
ignore this challenge.

Our society has always depended on
innovation and discovery. It has de-
pended on pioneers who push them-
selves to their intellectual and phys-
ical limits to find the hidden paths
that lead to that discovery. Over 125
years ago, Thomas Edison who fa-
mously quipped that he had not failed
but instead had found 10,000 different
ways that would not work invented the
light bulb, and it was Albert Einstein
who once said, ‘‘I never came upon any
of my discoveries through the process
of rational thinking.”

My point, Madam Speaker, is that
our advancement as a society depends
on leading the search for the unknown.
Americans must continue to research,
we must continue to develop, and we
must continue to innovate in order to
create new and thriving industries that
will produce millions of good jobs and a
better future for our children. To do
that, however, we must continue to re-
invigorate America’s commitment to
this discovery process.

The National Academy of Sciences
recently released a report, ‘‘Rising
Above the Gathering Storm.” The re-
port outlines specific recommendations
to enhance the scientific building
blocks in the United States. The bill
we have today before us, H.R. 363, the
Sowing the Seeds through Science and
Engineering Research Act, draws di-
rectly from several of those rec-
ommendations.

To paraphrase the report, the report
recommends that we strengthen our
Nation’s commitment to research to
maintain the flow of new ideas that
fuel the economy, provide security and
enhance our quality of life. In that re-
gard, H.R. 363 seeks to improve Federal
support for scientific research and edu-
cation in order to maintain our posi-
tion as the unequivocal global leader in
innovation.

H.R. 363 creates a program at the Na-
tional Science Foundation to award
grants to scientists and engineers at
the early stage of their careers at col-
leges, universities and research institu-
tions across the country. Young re-
searchers are eligible to receive up to
$80,000 per year for 5 years.

The awards are granted on a competi-
tive basis and are based on intellectual
merit of their work, the innovative or
transformative nature of the proposed
research, and the researcher’s potential
for leadership at the frontiers of
knowledge.

The bill requires that the National
Science Foundation director allocate
at least 3.5 percent of its research fund-
ing for this grant program. The bill
also creates a similar program in the
Department of Energy for which $25
million is authorized.

H.R. 363 directs NSF to allocate at
least 1.5 percent of its research funds



April 24, 2007

to an integrated graduate education
and research training program. This
program provides support to those sci-
entists and engineers who will pursue
careers in research and education.

Just this week, Madam Speaker, the
president of my alma mater from the
University of Maryland, Dr. Mote,
came by to describe some of the chal-
lenges for young researchers in just
this area. It is so appropriate that Con-
gress is taking this action at this time.

This bill establishes the Presidential
Innovation Award, an award which will
recognize scientists and engineers who
develop unique innovations in the na-
tional interests. The bill creates a na-
tional coordination office within the
Office of Science and Technology Pol-
icy to better coordinate research ef-
forts, and, finally, H.R. 363 directs the
National Institute of Standards and
Technology to provide a report to Con-
gress on the efforts to attract and re-
tain young researchers.

But this bill goes far beyond the
long-lasting impacts of development
and innovation. It goes far beyond our
ability to create jobs and compete in a
global economy. It will plant the seeds
of hope for a better tomorrow in com-
munities across this country.

I know firsthand what research fund-
ing will be able to do. The University
of California in Merced, my hometown
in my district, is on the cutting edge of
several research projects where addi-
tional funding could spur the next big
breakthrough. UC Merced is a leader in
solar concentration technologies, just
one of the many of our ongoing
projects. To date, this research has
largely been supported through public
and private partnerships. However, in-
creased research funding could poten-
tially improve the efficiencies of solar
power and solar thermal technologies;
and if efficiency and affordability are
within our grasp, we can decrease the
carbon emissions and reduce our de-
pendence on foreign oil, certainly wor-
thy goals for this Congress. This is but
one example of many research efforts
across our country that has the poten-
tial to define and shape tomorrow.

It is this type of project that would
benefit from the funding of this bill,
but how many more ideas could become
reality if our researchers only had the
tools that they sorely need? How many
more concepts, how many more ideas
are out there on the horizon waiting to
be discovered?

Madam Speaker, it is our duty and
our responsibility as legislators to help
make those dreams and ideas become a
reality.

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington.
Madam Speaker, I want to thank the
gentleman from California (Mr.
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CARDOZA) for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes.

Madam Speaker, it is vital that the
United States continue to grow more
globally competitive in the areas of
scientific research and technology.
Federal and private investment in sup-
porting research and development is es-
sential to the health of our economy
and our competitiveness as a Nation.
We must plan for the future by invest-
ing in areas of basic research and
science today.

The underlying bill, H.R. 363, reaf-
firms our Federal commitment to in-
crease America’s global competitive-
ness in the areas of science, tech-
nology, research and innovation by
supporting America’s future scientific
leaders.

The central Washington area that I
represent is home to the Pacific North-
west National Lab in Richland, a state-
of-the-art research facility. The PNNL
hosts a diverse staff of outstanding sci-
entists, engineers and support profes-
sionals. Many of these individuals in
the past have received the highest lev-
els of recognition for outstanding
achievements and discoveries in their
field.

At this lab, researchers use their ex-
pertise in the fields of environmental,
radiological, biological and computa-
tional sciences to make important con-
tributions to the scientific advance-
ment of our Nation. The development
of fuel cell technologies, biomass sys-
tems and radiation portal monitors are
just a few of the areas where lab re-
searchers are leading efforts to solve
our national security and energy secu-
rity challenges.

I am pleased that this legislation in-
cludes efforts to help encourage col-
laborations between scientists and na-
tional labs. Specifically, this legisla-
tion allows the National Science Foun-
dation grants to be used in collabora-
tion with our national labs, which
means more researchers at our labs
will be eligible for Federal support.

Madam Speaker, the underlying leg-
islation enjoys strong bipartisan sup-
port, and this rule makes in order all
amendments that were submitted to
the Committee on Rules. However,
Madam Speaker, I question the need
once again for a structured rule when
an open rule could have been granted
for consideration of this bill.

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues to
oppose the rule.

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

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, before 1
turn it over and yield to my colleague
from Texas, I just want to respond to
the gentleman and say, on an ongoing
basis, we have heard the same drum-
beat that we are somehow trampling
on the rights of the minority. It is true
that this is a structured rule, but it is
also true, as it was with the last bill,
that every amendment that has been
offered has been granted. Certainly
that is in the spirit of collegiality and
cooperation that this House deserves.

H3801

We have gone far beyond what is re-
quired. This is not an open rule, but
certainly we have done more open rules
in this committee than was done in the
past Congress already in the first few
months. We are doing everything we
can to accommodate the minority in
both spirit and practice.

So I say to my colleague, my good
friend from the State of Washington,
that he has had the opportunity, every
Member, I have heard no one who is
clamoring for an amendment to this
bill. In fact, all three amendments that
were offered to the committee were, in
fact, granted, and it seems to me that
we are offering cooperation on a silver
platter. We just need our colleagues to
say ‘‘yes’ and agree that we have done
that.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CARDOZA. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Washington.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I appreciate the gentleman
yielding, and I appreciate his acknowl-
edgment that this is a structured rule
and, therefore, Members cannot come
down to the floor and ask for amend-
ments to be made in order.

But I just want to make this point,
and we talk about it a lot in the Rules
Committee. A lot of these bills have
strong bipartisan support, and, yes,
there may or may not be Members that
are clamoring for amendments. But it
would just seem to me to keep the
process in a way where all Members, if
they desire, should have an oppor-
tunity to come down because maybe
something was said in debate, maybe a
point that was made that was over-
looked, to at least have the oppor-
tunity to change. When bills have
strong bipartisan support, that is prob-
ably the best time to have an open
rule.

I respectfully tell my friend that
there has been a change in definition of
what open rules are. We could probably
discuss that further because you have
not had the open rules that we have
had based on everybody having an op-
portunity.

I would just simply say that bills like
this, if you are going to have them on
the floor under the regular order of a
rule, then it should be an open rule.
Otherwise, it seems to me that it
should be on a Suspension Calendar,
like we pass so many pieces of our leg-
islation.

[ 1400

That is just simply the point I am
making. I appreciate the gentleman
yielding.

Mr. CARDOZA. Reclaiming my time,
I acknowledge this is not an open rule,
this is a structured rule. That is what
we put forward. In the 12 or 14 years
that the current minority was in
power, we saw a declining, ever-declin-
ing number of what he considers an
open rule.

As I said before, we granted every
amendment that came forward in the
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last two bills. Certainly that is in the
spirit of cooperation that we bring this
legislation to the House floor.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1%2 minutes to
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON), a member of
the Science Committee.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Let me proceed to thank my
colleagues for bringing this rule to the
House so that we can rise above the
gathering storm.

Mr. Speaker, this is not to insult
anyone. I know what it feels like not to
be given the opportunity to offer an
amendment, I truly do.

But this is a well-substantiated rea-
son because we are in a crisis in this
Nation, and we must rise to the occa-
sion. We are moving backwards right
now, or standing still. The measure is
an investment in America’s future, and
we must move it.

We must support our American schol-
ars so that we can get the leadership
and the thoughts we need to convey to
other young people. Our young scholars
are not getting the support they need
now. They really need more, because
they are the future.

The alternative to this bill is to be-
come a Third World nation with all the
low-paying jobs, because all of the
other ones will leave this country to go
where the talent is. We must move
fast.

We are in a crisis, and I would hope
that we would accept this rule as it is.

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

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. ISRAEL), a member of the
Appropriations Committee.

Mr. ISRAEL. I thank the gentleman
for his leadership.

Mr. Speaker, not to quibble over a
rule, but to get to the heart of this
very important legislation, in 1957 the
American people were terrorized when
Sputnik orbited the Earth, and it
looked like the Soviet Union had beat
us into outer space. What we did then,
in the face of that very grave threat to
our national security, was to launch a
new generation of engineers and sci-
entists.

What we did then was went into our
classrooms and nurtured a new genera-
tion of people who could engineer, re-
search, develop, manufacture and mo-
bilize. That generation of engineers
landed us on the Moon.

People say that NASA landed man on
the Moon. I have a very high regard for
NASA, but NASA didn’t land us on the
Moon. The Grumman Corporation land-
ed us on the Moon. NASA provided the
incentives and the support and acted as
a catalyst to help mobilize that genera-
tion of engineers that figured out how
to get us to the Moon. We won the Cold
War with that generation.

I believe that today our dependence
on foreign oil is just as grave a threat
as Sputnik was; just as grave a threat
to our security, and my children’s se-
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curity, as the Cold War was. We need to
engineer again, to research and de-
velop, to mobilize and motivate and in-
spire a new generation of engineers
who can develop plug-in hybrids and
fuel cells, hydrogen fuel cells and bat-
teries and cellulosic ethanol.

I was in China just 2 months ago on
an energy security congressional dele-
gation. The seventh wealthiest person
in China is manufacturing solar panels
in China and selling them to Germany;
not here, but selling them to Germany.

In Brazil, seven out of every 10 cars is
running on flex fuel. We beat Germany
and Japan in World War II. They are
now ahead of us in solar energy.

If we could win the Cold War and
World War II, if we could defeat Ger-
many and Japan in World War II, we
should be able to get ahead of them in
solar energy. If Brazil can do it, we can
do it. It starts in the classroom. It
starts with our schools. It starts with
that generation.

We can no longer afford to turn our
backs on the future. It is time to har-
ness that energy so that generation
can provide us with the energy and se-
curity we need. It is time to stop bor-
rowing money from China in order to
fund our military, to buy oil from the
Persian Gulf to fuel our weapons to
protect us from China and the Persian
Gulf.

This is a national security issue, and
it’s time for us to treat it as that and
invest in that next generation of engi-
neers and scientists. That is what this
bill does, and that is why I am so proud
to support it.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask my friend from Cali-
fornia if he has any more requests for
time.

Mr. CARDOZA. We have no more re-
quests for time and are prepared to
close.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I simply want to say this is a
very good bill. It’s a bill that has been
worked on in the past Congress, and,
obviously, in this Congress. It has
strong bipartisan support, and all of
the points that my friend from New
York made in his previous remarks, I
would like to associate myself with
them. We need that.

It just seems to me that during their
whole process, when you have strong
bipartisan support, under the rules of
the House, all Members ought to have
an opportunity to have some say in
legislation as important as this that
comes to the floor of the House, and
not just those members within the
committee of jurisdiction.

I am simply pointing that out. It is a
promise that was made by the new ma-
jority in the last election. I will with-
hold judgment, obviously, until after
this first session is over to see if, in
fact, those promises were kept. But as
we go along here, seeing structured
rules on bills that could very well be on
a Suspension Calendar, I just think it’s
another opportunity missed.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, I first
want to acknowledge the fantastic re-
marks of my colleague, Mr. ISRAEL,
from the great State of New York.

I also want to respond to my col-
league in closing, that while we hear
continued complaints about the rule
process this session, we have granted
the vast majority of amendments that
have been offered on these last two
bills. In fact, I think every amendment
that was offered was granted to the mi-
nority. There is certainly no shortage
of allowing the minority to have input,
both in the committee and here on the
floor.

I just get to the heart of the topic at
hand today, and that is, quite simply,
we must, we must reinvigorate Amer-
ica’s commitment to discovery. Where
there is research to be done, we must
undertake it. There is opportunity to
be pursued. This country has always
pursued the opportunities presented.
We have been an innovator in the last
225 years that we have been in exist-
ence, and we must continue to pursue
it.

When a technological breakthrough
lies far away on the horizon, we must
seek it and discover it. I urge a ‘‘yes”
vote on the rule and on the previous
question.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time, and I move the previous
question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SALAZAR). The question is on the reso-
lution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. CARDOZA. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed. Votes will be taken in the
following order: H. Res. 327, H. Res. 318,
H. Res. 299, H. Res. 289, H. Res. 119,
each by the yeas and nays.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 362, 10,000 TEACHERS, 10
MILLION MINDS SCIENCE AND
MATH SCHOLARSHIP ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on adop-
tion of House Resolution 327, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

The
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The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 220, nays
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188, not voting 24, as follows:

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd (FL)
Boyda (KS)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson
Castor
Chandler
Clarke
Clay
Clyburn
Cohen
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Dayvis (IL)
Davis, Lincoln
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Filner
Frank (MA)
Giffords
Gillibrand
Gohmert
Gonzalez
Gordon

Aderholt
AKkin
Alexander
Bachmann
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner

[Roll No. 248]
YEAS—220

Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Klein (FL)
Kucinich
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murtha
Nadler

NAYS—188

Bonner
Bono
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon

Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Reyes
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Towns
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Weiner
Welch (VT)
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Cantor

Capito

Carter

Chabot

Coble

Cole (OK)
Conaway
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Davis, David
Davis, Tom
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.

Doolittle
Drake
Dreier
Duncan
Ehlers
Emerson
English (PA)
Everett
Fallin
Feeney
Ferguson
Flake
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Gallegly
Garrett (NJ)
Gerlach
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gingrey
Goode
Goodlatte
Granger
Graves

Hall (TX)
Hastert
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Heller
Hensarling
Herger
Hoekstra
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Issa

Jindal
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jordan
Keller

King (IA)
Kingston
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg

Baker

Brady (PA)
Buyer

Castle
Cleaver
Cubin

Davis, Jo Ann
Deal (GA)

Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Latham
LaTourette
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
LoBiondo
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul (TX)
McCotter
McCrery
McHenry
McHugh
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Moran (KS)
Murphy, Tim
Musgrave
Neugebauer
Nunes
Paul
Pearce
Pence
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Porter
Price (GA)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Ramstad
Regula

Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reynolds
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Royce

Ryan (WI)
Sali

Saxton
Schmidt
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shadegg
Shays
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Souder
Stearns
Sullivan
Tancredo
Terry
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Turner
Upton
Walberg
Walden (OR)
Walsh (NY)
Wamp
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (S0)
Wolf

Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—24

Fattah
Fossella
Hastings (FL)
Hobson
Honda
Kennedy
King (NY)
Kirk

Lampson
McCollum (MN)
Myrick

Rangel

Sutton
Waxman
Westmoreland
Wynn

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are advised that
there are 2 minutes remaining in the

vote.

Messrs.

[0 1435
HELLER

of Nevada,

FEENEY, HERGER, and REYNOLDS

changed their vote from

unay.aa

¢ gyean to

So the resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 363, SOWING THE SEEDS
THROUGH SCIENCE AND ENGI-
NEERING RESEARCH ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on adop-
tion of House Resolution 318, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-

tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

The

question is on the resolution.
This will be a 5-minute vote.
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The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 219, nays
187, not voting 26, as follows:

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Allen
Altmire
Andrews
Arcuri
Baca

Baird
Baldwin
Barrow
Bean
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Berry
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd (FL)
Boyda (KS)
Braley (IA)
Brown, Corrine
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson
Castor
Chandler
Clarke
Clay
Clyburn
Cohen
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Cramer
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (AL)
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
Davis, Lincoln
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Ellsworth
Emanuel
Engel
Eshoo
Etheridge
Farr
Filner
Frank (MA)
Giffords
Gillibrand
Gonzalez
Gordon

Aderholt
AKin
Alexander
Bachmann
Bachus
Barrett (SC)
Bartlett (MD)
Barton (TX)
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Blackburn
Blunt
Boehner
Bonner

[Roll No. 249]
YEAS—219

Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hall (NY)
Hare
Harman
Herseth Sandlin
Higgins
Hill
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Hodes
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones (OH)
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
Klein (FL)
Kucinich
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lynch
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (NY)
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moore (WI)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murtha

NAYS—187

Bono
Boozman
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brown (SC)
Brown-Waite,
Ginny
Buchanan
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp (MI)
Campbell (CA)
Cannon
Cantor
Capito

Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Pomeroy
Price (NC)
Rahall
Reyes
Rodriguez
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Salazar
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Serrano
Sestak
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stupak
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Towns
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Weiner
Welch (VT)
Wexler
Wilson (OH)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Carter

Castle

Chabot

Coble

Cole (OK)
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Davis, David
Dayvis, Tom
Dent
Diaz-Balart, L.
Diaz-Balart, M.
Doolittle
Drake

Dreier
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Duncan Lamborn Renzi
Ehlers Latham Reynolds
Emerson LaTourette Rogers (AL)
English (PA) Lewis (KY) Rogers (KY)
E.vertett Lindpr Rogers (MI)
Fallin LoBiondo Rohrabacher
Feeney Lucas . Ros-Lehtinen
Flake Lungren, Daniel Roskam
Forbes . Royce
Fortenberry Mack Ryan (WI)
Foxx Manzullo Sali
Franks (AZ) Marchant Saxton
Frelinghuysen McCarthy (CA) N
Gallegly McCaul (TX) Schmide
Garrett (NJ) MoCotter Sensenbrenner
Gerlach McCrery Sessions
Gilchrest McHenry Shadegg
Gillmor McHugh Shays
Gingrey McKeon Shimkus
Gohmert McMorris Shuster
Goode Rodgers Simpson
Goodlatte Mica Smith (NE)
Granger Miller (FL) Smith (NJ)
Graves Miller (MI) Smith (TX)
Hall (TX) Miller, Gary Souder
Hastert Moran (KS) Stearns
Hastings (WA) Murphy, Tim Sullivan
Hayes Musgrave Tancredo
Heller ) Neugebauer Terry
Hensarling Nunes Thornberry
Herger Paul Tiahrt
Hlshot Pence. Tibert
u

Hunter Peterson (PA) gurner

. . pton
Inglis (SC) Petri Tber
Issa Pickering Wa g
Jindal Pitts Walden (OR)
Johnson (IL) Platts Walsh (NY)
Johnson, Sam Poe Wamp
Jones (NC) Porter Weldon (FL)
Jordan Price (GA) Wel.le?
Keller Pryce (OH) Whltﬁeld
King (IA) Putnam Wicker
Kingston Radanovich Wilson (NM)
Kline (MN) Ramstad Wilson (SC)
Knollenberg Regula Wolf
Kuhl (NY) Rehberg Young (AK)
LaHood Reichert Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—26

Baker Ferguson Lewis (CA)
Brady (PA) Fossella McCollum (MN)
Buyer Hastings (FL) Myrick
Cleaver Hobson Rangel
Conaway Honda Sutton
Cubin Kennedy Waxman
Davis, Jo Ann K@ng (NY) Westmoreland
Deal (GA) Kirk Wynn
Fattah Lampson

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are advised that

TEMPORE.

there are 2 minutes left in this vote.
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So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

Stated against:

EXPRESSING SENSE OF HOUSE
THAT CONGRESS SHOULD IN-
CREASE PUBLIC AWARENESS OF
CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 299, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
McDERMOTT) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 299.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 411, nays 0,
not voting 21, as follows:

[Roll No. 250]
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Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
249 | was inadvertently detained. Had | been
present, | would have voted “nay.”

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday, April
24th, | was unavoidably detained and was not
present for two rollcall votes.

Had | been present | would have voted:
“yea” on rollcall 248 for passage of H. Res.
327, providing for consideration of H.R. 362 to
authorize science scholarships for educating
mathematics and science teachers, and for
other purposes; “yea” on rollcall 249 for pas-
sage of H. Res. 318, providing for consider-
ation of H.R. 363 to authorize appropriations
for basic research and research infrastructure
in science and engineering, and for support of
graduate fellowships, and for other purposes.

YEAS—411

Abercrombie Clarke Gillmor
Ackerman Clay Gingrey
Aderholt Clyburn Gohmert
AKkin Coble Gonzalez
Alexander Cohen Goode
Allen Cole (OK) Goodlatte
Altmire Conaway Gordon
Andrews Conyers Granger
Arcuri Cooper Graves
Baca Costa Green, Al
Bachmann Costello Green, Gene
Bachus Courtney Grijalva
Baird Cramer Gutierrez
Baldwin Crenshaw Hall (NY)
Barrett (SC) Crowley Hall (TX)
Barrow Cuellar Hare
Bartlett (MD) Culberson Harman
Barton (TX) Cummings Hastert
Bean Davis (AL) Hastings (WA)
Becerra Davis (CA) Hayes
Berkley Dayvis (IL) Heller
Berman Davis (KY) Hensarling
Berry Dayvis, David Herger
Biggert Davis, Lincoln Herseth Sandlin
Bilbray Davis, Tom Higgins
Bilirakis DeFazio Hill
Bishop (GA) DeGette Hinchey
Bishop (NY) Delahunt Hinojosa
Bishop (UT) DeLauro Hirono
Blackburn Dent Hodes
Blumenauer Diaz-Balart, L. Hoekstra
Blunt Diaz-Balart, M. Holden
Boehner Dicks Holt
Bonner Dingell Honda
Bono Doggett Hooley
Boozman Donnelly Hoyer
Boren Doolittle Hulshof
Boswell Doyle Hunter
Boucher Drake Inglis (SC)
Boustany Dreier Inslee
Boyd (FL) Duncan Israel
Boyda (KS) Edwards Issa
Brady (TX) Ehlers Jackson (IL)
Braley (IA) Ellison Jackson-Lee
Brown (SC) Ellsworth (TX)
Brown, Corrine Emanuel Jefferson
Brown-Waite, Emerson Jindal

Ginny Engel Johnson (GA)
Buchanan English (PA) Johnson (IL)
Burgess Eshoo Johnson, E. B.
Burton (IN) Etheridge Johnson, Sam
Butterfield Everett Jones (NC)
Calvert Fallin Jones (OH)
Camp (MI) Farr Jordan
Campbell (CA) Feeney Kagen
Cannon Ferguson Kanjorski
Cantor Filner Kaptur
Capito Flake Keller
Capps Forbes Kildee
Capuano Fortenberry Kilpatrick
Cardoza Foxx Kind
Carnahan Frank (MA) King (IA)
Carney Franks (AZ) Kingston
Carson Frelinghuysen Klein (FL)
Carter Gallegly Kline (MN)
Castle Garrett (NJ) Knollenberg
Castor Gerlach Kucinich
Chabot Giffords Kuhl (NY)
Chandler Gilchrest LaHood

Lamborn Neal (MA) Shays
Langevin Neugebauer Shea-Porter
Lantos Nunes Sherman
Larsen (WA) Oberstar Shimkus
Larson (CT) Obey Shuler
Latham Olver Shuster
LaTourette Ortiz Simpson
Lee Pallone Sires
Levin Pascrell Skelton
Lewis (GA) Pastor Slaughter
Lewis (KY) Paul Smith (NE)
Linder Payne Smith (NJ)
Lipinski Pearce Smith (TX)
LoBiondo Pence Smith (WA)
Loebsack Perlmutter Snyder
Lofgren, Zoe Peterson (MN) Solis
Lowey Peterson (PA) Souder
Lucas Petri Space
Lungren, Daniel  Pickering Spratt
. Pitts Stark

Lynch Platts Stearns
Mack Poe Stupak
Mahoney (FL) Pomeroy Sullivan
Maloney (NY) Porter Tancredo
Manzullo Price (GA) Tanner
Marchant Price (NC) Tauscher
Markey Pryce (OH) Taylor
Marshall Putnam Terry
Matheson Radanovich Thompson (CA)
Matsui Rahall Thompson (MS)
McCarthy (CA) Ramstad Thornberry
McCarthy (NY) Regula Tiahrt
McCaul (TX) Rehberg Tiberi
McCollum (MN) Reichert Tierney
McCotter Renzi Towns
McCrery Reyes Turner
McDermott Reynolds Udall (CO)
McGovern Rodriguez Udall (NM)
McHenry Rogers (AL) Upton
McHugh Rogers (KY) Van Hollen
McIntyre Rogers (MI) Velazquez
McKeon Rohrabacher Visclosky
McMorris Ros-Lehtinen Walberg

Rodgers Roskam Walden (OR)
McNerney Ross Walsh (NY)
McNulty Rothman Walz (MN)
Meehan Roybal-Allard Wamp
Meek (FL) Royce Wasserman
Meeks (NY) Ruppersberger Schultz
Melancon Rush Waters
Mica Ryan (OH) Watson
Michaud Ryan (WI) Watt
Miller (FL) Salazar Waxman
Miller (MI) Sali Weiner
Miller (NC) Sanchez, Linda Welch (VT)
Miller, Gary T. Weldon (FL)
Miller, George Sanchez, Loretta Weller
Mitchell Sarbanes Wexler
Mollohan Saxton Whitfield
Moore (KS) Schakowsky Wicker
Moore (WI) Schiff Wilson (NM)
Moran (KS) Schmidt Wilson (OH)
Moran (VA) Schwartz Wilson (SC)
Murphy (CT) Scott (GA) Wolf
Murphy, Patrick Scott (VA) Woolsey
Murphy, Tim Sensenbrenner Wu
Murtha Serrano Wynn
Musgrave Sessions Yarmuth
Nadler Sestak Young (AK)
Napolitano Shadegg Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—21

Baker Fattah Kirk
Brady (PA) Fossella Lampson
Buyer Gillibrand Lewis (CA)
Cleaver Hastings (FL) Myrick
Cubin Hobson Rangel
Davis, Jo Ann Kennedy Sutton
Deal (GA) King (NY) Westmoreland

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during

the vote). Members are advised there

are 2 minutes remaining in this vote.
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:
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Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall
No. 250, had | been present, | would have
voted “yea.”

———

EXPRESSING SENSE OF HOUSE
WITH RESPECT TO RAISING
AWARENESS AND ENCOURAGING
PREVENTION OF SEXUAL AS-
SAULT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 289, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 289.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 410, nays 0,
not voting 22, as follows:

[Roll No. 251]

YEAS—410

Abercrombie Carney Ferguson
Ackerman Carson Filner
Aderholt Carter Flake
Akin Castle Forbes
Alexander Castor Fortenberry
Allen Chabot Foxx
Altmire Chandler Frank (MA)
Andrews Clarke Franks (AZ)
Arcuri Clay Frelinghuysen
Baca Clyburn Gallegly
Bachmann Coble Garrett (NJ)
Bachus Cohen Gerlach
Baird Cole (OK) Giffords
Baldwin Conaway Gilchrest
Barrett (SC) Conyers Gillibrand
Barrow Cooper Gillmor
Bartlett (MD) Costa Gingrey
Barton (TX) Costello Gohmert
Bean Courtney Gonzalez
Becerra Cramer Goode
Berkley Crenshaw Goodlatte
Berman Crowley Gordon
Berry Cuellar Granger
Biggert Culberson Graves
Bilbray Cummings Green, Al
Bilirakis Davis (AL) Green, Gene
Bishop (GA) Davis (CA) Grijalva
Bishop (UT) Davis (IL) Gutierrez
Blackburn Davis (KY) Hall (NY)
Blumenauer Davis, David Hall (TX)
Blunt Dayvis, Lincoln Hare
Boehner Davis, Tom Harman
Bonner DeFazio Hastert
Bono DeGette Hastings (WA)
Boozman Delahunt Hayes
Boren DeLauro Heller
Boswell Dent Hensarling
Boucher Diaz-Balart, L. Herger
Boustany Diaz-Balart, M. Herseth Sandlin
Boyd (FL) Dicks Higgins
Boyda (KS) Dingell Hill
Brady (TX) Doggett Hinchey
Braley (IA) Donnelly Hinojosa
Brown (SC) Doolittle Hirono
Brown, Corrine Doyle Hodes
Brown-Waite, Dreier Hoekstra

Ginny Duncan Holden
Buchanan Edwards Holt
Burgess Ehlers Honda
Burton (IN) Ellison Hooley
Butterfield Ellsworth Hoyer
Calvert Emanuel Hulshof
Camp (MI) Emerson Hunter
Campbell (CA) Engel Inglis (SC)
Cannon English (PA) Inslee
Cantor Eshoo Israel
Capito Etheridge Issa
Capps Everett Jackson (IL)
Capuano Fallin Jackson-Lee
Cardoza Farr (TX)
Carnahan Feeney Jefferson
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Jindal Miller (NC) Scott (GA)
Johnson (GA) Miller, Gary Scott (VA)
Johnson (IL) Miller, George Sensenbrenner
Johnson, E. B. Mitchell Serrano
Johnson, Sam Mollohan Sessions
Jones (NC) Moore (KS) Sestak
Jones (OH) Moran (KS) Shadegg
Jordan Moran (VA) Shays
Kagen Murphy (CT) Shea-Porter
Kanjorski Murphy, Patrick  Sherman
Kaptur Murphy, Tim Shimkus
Keller Murtha Shuler
Kildee Musgrave Shuster
Kilpatrick Nadler Simpson
Kind Napolitano Sires
King (IA) Neal (MA) Skelton
Kingston Neugebauer Slaughter
Klein (FL) Nunes Smith (NE)
Kline (MN) Oberstar Smith (NJ)
Knollenberg Obey Smith (TX)
Kucinich Olvg}r Smith (WA)
Kuhl (NY) Ortiz Snyder
LaHood Pallone Solis
Lambor'n Pascrell Souder
Langevin Pastor Space
Lantos Paul Spratt
Larsen (WA) Payne Stark
Larson (CT) Pearce Stearns
E:’trl?r?ette gz?ﬁi tter Stupal
ur u !
Lee Peterson (MN) '?‘2111;‘;3(1110
Levin Peterson (PA) Tanner
Lewis (CA) Petri Tauscher
Lewis (GA) Pickering Taylor
Lewis (KY) Pitts Terry
Linder Platts
s : Thompson (CA)
Lipinski Poe
. Thompson (MS)
LoBiondo Pomeroy
Thornberry
Loebsack Porter Tiahrt
Lofgren, Zoe Price (GA) R
Lowey Price (NC) T%berl
Lucas Pryce (OH) Tierney
Lungren, Daniel =~ Putnam Towns
E. Radanovich Turner
Lynch Rahall Udall (CO)
Mack Ramstad Udall (NM)
Mahoney (FL) Regula Upton
Maloney (NY) Rehberg Van‘ Hollen
Manzullo Reichert Velazquez
Marchant Renzi Visclosky
Markey Reyes Walberg
Marshall Reynolds Walden (OR)
Matheson Rodriguez Walsh (NY)
Matsui Rogers (AL) Walz (MN)
McCarthy (CA)  Rogers (KY) Wamp
McCarthy (NY) Rogers (MI) Wasserman
McCaul (TX) Rohrabacher Schultz
McCollum (MN)  Ros-Lehtinen Waters
McCotter Roskam Watson
McCrery Ross Watt
McDermott Rothman Waxman
McGovern Roybal-Allard Weiner
McHenry Royce Welch (VT)
McHugh Ruppersberger Weldon (FL)
McIntyre Rush Weller
McKeon Ryan (OH) Wexler
McMorris Ryan (WI) Whitfield
Rodgers Salazar Wicker
McNerney Sali Wilson (NM)
McNulty Sanchez, Linda Wilson (OH)
Meehan T. Wilson (SC)
Meek (FL) Sanchez, Loretta Wolf
Meeks (NY) Sarbanes Woolsey
Melancon Saxton Wu
Mica Schakowsky Wynn
Michaud Schiff Yarmuth
Miller (FL) Schmidt Young (AK)
Miller (MI) Schwartz Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—22

Baker Drake Lampson
Bishop (NY) Fattah Moore (WI)
Brady (PA) Fossella Myrick

Buyer Hastings (FL) Rangel
Cleaver Hobson Sutton

Cubin Kennedy Westmoreland
Davis, Jo Ann King (NY)

Deal (GA) Kirk

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE.
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). Members are advised there
are 2 minutes remaining in this vote.
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

SUPPORTING THE MISSION AND
GOALS OF NATIONAL CRIME VIC-
TIMS’ RIGHTS WEEK

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to
the resolution, H. Res. 119, on which
the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 119.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 407, nays 0,
not voting 25, as follows:

[Roll No. 252]

YEAS—407

Abercrombie Capps Emerson
Ackerman Capuano Engel
Aderholt Cardoza English (PA)
Akin Carnahan Eshoo
Alexander Carney Etheridge
Allen Carson Everett
Altmire Carter Fallin
Andrews Castle Farr
Arcuri Castor Feeney
Baca Chabot Ferguson
Bachmann Chandler Filner
Bachus Clarke Flake
Baird Clay Forbes
Baldwin Clyburn Fortenberry
Barrett (SC) Coble Foxx
Barrow Cohen Frank (MA)
Bartlett (MD) Cole (OK) Franks (AZ)
Barton (TX) Conaway Frelinghuysen
Bean Conyers Gallegly
Becerra Cooper Garrett (NJ)
Berkley Costa Gerlach
Berman Costello Giffords
Berry Courtney Gilchrest
Biggert Cramer Gillibrand
Bilbray Crenshaw Gillmor
Bishop (GA) Crowley Gingrey
Bishop (NY) Cuellar Gohmert
Bishop (UT) Culberson Gonzalez
Blackburn Cummings Goode
Blumenauer Davis (AL) Goodlatte
Blunt Davis (CA) Gordon
Boehner Davis (IL) Granger
Bonner Davis (KY) Graves
Bono Dayvis, David Green, Al
Boozman Davis, Lincoln Green, Gene
Boren Davis, Tom Grijalva
Boswell DeFazio Gutierrez
Boucher DeGette Hall (NY)
Boustany Delahunt Hall (TX)
Boyd (FL) DeLauro Hare
Boyda (KS) Dent Harman
Brady (TX) Diaz-Balart, L. Hastert
Braley (IA) Diaz-Balart, M. Hastings (WA)
Brown (SC) Dicks Hayes
Brown, Corrine Dingell Heller
Brown-Waite, Doggett Hensarling

Ginny Donnelly Herger
Buchanan Doolittle Herseth Sandlin
Burgess Doyle Higgins
Burton (IN) Drake Hill
Butterfield Dreier Hinchey
Calvert Duncan Hinojosa
Camp (MI) Edwards Hirono
Campbell (CA) Ehlers Hodes
Cannon Ellison Hoekstra
Cantor Ellsworth Holden
Capito Emanuel Holt
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Honda
Hooley
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Inglis (SC)
Inslee
Israel
Issa
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee
(TX)
Jefferson
Jindal
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (IL)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Jordan
Kagen
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Keller
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind
King (IA)
Kingston
Klein (FL)
Kline (MN)
Knollenberg
Kucinich
Kuhl (NY)
LaHood
Lamborn
Langevin
Lantos
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latham
LaTourette
Lee
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lucas
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Lynch
Mack
Mahoney (FL)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Marchant
Markey
Marshall
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCarthy (NY)
McCaul (TX)
McCollum (MN)
McCotter
McCrery
McGovern
McHenry
McHugh
McIntyre
McKeon
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McNulty

Baker
Bilirakis
Brady (PA)
Buyer
Cleaver
Cubin

Davis, Jo Ann
Deal (GA)
Fattah

Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Melancon
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller (NC)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Mitchell
Mollohan
Moore (KS)
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Murphy (CT)
Murphy, Patrick
Murphy, Tim
Murtha
Musgrave
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal (MA)
Neugebauer
Nunes
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Pickering
Pitts
Platts
Poe
Pomeroy
Porter
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Putnam
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Regula
Rehberg
Reichert
Renzi
Reyes
Reynolds
Rodriguez
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruppersberger
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salazar
Sali
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes

Fossella
Hastings (FL)
Hobson
Kennedy
King (NY)
Kirk
Lampson
Lewis (CA)
McDermott
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Saxton
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schmidt
Schwartz
Scott (GA)
Scott (VA)
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sestak
Shadegg
Shays
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Sires
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Solis
Souder
Space
Spratt
Stark
Stearns
Stupak
Sullivan
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Taylor
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry
Tiahrt
Tiberi
Tierney
Towns
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden (OR)
Walsh (NY)
Walz (MN)
Wamp
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson
Watt
Weiner
Welch (VT)
Weldon (FL)
Weller
Wexler
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson (NM)
Wilson (OH)
Wilson (SC)
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Wynn
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NOT VOTING—25

Moore (WI)
Myrick
Rangel
Sessions
Sutton
Waxman
Westmoreland

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mrs. GILLIBRAND. Mr. Speaker, during the
vote on rollcall 252, | was momentarily de-
tained, and was not on the House floor. Had
| been present and voting, | would have voted
“yea.”

————————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, | missed the
following votes due to an evacuation of the
Longworth House Office Building which was
conducted during the votes.

Mr. Speaker, had | been present for rollcall
vote 248, providing for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 362) to authorize science scholarships
for educating mathematics and science teach-
ers, and for other purposes, | would have
voted “yea.”

Mr. Speaker, had | been present for rollcall
vote 249, providing for consideration of the bill
(H.R. 363) to authorize appropriations for
basic research and research infrastructure in
science and engineering, and for support of
graduate fellowships, and for other purposes,
| would have voted “yea.”

Mr. Speaker, had | been present for rollcall
vote 250, expressing the sense of the House
of Representatives that Congress should in-
crease public awareness of child abuse and
neglect and should continue to work with the
States to reduce the incidence of child abuse
and neglect through such programs as the
Child Welfare Services and Promoting Safe
and Stable Families program, | would have
voted “yea.”

Mr. Speaker, had | been present for rollcall
vote 251, expressing the sense of the House
of Representatives with respect to raising
awareness and encouraging prevention of
sexual assault in the United States and sup-
porting the goals and ideals of National Sexual
Assault Awareness and Prevention Month, |
would have voted “yea.”

Mr. Speaker, had | been present for rollcall
vote 252, Supporting the mission and goals of
National Crime Victims’ Rights Week in order
to increase public awareness of the rights,
needs, and concerns of victims and survivors
of crime in the United States during such
week and throughout the year, | would have
voted “yea.”

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members have b5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and to include extraneous ma-
terial on the bill, H.R. 362, as amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia). Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Tennessee?

There was no objection.

————
10,000 TEACHERS, 10 MILLION
MINDS SCIENCE AND MATH

SCHOLARSHIP ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 327 and rule
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XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 362.

O 1510
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 362) to
authorize science scholarships for edu-
cating mathematics and science teach-
ers, and for other purposes, with Mr.
SALAZAR in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the
rule, the bill is considered read the
first time.

The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr.
GORDON) and the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL) each will control 30 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chair, I rise in support of H.R. 362, and
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume for an opening statement.

In 2005, the National Academies as-
sembled a blue-ribbon committee of na-
tional leaders in academia, business
and government to address concerns
about the national prosperity and the
global economy in the 21st century.
The Academies’ report was entitled,
“Rising Above the Gathering Storm:
Energizing and Employing America for
a Brighter Economic Future.”” That re-
port catalogs a number of worrisome
indicators and presents recommenda-
tions that the Nation must follow to
maintain its competitiveness.

What did this distinguished com-
mittee tell us is most important to the
future of the economic health of our
Nation? Here is the first recommenda-
tion from the report: Increase Amer-
ica’s talent pool by vastly improving
K-12 science and mathematics edu-
cation.

The Gathering Storm report goes on
to tell us where the focus should be in
efforts to improve K-12 science and
mathematics education. In brief, it
says, “Focus on the teachers.” H.R. 362
follows that blueprint.

In January, I partnered with Mr.
HALL, ranking minority member on the
Committee on Science and Technology,
to introduce H.R. 362, whose purpose is
to implement all of the action items
from the Gathering Storm report and
address the report’s first recommenda-
tion.

I want to thank Mr. HALL for his as-
sistance in developing this bill. With
his support, it was favorably reported
by the Science and Technology Com-
mittee by a unanimous vote.
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This bill is endorsed by a wide vari-
ety of educational organizations and
business coalitions, including the Asso-
ciation of American Universities, the
Business Roundtable, the Council of
Competitiveness, the National Edu-
cation Association, the National
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Science Teachers Association, and the
STEM Education Coalition. These or-
ganizations are enthusiastic about H.R.
362 because it will dramatically im-
prove the national corps of math and
science teachers.

We call the first title of the bill
10,000 Teachers, 10 Million Minds
Science and Math Scholarship Act.”
The bill will create thousands of new
teachers with content and teaching
skill expertise in their area of teach-
ing.

The vehicle for accomplishing this
goal is the Robert Noyce Scholarship
Program at the National Science Foun-
dation. Noyce awards go to universities
that build model programs for recruit-
ing math and science students into
teaching. These programs provide men-
toring, early field experiences, and a
streamlined path toward teaching cer-
tification. Students who enroll in this
program will receive $10,000-per-year
scholarships. In return, they will make
commitments of several years to the
teaching profession.

H.R. 362 will also create summer in-
stitutes and graduate programs that
provide sustained, content-oriented
professional development to in-service
teachers through the Math and Science
Partnership Program at the National
Science Foundation. We have a critical
shortage of math and science teachers
in the U.S., and many of our math and
science teachers have no degree or cer-
tification in the field they teach. In
fact, 87 percent of middle school and 58
percent of high school physical science
teachers lack these qualifications.

This bill tackles this problem from
both ends. On the one end, we bring in
a new cadre of math and science teach-
ers who are well-educated and well-pre-
pared. That is what the Noyce program
does. On the other end, we improve the
teachers that we have through innova-
tive, effective programs led by discipli-
nary faculty from higher education.
That is what the Math and Science
Partnerships program does.

Other provisions of H.R. 362 include
an expansion of the STEM Talent Ex-
pansion Program at the National
Science Foundation, a program to en-
hance the undergraduate education of
the future science and engineering
workforce, and a pilot program at the
NSF to improve laboratory science in
high-need secondary schools.

To maintain our high national stand-
ard of living, we need a workforce that
is prepared in a world-class math and
science education system. But there is
a dark cloud looming. American stu-
dents have performed poorly in recent
years on an assortment of inter-
national tests of math and science
achievement. That does not bode well
for the future. Our next generation of
innovators, where will they come from?
That is what the gathering storm on
the horizon is all about. To rise above
it, we need to reform the math and
science teaching profession. That is
what this legislation now before us will
do.
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The stakes are high and the concern
is urgent. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port the passage of H.R. 362.

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

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support
of H.R. 362. In the last Congress, we
will remember that the National Acad-
emy of Sciences ‘‘Rising Above the
Gathering Storm’ report, as well as
other reports, emphasized the impor-
tance of strengthening science, of
strengthening technology, of strength-
ening engineering and mathematics,
those fields of education in the U.S., to
ensure that the Nation’s workforce can
compete globally in high-tech, high-
value industries such as information

technology, biotechnology, semicon-
ductor manufacturing and nanotech-
nology.

President Bush followed up on these
reports with his American Competi-
tiveness Initiative, and Republicans
have led this effort through the 109th
Congress, the last Congress, because we
understood the importance of pro-
moting innovation to keep our Nation
competitive globally.

I am pleased to be an original cospon-
sor of this legislation, most of which
was included in a majority effort in the
last Congress to implement many of
the report’s suggestions by expanding
current programs versus creating du-
plicative new programs.

The bill authorizes programs to im-
prove U.S. math, science and engineer-
ing education at all levels, K-12, under-
graduate and graduate. These programs
will develop and provide teacher train-
ing, attract math and science majors
to teaching to improve undergraduate
math, science and engineering courses
and expand interdisciplinary graduate
work, primarily by strengthening ex-
isting programs at the National
Science Foundation.

I am particularly pleased with the
10,000 Teachers, 10 Million Minds title
which is modeled on a program at the
University of Texas called UTeach.

As reported, this is a good bill. I urge
my colleagues to support it.

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

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, I yield such time as he may
consume to my friend, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. REYES).

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding, and I rise
for the purpose of engaging in a col-
loquy with Chairman GORDON.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in order to re-
quest the attention of the distin-
guished chairman in addressing an im-
portant concern relating to the section
in H.R. 362, the 10,000 Teachers, 10 Mil-
lion Minds Science and Math Scholar-
ship Act of 2007, that amends the Na-
tional Science Foundation Noyce
Scholarship Program.

As you know, the core purpose of
H.R. 362 is to increase the number of
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STEM teachers with strong content
knowledge and teaching expertise serv-
ing in America’s schools. In particular,
the bill authorizes a large expansion of
the Noyce program, which gives schol-
arships to students to become highly
qualified teachers in exchange for their
service in a public school.

I want to commend the chairman for
crafting this very important legisla-
tion. It is an essential step in achieving
our national goals of promoting inno-
vative behavior and ensuring continued
American strength and competitive-
ness.

If we are to expand the STEM pipe-
line, however, and if our investments
in innovation and competitiveness are
to pay large dividends, we must work
to correct the large gaps in math and
science test performance that exist
today between underrepresented mi-
nority groups, which are concentrated
in high need areas and the rest of the
population. The first step in improving
the participation of underrepresented
groups is to prepare them to compete
academically in STEM.

I am sure that the gentleman will
agree that one of the most effective
methods for resolving these disparities
is by augmenting the number of qual-
ity, highly trained teachers serving in
high-need areas. This is a job prac-
tically tailored for the Noyce Scholar-
ship Program.

I would like to thank the distin-
guished chairman for his recognition of
this need and for his willingness to
work with me on this important issue,
and I would like to yield to the gen-
tleman at this point.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, the gentleman is absolutely
correct. The NSF Noyce Teacher Schol-
arship Program, as amended by H.R.
362, is specifically designed to help
place highly qualified STEM teachers
in every classroom across the Nation. I
further agree with the gentleman that
it is particularly important to reduce
the number of out-of-field teachers in
the schools that have a high proportion
of minority students, who are cur-
rently underrepresented in science and
technology.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, reclaim-
ing my time, I thank the gentleman,
and in order to address the points that
we have both made, I would like to sug-
gest to the chairman that we pursue
the following: I would request that in
conference the distinguished chairman
seek to increase the scholarship
amount for students who agree to
teach in high-need schools from the
current $10,000 per year to $12,000 per
year over a 3-year period of scholarship
support. The intention of this is to in-
crease this scholarship amount to ad-
dress the problem of a disproportionate
number of high-need schools that have
high percentages of out-of-field STEM
teachers.

Does the chairman believe this is a
modification he would find worthy of
his support?

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, if the gentleman will yield
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further, let me first of all thank the
gentleman for his recommendation and
assure you that it is my intention
when we go to conference on H.R. 362 to
work to increase the size of the Noyce
scholarship to $12,000 per year for stu-
dents who agree to carry out their
teaching commitment in high-need
schools.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, reclaim-
ing my time, I thank the gentleman.

In addition, I would also request that
we ensure that the provisions requiring
NSF to track the types of schools in
which Noyce recipients carry out their
teaching obligations include an assess-
ment of the effectiveness of the in-
creased scholarship amount on influ-
encing individuals to teach in high-
need schools. Does the chairman be-
lieve that this is a modification that he
would find worthy of supporting?

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, if the gentleman will yield
further, I certainly do; and I once again
thank the gentleman for bringing this
up.

As the gentleman points out, H.R. 362
now requires the National Science
Foundation track the proportion of
Noyce graduates who elect to teach in
high-need schools. I will seek to expand
this provision in conference to require
NSF to assess the effect of increasing
the size of scholarships on attracting
graduates of the program to teach in
high-need schools.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, reclaim-
ing my time, I thank the gentleman.

In addition, seeing as that the prob-
lem of out-of-field teachers is most se-
vere in high-need schools, I would re-
quest that in conference the distin-
guished chairman pursue modifications
to the bill, clarifying that one of the
purposes of Noyce is to close the gap
between the number of highly qualified
STEM teachers in high-need schools
and the number of such teachers in
non-high-need schools.

I would further request that this pol-
icy statement be included in section
103 of H.R. 362 titled ‘‘Policy Objec-
tives.” Does the chairman believe that
this is a modification he would find
worthy of his support?

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, once again we are on the
same page. I agree with the gentleman
that an important goal of the Noyce
program is to reduce disparities in the
distribution of highly qualified STEM
teachers among schools in different re-
gions of the Nation. I support the gen-
tleman’s proposed modification to sec-
tion 103 of the bill and will pursue this
change in conference.

Mr. REYES. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to again thank the distinguished
chairman for agreeing to address these
points in conference and for the great
job that he has done in crafting this
very important and vital piece of legis-
lation.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, let me again thank the gen-
tleman for his constructive efforts in
making a good bill even better.
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Mr. Chairman, I include for the
RECORD an exchange of letters between
the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology and the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR,
Washington, DC, April 3, 2007.

Hon. BART GORDON,

Chairman, Committee on Science and Tech-
nology, Rayburn House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN GORDON: I am writing to
confirm our mutual understanding regarding
consideration of H.R. 362, the ‘10,000 Teach-
ers, 10 Million Minds Science and Math
Scholarship Act,” which was referred to the
Committee on Science. As you know, the
Committee on Education and Labor has a ju-
risdictional interest in H.R. 362, particularly
as we move forward to reauthorize the High-
er Education Act this term.

Given the importance of moving this bill
forward promptly, I do not intend to request
the sequential referral of H.R. 362 to the
Committee on Education and Labor. How-
ever, I do so only with the understanding
that this procedural route should not be con-
strued to prejudice this Committee’s juris-
dictional interests and prerogatives on this
bill or any other similar legislation and will
not be considered as precedent for consider-
ation of matters of jurisdictional interest to
the Committee on Education and Labor in
the future. In addition, should this bill or
similar legislation be considered in a con-
ference with the Senate, I would expect
members of the Committee on Education and
Labor to be appointed to the conference
committee on such measures.

Finally, I ask that you include a copy of
our exchange of letters in your committee’s
report on H.R. 362 and in the Congressional
Record during the consideration of this bill.
If you have any questions regarding this
matter, please do not hesitate to call me. I
thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
GEORGE MILLER,
Chairman.
COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE
AND TECHNOLOGY,
Washington, DC, April 5, 2007.

Hon. GEORGE MILLER,

Chairman, Committee on Education and Labor,
Rayburn House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your
letter regarding the consideration of H.R.
362, the ‘10,000 Teachers, 10 Million Minds
Science and Math Scholarship Act.” I appre-
ciate your waiving your Committee’s right
to a referral on this bill so that it may move
expeditiously to the Floor.

I recognize your Committee’s jurisdiction
in this area and will support any request you
may make to have conferees on H.R. 362 or
similar legislation. The exchange of letters
between our two committees will be included
in the Committee report on H.R. 362 and will
be inserted in the Congressional Record dur-
ing consideration of the bill.

Thank you for your attention to this mat-
ter.

Sincerely,
BART GORDON,
Chairman.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 7 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. EHLERS).

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, all of us go back to
our districts regularly and meet with
our constituents, and some of the most
sorrowful meetings I have are with stu-
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dents who have just graduated from
high school and say, I can’t get a job.
I can’t get a job. What a shock to
them, after years of education. And I
am not talking about dropouts. I am
talking about students who have stud-
ied hard, worked hard, and tried to
learn a lot.

When I analyze the problem, much of
it circles around the fact that today,
and, indeed, all the jobs of the future,
require a good understanding of the
basic principles of mathematics and
science, and many students in today’s
curriculum are not getting that knowl-
edge.

What can we do to help solve that?
There are a number of aspects to the
problem. Obviously, the first thing is
to entice students to take those
courses. But, secondly, and more im-
portantly, is to make certain that all
those teachers in our high schools
across this Nation are adequately
trained and adequately prepared to
teach math and science courses and do
it in a fashion that excites the students
and entices them to take these courses
so that they will develop the back-
ground in math and science that they
need to get a job, both now and in the
future.

The world has changed. China and
India recognized this 20 years ago and
changed their educational system. We
did not change. We did not recognize
what was happening, and so we have to
play catch-up.

This bill, which I strongly support, is
a good bill which will help us to im-
prove U.S. math, science, and engineer-
ing education at all levels; K-12, under-
graduate and graduate.

As most people in Congress know, 1
am a scientist. What you may not
know is that over 40 years ago, I dedi-
cated myself to trying to improve the
science educational programs in the
United States, basically from preschool
through graduate school, because we
were simply falling behind other coun-
tries in the areas of mathematics and
science.

I am not talking only about pro-
ducing good engineers and enough engi-
neers, or good scientists and enough
scientists. That is very important, and
we must do it. We are losing out on
that as well. But what we certainly
have to do is to prepare everyone for
the workplace of today, and especially
the workplace of tomorrow.
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This bill will help do that. This bill
builds on the Noyce Scholarship Pro-
gram, an excellent program that has
been in effect for a number of years and
which was initially proposed by the
former chair of the Science Committee,
Sherry Boehlert. It is named after the
person who helped to found Intel and
make it grow into what it is today.
They also have funded a number of
scholarship programs, and this is our
counterpart.

But this program does more than
that. It strengthens and expands the
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Noyce Scholarship Program, but it also
strengthens and focuses the Math and
Science Partnership Program at the
National Science Foundation, a pro-
gram which has fallen on hard times in
the last few years, primarily because
the President’s budget has sought to
eliminate funding for that program. I
think this is based on a misunder-
standing in the administration or in
the Office of Management and Budget
about what the program does, and the
mistaken belief that this program was
a duplicate of one residing in the De-
partment of Education. As a result the
program in the Department of Edu-
cation grew, and the one in the Science
Foundation was cut back.

The fact of the matter is they are
both good programs and necessary pro-
grams, and they are complementary,
not competitive. We need both if we are
going to strengthen our teacher train-
ing programs. That is why I strongly
approve of the aspect of the bill that
will strengthen and focus the Math and
Science Partnership Program.

The bill also extends the authoriza-
tion of and expands the NSF Science,
Technology, Engineering and Mathe-
matics Talent Expansion Program, bet-
ter known as the STEP program, which
provides grants to colleges and univer-
sities to improve undergraduate
science, math and engineering edu-
cation.

This bill enables NSF to fund the cre-
ation of centers at colleges and univer-
sities to develop new approaches to un-
dergraduate education programs, and
expands the focus of STEP beyond its
initial focus of increasing the number
of graduating STEM majors to also in-
clude increasing the number of non-
majors taking STEM courses.

The bill also establishes a pilot grant
program at NSF to create a partner-
ship to support science lab improve-
ments in secondary schools, a proposal
initiated by Mr. HINOJOSA in a separate
bill, but that we are incorporating into
this bill.

In short, this bill does a great deal to
strengthen several programs at the
NSF and, develop innovative programs
which will provide better math, science
education at all levels from the ele-
mentary schools through the under-
graduate and the graduate programs.

We have worked together on this in a
nonpartisan way. I commend Ranking
Member HALL. Mr. HALL has been a
strong person in this area and has
strongly pushed this bill. I also com-
mend the chairman of the committee,
Mr. GORDON, who has also worked very
hard on this. It has been a copacetic
experience in the Science Committee
to hear this discussion and see the
progress we have made. I strongly sup-
port the bill, and urge the House to
adopt it.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, I would like to say amen to
most of Dr. EHLERS’ eloquent state-
ment. He is a very constructive and
positive force on our committee.
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I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from California (Mr. HONDA), a former
science teacher.

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in enthusiastic support of H.R.
362, the 10 Teachers, 10 Million Minds
Science and Math Scholarship Act, and
H.R. 363, the Sowing the Seeds Through
Science and Engineering Act.

The National Academies’ report,
“Rising Above the Gathering Storm,”
found that the United States ‘“‘must
prepare with great urgency to preserve
its strategic and economic security.”
To do this, we must compete by opti-
mizing our knowledge-based resources,
particularly in science and technology,
and by sustaining the most fertile envi-
ronment for new and revitalized indus-
tries and the well-paying jobs they
bring.

As a Representative from Silicon
Valley, I am keenly aware of how inno-
vation is a driving force behind our Na-
tion’s economy. There is one thread
that runs through both bills that I par-
ticularly support, something I call
teaching innovation.

H.R. 363 authorizes the NSF to sup-
port research on the process of innova-
tion and the teaching of inventiveness,
while H.R. 362 enables the development
and dissemination curriculum tools for
teaching inventiveness and innovation.
These provisions are derived from H.R.
1492, the Innovations for our Nation’s
Vital Educational Needs for Tech-
nology (INVENT) Act.

From talking to Silicon Valley CEOs,
I have learned that, in especially inno-
vative high-tech companies, the cut-
ting-edge work has really been driven
by a few highly innovative scientists
and engineers who tend to have many
patents, while other employees have
only a few. To maximize our Nation’s
knowledge-based resources, I believe
we need to figure out how these people
do it and teach others those skills.

I am grateful to Chairman GORDON
and also to the former chairman, Sher-
ry Boehlert, with whom I worked on
this during the 109th Congress.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
California (Mr. ROHRABACHER), a mem-
ber of the Science Committee.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Chairman,
I rise in support of H.R. 362. Let me
first congratulate Chairman GORDON
for the leadership that he is providing,
along with Ranking Member HALL, and
let us note that since the change of the
guard here in the House of Representa-
tives a few months ago, we have had an
exemplary approach to bipartisanship
and a positive spirit that we have seen
in the Science Committee, and this leg-
islation reflects that positive atmos-
phere and working environment that
we have in the Science Committee.

H.R. 362 seeks to address the lack of
qualified teachers for math and science
in K-12 throughout our country. I sup-
port H.R. 362 because it is not just a
giving of something to someone, a
scholarship, but it is actually pro-
viding young people who may not have
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the means to go to school and to get
their education. It requires 5 years of
service as a science and mathematics
teacher in order for them to get this
scholarship. I see that as a two-for, if
not a three-for or a four-for, because
the Kkids are going to benefit, the
schools are going to benefit, the coun-
try is going to benefit.

Trading service for education is an
American tradition. I guess it goes
back even further than the GI bill, but
that is what brought it to mind. All of
us had parents who were probably re-
cipients of the GI bill. I know my fa-
ther was.

We should be beefing up education
benefits through the GI bill and other
things like that for our Reserves and
our National Guard and Active Duty
people, now that we are at war and now
that we are thinking about this. But
this particular scholarship program we
are talking about today will fill a need
for our country of finding math and
science teachers in order to fill these
positions throughout our country that
now can’t be filled.

Let us note that 10,000 teachers pro-
vided these scholarships is certainly
going to help. But the basic problem is
not touched by this legislation, and
that is that we would not need these
scholarships if math and science teach-
ers throughout the country were paid
more than they are today.

What is happening is today, math
and science teachers are being forced
to accept wages, and then they don’t
accept them and just go someplace
else, at the same level as teachers who
teach things that are not quite as nec-
essary. Or, in fact, there are many,
many more teachers available for these
other courses, whether it be social
sciences or whatever. So since we do
not have a pay differential, it is very
difficult to fill these positions, and at
least this legislation today will help
meet the immediate challenge.

Instead, however, we should have
worked on the fundamental problem
throughout our country of making sure
that people can go into math and
science and be attracted to it. Fun-
damentally, what we need to do in
America to address these types of
shortages is to make sure that people
who go into math and science and engi-
neering make more money, whether
they are teachers or anything else.
Quite often, we do things that go con-
trary to this. Insisting that all teach-
ers make the same money is one of
those mistakes. H-1B visas that bring
in hundreds of thousands of people
from overseas and just depress the
wages of people who are in math and
science and engineering in our country
is something else that is wrong, that
ends up taking us in the wrong direc-
tion.

We need our young people attracted
to math, science and engineering, and
to get that education because they
know they can earn a good living for
their family and earn a decent living if
they get that type of training.
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So the legislation we pass today will
help. It will provide scholarships. I sup-
port that. I salute the chairman and
the ranking member for the leadership
they provided in providing this help for
our young people in exchange for what
they will do teaching young people in
our country. But again, that doesn’t
change the fact that there are some
fundamental things we need to do in
America to make sure that people go
into math and science and don’t have
to subsidize our mistaken policies.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. I thank
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROHRABACHER) for his support for this
bill, and I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Oregon (Ms. HOOLEY)
who has spent so much time working
on the bill.

Ms. HOOLEY. Thank you, Chairman
GORDON, for giving me time to speak on
this important and crucial piece of leg-
islation.

I also want to applaud you for your
leadership on this issue, and the expe-
diency that you moved this through
committee, along with Ranking Mem-
ber HALL.

This initiative was identified by the
Academies as being the most impor-
tant step to increase America’s talent
pool by vastly improving K-12 science
and mathematics education.

Among the findings of the National
Academies’ ‘‘Gathering Storm’ report,
was a statistic that in 2000 more than
85 percent of students in grades 5-9
were taught physical science by a
teacher lacking a major or -certifi-
cation in the physical sciences.

As a former teacher, I can appreciate
how difficult it is to teach a subject
when you are not comfortable with it,
and this discomfort translates in dis-
comfort for the subject to the students.

The key to the United States main-
taining its position at the forefront of
global innovation and technology is to
get more students interested in the
science and math fields. Our Nation’s
economic vitality is derived in large
part from the productivity of well-
trained people and the steady stream of
scientific and technical innovations
they produce.

After years of inattention and ne-
glect, this legislation is an important
first step towards a reinvestment in
our Nation’s science and math edu-
cation. It will, in turn, positively ben-
efit the American Competitive Initia-
tive.

Once again, I applaud Chairman GOR-
DON for his leadership on this issue, and
I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 12 minutes to the
gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
LANGEVIN).

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

Mr. LANGEVIN. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.
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Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of
H.R. 362, the 10,000 Teachers, 10 Million
Minds Science and Math Scholarship
Act.

As you know, it is a sad truth that
American students’ performance in
science and math is below that of other
developed countries. Like many of my
colleagues, I am concerned that with-
out increased attention to this issue at
the elementary, high school and post-
secondary levels, our country’s techno-
logical leadership could decline and ul-
timately harm not only today’s stu-
dents but tomorrow’s economy as well
as our national security.

This legislation provides a frame-
work for improving math and science
education by investing heavily in the
recruitment and training of teachers.

In recent years, I have had the pleas-
ure of observing several of the “For In-
spiration and Recognition of Science
and Technology,” or FIRST Program’s
competitions. This program is designed
to inspire young people to take an in-
terest and participate in science and
technology. Through FIRST, teams of
students and their mentors work to-
gether to solve complex, real-world
problems or design actual pieces of
technology. They are given the oppor-
tunity to compete against their peers,
all the while developing self-con-
fidence, good sportsmanship, and crit-
ical life skills.

The talent and drive of the students | have
observed in the FIRST competitions leaves
me encouraged—in fact, awestruck—by the
potential of America’s high school students. |
have seen first hand that with quality re-
sources and instruction, our children can do
great things in the areas of science, tech-
nology, engineering and mathematics. Today,
our support for H.R. 362 is a tremendous step
towards bringing these resources to future
generations, and | urge my colleagues to vote
in favor of this bill.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON).

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Mr. Chairman, let me thank Mr.
GORDON, Mr. HALL, and our sub-
committee chair as well as the ranking
member.

I rise in strong support of H.R. 362. It
is an essential measure to world com-
petitiveness for this country. We are in
the storm. We cannot accomplish ris-
ing above until we invest in our teach-
ers, teachers that are qualified. Many
of our teachers love teaching and they
are trying hard, but they simply do not
have the background needed. A lot of it
has to do with pay, because the people
who are well-qualified in these areas
simply do not come to the classroom
because they do not pay enough.
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I support the Noyce teacher scholar-
ships, and I know that the storm of
need is sure and it is now. It takes ef-
forts and investment to deal with this
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issue. There are now more and more
high-need schools which means we have
more and more students that need spe-
cial attention, and we cannot have a
positive future until we include them
in this education.

This is called the investment in
America’s future. We are depending on
the home people to be prepared because
the H-1B visas are causing us to brain
drain other countries. This is a global
need, and we must be ready to prepare
our own. We will be left with no pos-
sible preparation in this area, and we
will move right into a Third World na-
tion.

We must remedy this. Implementing
the provisions of H.R. 362 will go a long
way in remedying this problem, and I
firmly believe that with proper re-
sources we know our young people can
do it.

There is a school in my district with
some of the poorest kids, but they are
doing it because they have the proper
resources.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman,
could you tell me how much time I
have left.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Texas (Mr. HALL) has 17% minutes
remaining. The gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. GORDON) has 112 minutes
remaining.

Mr. HALL of Texas. I am going to
yield to the gentleman from Tennessee
5 minutes of our time, and we reserve
the balance of our time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, I certainly thank the gen-
tleman for his generosity. There is a
lot of interest in this bill.

I would like to yield now 2 minutes
to the gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
CARNAHAN), another active member of
our committee.

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I
stand today with enthusiastic support
for H.R. 362, 10,000 Teachers, 10 Million
Minds Science and Math Scholarship
Act.

I want to add my thanks to Chairman
GORDON and Ranking Member HALL for
their leadership on this issue and con-
tinued commitment of our entire
Science and Technology Committee
and the Research and Science Edu-
cation Subcommittee.

Last year, I received a letter from a
mother in New Jersey whose 14-year-
old daughter was not satisfied with her
education. This young girl wanted per-
mission from her parents to move to
Beijing, China, for high school because
she felt like her counterparts were get-
ting ahead of her education here in the
United States.

To me, this story underscores the
need for our Nation to strengthen its
investment in education, and it is con-
sistent with the international statis-
tics that we have seen of U.S. students
falling behind in both the number of
graduates and in academic perform-
ance with regard to science and math
education.
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In particular, America must make a
major renewed commitment to edu-
cation in math and science and engi-
neering to promote innovation and
technological advancement.

As public servants, our constituents
have entrusted us with the responsi-
bility of ensuring our educators have
the tools they need to best serve our
young people.

I urge all my colleagues to support
this bipartisan legislation to create a
brighter future for our children, ex-
panded support for our teachers, in-
creased innovation in our research and
technology, and a stronger competitive
edge for the U.S. in the growing world
marketplace.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI), the
vice chairman of the Science and Tech-
nology Committee.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today in support of H.R. 362, a bill that
is critically important for America’s
future.

I thank Chairman GORDON for his
hard work on this issue of science edu-
cation and for making H.R. 362 a pri-
ority in this Congress. I also thank
Representative HALL, ranking member
of the committee, for his work on this
bill and for his continuing work in a bi-
partisan manner in this committee to
get things done that we need done for
America.

Numerous studies have shown that
our students are falling behind the
international curve on math and
science. When I was a college professor,
I certainly saw far too many students
coming to college unprepared.

Today, we see that America is at a
crossroads. The path that we choose
will dictate our standing in the world
for decades to come. If we continue
business as usual, we jeopardize Amer-
ica’s competitiveness and the pros-
perity that we have all come to enjoy.

Instead, we must do all that we can
to make sure that Americans are pre-
pared by a world-class math and
science education. America’s high
standard of living depends on this.

That is why H.R. 362 is a vital part of
an American innovation agenda that
will help to guarantee a continued
prosperity in America’s future. Right
now, many school districts throughout
the country are finding it increasingly
difficult to find good math and science
teachers.

Lyons Township High School Super-
intendent Dennis Kelly has spoken to
me recently about the difficulties that
they are having finding these teachers,
and I hear this all across my district
and all across the country. This bill
targets this problem and offers viable
solutions to recruiting new teachers, as
well as developing and supporting cur-
rent ones.

H.R. 362 will expand the Noyce
Teacher Scholarship Program at the
National Science Foundation allowing
more universities to be able to host
programs for recruiting students into
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teaching. This is a vital part of our
educational system, connecting univer-
sities with K-12 education. This will
ensure that our children have an abun-
dance of qualified, well-equipped math
and science teachers who will prepare
them for their future.

I have a special understanding of the
impact that teachers have on chil-
dren’s lives, especially when it comes
to inspiring students in math and
science. In addition to being a former
college professor, I am only one of the
handful of Members of Congress with a
degree in engineering. In addition, my
wife has a degree in math, and we often
talk about the teachers who have in-
spired us.

I will always remember my high
school physics teacher, Father Fergus,
who inspired me to pursue a degree in
engineering, and I also will always re-
member Father Thul who really in-
spired me in mathematics.

It is vital that we pass this bill and
continue to produce these teachers
that continue to inspire our children
and make our future more secure.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-

tlewoman from Arizona (Ms. GIF-
FORDS), the former State senator.
Ms. GIFFORDS. Thank you, Mr.

Chairman. Thank you, Ranking Mem-
ber HALL.

I rise today to enthusiastically ex-
press my support for H.R. 362, the 10,000
Teachers, 10 Million Minds Science and
Math Scholarship Act.

The purpose of this legislation is to
improve our national corps of teachers
in both math and science, both by re-
cruiting new teachers and also by sup-
porting the current ones. To build a
world-class science and technology
workforce, we need to have a world-
class math and science education sys-
tem, and H.R. 362 will help accomplish
this goal.

According to the Nation’s report card
in 2005, only 30 percent of eighth grad-
ers performed at or above the pro-
ficient levels in math. Only 32 percent
of eighth graders and 18 percent of 12th
graders performed at or above the pro-
ficient levels in science.

America must do better. The Na-
tional Academy’s ‘‘Rising Above the
Gathering Storm’ report, presented to
us in committee, states that ‘“‘without
fundamental knowledge and skills, the
majority of students scoring below pro-
ficient” levels will ‘‘lack the founda-
tion for good jobs and full participation
in society.”

America must invest in this national
teaching force, especially in rural and
poor areas.

Karen Nicodemus is president of
Cochise Community College in my dis-
trict in Arizona. She states that al-
though the shortage of high-quality
and high-qualified math and science
teachers cuts across all educational
systems, we feel it in the rural areas
more than in other areas. We do a dis-
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service to our brightest students in
high school in those rural and poor
areas by not investing and making sure
that we have a qualified workforce.

To remain competitive in the 2l1st-
century global economy, it is critical
that we reform math and science edu-
cation in America. All children, espe-
cially those in rural and in poor areas,
should have the opportunity to become
leaders, should be able to take our
country to the next level.

It is an honor to be on this bill.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
reserve my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, thanks to the generosity of
our ranking member, I yield 2% min-
utes to one of his fellow Texans (Mr.
HINOJOSA), chairman of the Sub-
committee on Higher Education.

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in strong support of H.R. 362, the 10,000
Teachers, 10 Million Minds Act.

Today, this body will take up two
bills that represent a bipartisan effort
to implement the recommendations in
the watershed report, ‘‘Rising above
the Gathering Storm.”

I would like to thank Chairman GOR-
DON and Ranking Member HALL for
their leadership in bringing these crit-
ical measures to us today.

H.R. 362 will address our competitive-
ness crisis at its foundation, our acute
shortage of teachers in science, tech-
nology, engineering and mathematics,
commonly known as the STEM fields.

Low-income, rural and minority com-
munities bear a disproportionate share
of the national shortfall of highly
qualified STEM teachers. We must re-
verse that inequity. The 10,000 Teach-
ers, 10 Million Minds Act will help us
do exactly that.

H.R. 362 also addresses a quiet crisis
in our high-need high schools, the lack
of quality laboratory science opportu-
nities.

The National Research Council’s re-
port on America’s high school labs
found that experience in high school
labs was poor for most students and
practically nonexistent for students in
low-income or minority communities.
We will never produce enough STEM
professionals if we do not address this
issue and invest the correct amount of
money.

I am very pleased that the legislation
before us today includes the provisions
of my bill, H.R. 524, Partnerships for
Access to Laboratory Science Act. This
legislation will establish a pilot pro-
gram that will partner high-need
school districts with colleges and uni-
versities and the private sector to im-
prove high school laboratories.

Through these pilot programs, we
will be able to develop models and test
effective practices for improving lab-
oratory science in high-need schools.
We will leverage resources from the
local community and the private sector
and build on our base of knowledge of
what works in teaching science.

I would especially like to thank my
friend and colleague, the gentlewoman
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from Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON), for working with me to move the
PALS Act forward.

I want to close by saying that
through the leadership of all of these
gentlemen on this committee, we are
going to be able to pass this legislation
with your help.

O 1600

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 12 minutes to the
gentleman from New York (Mr.
MEEKS).

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, our Nation’s scientific and tech-
nological innovation has been a key
source of our global economic competi-
tiveness, but I fear that our competi-
tiveness is in jeopardy because Amer-
ica’s K-12 students are being under-
served in math and sciences. If we do
not provide our students with adequate
education resources, we jeopardize our
future economic prosperity.

H.R. 362, 10,000 Teachers, 10 Million
Minds bill is a key step towards pro-
viding our students with the quality
education needed to maintain our Na-
tion’s global competitiveness. We are
facing a crisis in our schools because
math and science college graduates are
not being attracted to teaching ca-
reers. Too often, math and science
teachers are instructing outside of
their fields.

American students are facing a fu-
ture of job competition on a global
scale. In a global economy, highly edu-
cated workers from anywhere in the
world can compete for America’s high-
skilled and high-paying jobs. To have a
prosperous economy in which all seg-
ments of the population can compete
for high-paying jobs, we need schools
with well-placed labs and science pro-
grams.

H.R. 362 will promote the educational
experience that all our youth deserve,
being taught by competent math and
science teachers, and this bill will pro-
vide universities and teacher prepara-
tion programs the incentives to track
more math and science college grad-
uates and prepare them for their suc-
cessful teaching careers. The bill will
also increase professional development
resources for math and science teach-
ers already instructing in America’s
neediest schools.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman,
we have no more speakers. To wrap it
up, may I urge my colleagues to join
me in supporting the bill. I also would
like to reiterate to Mr. REYES that I,
too, am sensitive to the needs of the
high-needs schools. I think we have
sufficiently addressed his concern in
the underlying measure by providing
an added incentive for Noyce scholars
who choose to teach in high-needs
schools.

Furthermore, the clearinghouse pro-
vided for under Mr. GORDON’s amend-
ment provides yet another layer of
commitment to help guarantee that
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our high-needs schools are not left out
of the selection process for the new
STEM teachers.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, may I ask the amount of
time that we have left here?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has
4%, minutes.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, let me take just a moment
to thank the staff, Jim Wilson, and our
minority staff for the time they have
put in on this bill. Two years ago,
LAMAR ALEXANDER, and our former
chairman, Sherry Boehlert, asked the
National Academies to do a rec-
ommendation on the competitiveness
of America in the 21st century. The
recommendation was good news and
bad news. The bad news was that we
are in a very competitive environment
and that we are on a losing track.

The good news was we had some rec-
ommendations. That is what we tried
to do. We didn’t try to make a Demo-
cratic or Republican bill; we took their
recommendations and made a bipar-
tisan bill. I think that today the bipar-
tisan bill is the result of that. I again
thank all the Members for their con-
structive efforts in doing this.

I understand that the Speaker is so
committed to this bill that she is on
her way to the floor, and she is not
only on her way, but she has arrived,
and I yield her the balance of my time.

Ms. PELOSI. I thank the gentleman
for yielding. I commend the distin-
guished chairman of the Science Com-
mittee and the ranking member for
their leadership in bringing this legis-
lation to the floor with strong bipar-
tisan support. This is indeed a great
day for the Congress because we are
here to talk about the future. I always
say to people when they come, You
visit Washington, you see all these
monuments to people who lived a long
time ago; but when you come to the
floor of the Congress, what we are here
to do is to make the future better for
the next generation.

Central to that is a strong economy
for our country. We have had a bipar-
tisan commitment to an innovation
agenda, a commitment to competitive-
ness to keep America number one. We
know that innovation begins in the
classroom, and that is why the legisla-
tion on the floor today is so important.

For some of us of a generation when
I was a student, President Kennedy
talked about putting a man on the
Moon. It seemed impossible at the
time.

When he said it, when he made his
announcement, he said the vows of this
Nation can only be fulfilled if we are
first, and therefore we intend to be
first. Our leadership in science and in
industry, our hopes for peace and secu-
rity, our obligations to ourselves and
others as well, all require us to make
this effort. It was with that our coun-
try made a strong commitment to
science and technology, and within 10
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years a man was on the Moon and safe-
ly returned.

Here we are again in this new cen-
tury, all these many years later, re-
committing to an innovation agenda.
We have to talk about how we grow our
economy to create new jobs here at
home for the 21st century. We certainly
have a commitment to trade, and that
is important to us.

We can only succeed in the inter-
national global economy if we are com-
petitive and if we innovate. We cannot
innovate without the investment in
education, the investment in science
and technology.

Our effort for an innovation agenda
began nearly 2 years ago outside of
Washington, meeting all over the coun-
try with leaders and CEOs in many
fields, whether it was biotech, high-
tech, the academic community, ven-
ture capital, entrepreneurs, young peo-
ple and telecommunications sector
people who are creating jobs for the
21st century. We held forums in Silicon
Valley, in Seattle, and in Boston, in
Chicago, northern New Jersey, North
Carolina’s Research Triangle, El Paso,
Texas, to name a few.

Using the expertise and advice that
we heard from the outside, emphasizing
a focus on public/ private partnerships,
emphasizing a focus on the entrepre-
neurial spirit that is the hallmark of
our country, we adopted an innovation
agenda that will help create a new gen-
eration of innovators, an educated
skilled workforce in the vital areas of
science, math, engineering and infor-
mation technology.

Thank you, Chairman GORDON, for
your extraordinary leadership in this
area and bringing this legislation to
the floor. I also want to commend
Chairman GEORGE MILLER for his lead-
ership and focusing on STEM as well.

The agenda will help to make a sus-
tained Federal research and develop-
ment commitment that promotes pri-
vate sector innovation, spur affordable
access to broadband technology,
achieve energy independence, strength-
en our national security, protect our
planet by developing emerging tech-
nologies for clean and sustainable al-
ternatives, and provide small busi-
nesses with the tools they need to en-
gage and encourage entrepreneurial in-
novation and job creation throughout
our economy.

This is what was important to us.
Again, pointing out the importance of
education to all of this, I am very
pleased to come to the floor to support
the legislation that is on the floor
today.

Once again, I want to thank Mr.
HALL for his leadership in this area. I
take special pride in the fact that this
effort is bipartisan. The President has
spoken on any number of occasions, in
his State of the Union addresses or in
other settings, about his commitment
to this investment in the future.

Hopefully we can move these pieces
of legislation along to his desk for his
signature and on to better public pol-
icy to promote the United States as
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number one with an innovation agenda
for the future.

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, | am
pleased to support H.R. 362, the 10,000
Teachers, 10 Million Minds Science and Math
Scholarship Act.

| am a cosponsor of this important legisla-
tion, which will greatly increase the numbers
of science and math teachers across the
country, both through creating more teachers
from current college students and by providing
better training for the teachers already in our
schools.

America has long been a center for science
and engineering discovery. Just looking back
over the 20th century, American ingenuity has
been truly incredible. From Ford’s Model T in
1908 and on to the personal computer in
1981, American innovations have transformed
our Nation and the world, again and again,
creating whole new industries and occupa-
tions. Going forward, new innovations will con-
tinue to be critical, both in maintaining a solid
industrial base and increasing our standard of
living.

In short—innovation leads to new products
and processes that sustain our industrial base;
innovation depends on a solid knowledge
base in math, science and engineering; with-
out this knowledge base, innovation as well as
our industrial base will erode.

Along those lines, all jobs of the future will
require a basic understanding of math and
science. The most recent 10 year employment
projections by the U.S. Labor Department
show that of the 20 fastest growing occupa-
tions projected for 2014, 15 require significant
mathematics or science preparation to suc-
cessfully compete for a job.

To succeed, U.S. students will need a
strong background in math and science and
our students have proven that they have talent
in these areas. Compared to other countries,
U.S. fourth graders score above average in
both math and science on international tests.
Yet, by the time these students graduate from
high school, they score near the bottom of all
industrialized countries.

We must do more to keep students in-
volved, interested, and educated in science
and math fields.

This bill will help us increasing the number
of well-trained science and math teachers,
which will lead to more scientists and engi-
neers in future generations.

H.R. 362 will enhance and expand the na-
tional corps of math and science teachers,
both by recruiting new teachers with back-
grounds in science, technology, engineering,
and math (STEM) fields and by supporting
current teachers.

Specifically, the bill will improve the Noyce
Teacher Scholarship Program at the National
Science Foundation (NSF). Noyce Scholar-
ships will award $10,000 scholarships to stu-
dents enrolled in STEM majors who commit
several years to teaching. Furthermore, this
program will ensure that these new teachers
have mentors and other support as they begin
teaching.

For current teachers, the bill will enhance
NSF’s Math Science Partnership (MSP) pro-
gram, which provides sustained, content-ori-
ented professional development for current
teachers with summer institutes and master’s
degree programs. Furthermore, teachers par-
ticipating in these MSPs are encouraged to
become teacher leaders by sharing their
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knowledge with other teachers in their
schools.

| would like to thank Science and Tech-
nology Chairman GORDON for introducing this
critical legislation and working to bring it to the
floor today.

In conclusion, | encourage all of my col-
leagues to support H.R. 362. To ensure that
we continue to have a strong and healthy
economy in the new interconnected global
market, we need to have a prosperous
science and technology enterprise. This legis-
lation will set us in the right direction.

Mr. WU. Mr. Chairman, | rise today in sup-
port of H.R. 362, the 10,000 Teachers, 10 Mil-
lion Minds Science and Math Scholarship Act.

| would like to thank Chairman GORDON, as
well as Ranking Member HALL, on their hard
work on this legislation, and the bipartisan
manner in which the Science and Technology
Committee operates to produce such substan-
tial legislation.

Mr. Chairman, this legislation will come to
the aid of America’s need for more school
teachers in our nation’s classrooms. In their
much referenced report, Rising Above the
Gathering Storm, the National Academies
found that 68 percent of U.S. 8th grade stu-
dents received instruction from a mathematics
teacher who did not hold a degree or certifi-
cation in mathematics; in 2000, more than 85
percent of students in grades 5-9 were taught
physical science by a teacher lacking a major
or certification in the physical sciences.

Also, U.S. 15-year-olds ranked 24th out of
40 countries that participated in a 2003 admin-
istration of the Program for International Stu-
dent Assessment (PISA) examination, which
assessed students’ ability to apply mathe-
matical concepts to real-world problems.
These figures could spell disaster for Amer-
ica’s competitiveness in the fields of science,
technology and innovation.

By amending and expanding the Noyce
Teacher Scholarship Program at the National
Science Foundation (NSF) which will go to
universities that build model programs for re-
cruiting students into teaching, H.R. 362 will
move us down the road to improving the
strength of our math and science teachers,
while actively recruiting new teachers.

Our future lies in our students, and their
ability to think critically, and ask thoughtful, in-
sightful questions lie in the strength of their
schooling. The un-bias nature of scientific in-
quiry and the natural beauty of math help stu-
dents build their questioning and logic skills.

It is imperative that our students are taught
by teachers whose strengths lie in conveying
these concepts and inspiring young minds not
only to go into the science and technology
fields, but also to open their minds to be in-
quisitive in the world.

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Chairman, today we are
considering several bills to implement the In-
novation Agenda including H.R. 362, the
“10,000 Teachers, 10 Million Minds” Science
and Math Scholarship Act.

Last month, | was pleased to support this
legislation in Committee. H.R. 362 invests in
thousands of new and highly qualified teach-
ers through professional development, sum-
mer training institutes, scholarships, and in-
vestment in undergraduate science, tech-
nology, engineering and math (“STEM”) edu-
cation.

| taught high school in Arizona for 28 years,
and | know that my fellow teachers work hard
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and do a good job with the resources they
have.

But | was also a State Senator for 8 years,
and | know our schools need help. Arizona’s
students are below the national averages in
every subject area. Arizona’s teachers teach
six children more per class than the national
average.

That's a problem.

Arizona must increase the number of highly
qualified teachers and lower the student to
teacher ratio.

As a former educator, | understand first-
hand the impact that education has on our
children and their future. | appreciate Chair-
man GORDON’s leadership on this issue, and |
am pleased to see the chairman’s legislation
works to increase the number of qualified
science and math teachers.

Ensuring that our students receive a first-
rate education is vital not only to Arizona’s fu-
ture but our nation’s as well. | believe that if
we want to successfully compete and prosper
in the 21st century, we must make education
a national priority.

The National Academy of Science was
asked how the United States can accomplish
this goal. Their report, Rising Above the Gath-
ering Storm, recommends action to recruit
highly qualified science and math teachers
and implement programs to strengthen the
skills of our current teachers.

| wholeheartedly agree.

To continue to compete in the global econ-
omy we need to increase the number of
science and technology graduates and our
schools need the resources to successfully
educate our children.

H.R. 362 supports this important goal and |
look forward to supporting its passage today.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, innovation in
math, science, and technology is the way
America will stay strong and competitive in
this century. Unfortunately, we are seeing our
children’s test scores slip behind the rest of
the industrialized world. In a recent exam to
test the real-world application ability of mathe-
matical concepts, U.S. high-school students
ranked 24th out of 40 countries that were test-
ed.

As a mother and grandmother, | want all of
our Nation’s children to have the best possible
education to empower them to be whatever
they choose to be when they grow up. | can’t
help but be concerned with the idea that the
America they will inherit will not be able to
compete on the highest levels of the global
marketplace. We must stem the tide of drop-
ping test scores and fewer and fewer qualified
teachers of science and math.

That's why | rise in support of H.R. 362, the
10,000 minds, 10 million Science and Math
Scholarship Act. It's not enough that we have
the scientists to drive the innovation to keep
us competitive. We also need to be producing
the educators to mentor and impart wisdom to
our youth so that they can expand their fields
of knowledge, innovate new technologies, dis-
cover new medicines, and answer questions
we once thought unanswerable.

In a global economy, competition is going to
keep increasing, and unless we take definitive
action to increase our science and math capa-
bilities, we are going to be left behind. H.R.
362, under the leadership of Chairman GOR-
DON, is part of the definitive action we must
take to get more qualified teachers in place to
ensure that our kids have the knowledge and
skills at hand to continue to lead the world.
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Mr. Chairman, | urge my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 362 and to help put America on
track to remain strong, competitive, and well-
educated in math and science.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Ms. Chair-
man, | am pleased to rise in support of H.R.
362, the “10,000 Teachers, 10 Million Minds
Science and Math Scholarship Act,” of which
| am proud to be a co-sponsor. This bill is the
first component of the new Democratic major-
ity’s Innovation Agenda, which is designed to
make our nation more able to compete suc-
cessfully in the global economy.

Mr. Chairman, it is essential that we invest
in a workforce ready for global competition by
creating a new generation of innovators and
make a sustained commitment to federal re-
search and development. We need to spur
and expand affordable access to broadband,
achieve energy independence, and provide
small business with tools to encourage entre-
preneurial innovation

H.R. 362 is a critical first step. It will place
highly qualified teachers in math, science, and
technology K-12 classrooms, based on the
recommendations of the National Academies.
It will invest in 10,000 new science and math
teachers, totaling some 25,000 over five
years, by increasing the number of scholar-
ships for students majoring in science, tech-
nology, engineering and math (STEM) fields
and who are committed to pursuing teaching.

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 362, will also strengthen
the skills of math, science and technology of
up to 250,000 teachers by improving edu-
cation and training opportunities for math and
science teachers and expanding professional
development, summer training institutes, and
graduate education assistance.

This important, bipartisan legislation seeks
to advance science, technology, engineering,
and mathematics, or STEM, education by pro-
viding for improved recruitment, training, men-
toring, and professional development of teach-
ers.

The establishment and maintenance of a
capable scientific and technological workforce
remains an important facet of U.S. efforts to
maintain economic competitiveness. Pre-col-
lege instruction in mathematics and scientific
fields is crucial to the development of U.S. sci-
entific and technological personnel, as well as
our overall scientific literacy as a nation. The
value of education in scientific and mathe-
matics is not limited to those students pur-
suing a degree in one of these fields, and
even students pursuing nonscientific and non-
mathematical fields are likely to require basic
knowledge in these subjects.

In particular, there is a need to extend ac-
cess to mathematics and scientific education
to a number of specific groups. Even as cer-
tain minorities, including African Americans,
Hispanics, and Native Americans, comprise an
increasingly large proportion of the U.S. popu-
lation, they continue to be underrepresented in
science and engineering disciplines. Together,
these three groups comprise over 25 percent
of the population, but earn only 16.2 percent
of the bachelor degrees, 10.7 percent of the
masters degrees, and 5.4 percent of the doc-
torate degrees in these fields.

This legislation amends the National
Science Foundation (NSF) Authorization Act of
2002 by revising the requirements for the Rob-
ert Noyce Scholarship program. This important
program provides scholarships, stipends, and
teacher training to science, mathematics, and
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engineering students and professionals, in ex-
change for a commitment to service as ele-
mentary or secondary school teachers fol-
lowing graduation.

H.R. 362 also provides for summer institutes
and graduate programs through the Mathe-
matics and Science Education Partnership
program. It authorizes $195 million from FY
2008 to FY 2012 for the operation of an al-
ready existing NSF program to provide sum-
mer workshops for teachers. It authorizes ad-
ditional funds to establish a new grant pro-
gram aimed at encouraging the development
of graduate degree programs for math and
science teachers. This bill provides increasing
funding for fiscal years 2010 through 2012 for
the NSF STEM Talent Expansion program,
and authorizes the NSF to create pilot pro-
grams to award grants to improve laboratories
in secondary schools.

Mr. Chairman, according to the National
Academies, the most important thing we can
do for our future economic health is invest in
our science and math teachers. A number of
highly publicized studies have shown that the
mathematics and science achievement of
American students is poor by international
standards. In 2005, 39 percent of 12th graders
lacked even basic high school math skills.

H.R. 362 has been endorsed by a broad
range of businesses and universities as well
as industry and education groups, including
the Business Roundtable, Association of
American Universities, Council on Competi-
tiveness, the College Board, Semiconductor
Industry Association and the Business Soft-
ware Alliance.

| strongly urge my colleagues to support this
bill.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, | rise today in
support of the 10,000 Teachers, 10 Million
Minds Science and Math Scholarship Act.
Taking its name from the fifth chapter of the
National Academies Report “Rising Above the
Gathering Storm,” H.R. 362 is part of an ambi-
tious legislative portfolio that will fulfill the In-
novation Agenda. | was proud to help craft the
Innovation Agenda, on which our nation is de-
pendent for its future prosperity.

In middle school, 68 percent of math stu-
dents have a teacher who did not major in and
has not certification in mathematics. Across all
sciences, 57 percent of middle school stu-
dents have teachers without a major or certifi-
cation in the subject. In physical sciences, 93
percent have teachers without a major or cer-
tification. In high school, approximately 31 per-
cent of math students, 45 percent of life
science students, 61 percent of chemistry stu-
dents, and 67 percent of physics students
have teachers with no major or certification in
the field.

The National Science Foundation’s success-
ful Noyce program recruits and trains math
and science teachers, drawing from high-per-
forming college students and from existing
math and science professionals. The Noyce
program also encourages those it trains and
supports to serve in high-needs school dis-
tricts. H.R. 362 expands the Noyce program
and modifies it to include freshmen and soph-
omores.

Another successful math and science edu-
cation program at the National Science Foun-
dation is its Mathematics and Science Edu-
cation Partnerships program, which provides
grants to universities and nonprofits for the im-
provement of K-12 education. H.R. 362 im-
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proves the program by focusing grantees on
teacher training, requiring grantees to offer
masters programs for in-service teachers, and
preparing teachers to instruct Advanced
Placement courses.

H.R. 362 does not stop with the improve-
ment of these existing programs. It recognizes
the special need for quality hands-on science
teaching by authorizing funds for the Labora-
tory Science Teacher Professional Develop-
ment program. The Act also requires the Di-
rector of NSF to convene a panel of experts
to develop nationally available K-12 math and
science teaching materials, and it creates cen-
ters that will work on curriculum, pedagogy,
and the training of professors and teaching as-
sistants to increase undergraduate participa-
tion and performance in science, technology,
engineering, and math courses.

| encourage my colleagues to support this
resolution.

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. Mr.
Chairman, | rise in support of this bill.

America is still the number one economy in
the world, and we can keep that leadership.
But we can only do so with a level of deter-
mination and commitment that we have not
shown in almost half a century. Other coun-
tries are making aggressive investments in a
competitive workforce. We must exceed those
efforts.

That is why—nearly 2 years ago—then-Mi-
nority Leader NANCY PELOSI laid down a chal-
lenge to Congress and the President to invest
in innovation in order to create vibrant indus-
tries, a strong economy, and good jobs here
at home. Now, with Speaker PELOSI at the
helm and Democrats determining the agenda
before Congress, we are acting on that chal-
lenge.

Working with leaders from the hi-tech and
bio-tech industries, venture capitalists, and
academics, Democrats laid out a plan to boost
America’s competitiveness. We made it clear
to the American people that we take this chal-
lenge seriously.

Today, we are taking the next steps on our
commitment. The bill before the House today
is an important step for America’s future eco-
nomic strength and the strength of America’s
middle class.

Mr. GORDON’s legislation is a strong step in
reaching a key goal of our innovation agenda.
This bill will educate 25,000 highly qualified
math and science teachers by creating high
quality programs that integrate the strong
teaching of both education programs as well
as strong research and content area instruc-
tion.

In the Education and Labor Committee, we
are also working to create a new generation of
innovators by ensuring that today’s students
are taught to high academic standards and re-
ceive the workplace skills that are necessary
to prepare them as scientists, engineers, and
mathematicians in a global high-tech econ-
omy.

T¥1e Committee will work toward the goals of
innovation agenda by educating 100,000 new
innovators in the next five years. We propose
a new public-private partnership with the busi-
ness community and higher education institu-
tions to produce well-qualified, highly-skilled
workers by  establishing  Congressional
Science fellowships and interdisciplinary Mas-
ter's programs in science, engineering, and
math that include specialized training and in-
ternships with business partners, and loan for-
giveness options.
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Additionally, we will build on the work of Mr.
GORDON by placing a highly qualified teacher
in math, science, and technology K—-12 class-
rooms by offering up-front tuition assistance to
talented undergraduates majoring in math,
science or engineering who agree to teach in
a high-needs school and by partnering com-
munity colleges with 4-year institutions to im-
prove the teacher pipeline.

Lastly, we need to enhance the ability of
states to coordinate education and workforce
goals, identify the challenges of recruiting stu-
dents and retaining them in innovative fields,
and develop collaborative solutions through
statewide coalitions of education, business,
and community leaders, such as P-16+ Coun-
cils.

America’s entrepreneurial, innovative spirit
is one of the key reasons for our strength in
the world today. If we match that spirit to
these substantial investments, our economy
will stay strong for generations to come. | look
forward to continuing to press forward with
other elements of the Innovation Agenda and
to make sure that America stays No. 1 in the
world.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chairman, | rise
today to support these important bills—the
10,000 Teachers, 10 Million Minds Science
and Math Scholarship Act and the Sowing the
Seeds Through Science and Engineering Re-
search Act—and to keep our Nation competi-
tive in an era of global economic and scientific
competition.

Now, more than ever, we must ensure that
America remains at the forefront of discovery
and innovation. To do that, we must engage
our young people and encourage more of
them to pursue careers in science, math, and
engineering. These two bills accomplish that
by fostering student potential in K-12 class-
rooms and by investing in long-term scientific
research to keep more young scientists in our
Nation’s laboratories.

The 10,000 Teachers, 10 Million Minds
Science Math Scholarship Act would increase
the number of scholarships for students major-
ing in the field of science, technology, engi-
neering, and math who want to teach and
would strengthen the skills of current STEM
teachers by expanding professional develop-
ment. These teachers would be better
equipped to excite and engage students in
math and science.

The Sowing the Seeds Through Science
and Engineering Research Act would increase
our investment in long-term scientific research
and provide grants to young researchers. It
would encourage our brightest young minds to
think innovatively and push the boundaries of
current research. Also, it will encourage young
scientists to continue their study in U.S. insti-
tutions.

Mr. Chairman, these bills will help stimulate
exciting research and increase the number of
students entering the fields of math and
science. They are an essential part of our
competitiveness agenda, and | urge my col-
leagues to join me in voting for them today.

The CHAIRMAN. All time for general
debate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment
in the nature of a substitute printed in
the bill shall be considered as an origi-
nal bill for the purpose of amendment
under the 5-minute rule and shall be
considered read.

The text of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute is as follows:
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H.R. 362
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. TABLE OF CONTENTS.
The table of contents for this Act is as follows:
Sec. 1. Table of contents.
Sec. 2. Findings.
Sec. 3. Definitions.
TITLE [—SCIENCE SCHOLARSHIPS
101. Short title.
102. Findings.
103. Policy objective.
104. Robert Noyce
Program.
TITLE II—MATHEMATICS AND SCIENCE
EDUCATION IMPROVEMENT
Mathematics and science education
partnerships amendments.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. Teacher Scholarship

Sec. 201.

Sec. 202. Teacher institutes.

Sec. 203. Graduate degree program.

Sec. 204. Curricular materials.

Sec. 205. Science, Technology, Engineering, and
Mathematics Talent Exrpansion
Program.

Sec. 206. High-need local educational agency
definition.

Sec. 207. Teacher leaders.

Sec. 208. Laboratory science pilot program.

Sec. 209. Study on laboratory equipment dona-

tions for schools.
SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) The National Science Foundation has
made significant and valuable contributions to
the improvement of K-12 and undergraduate
science, technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics education throughout its 56 year history.

(2) Under section 3 of the National Science
Foundation Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1862), the Na-
tional Science Foundation is explicitly required
to strengthen science, mathematics, and engi-
neering research potential and education pro-
grams at all levels.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) The term ‘‘cost of attendance’ has the
meaning given that term in section 472 of the
Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 108711).

(2) The term ‘‘Director’ means the Director of
the National Science Foundation.

(3) The term ‘‘institution of higher education’’
has the meaning given that term in Ssection
101(a) of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20
U.S.C. 1001(a)).

(4) The term “mathematics and science teach-
er’” means a mathematics, science, or technology
teacher at the elementary school or secondary
school level.

TITLE I—SCIENCE SCHOLARSHIPS
SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the 10,000 Teach-
ers, 10 Million Minds Science and Math Scholar-
ship Act”.

SEC. 102. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) The prosperity the United States enjoys
today is due in no small part to investments the
Nation has made in research and development
over the past 50 years.

(2) Corporate, government, and national Sci-
entific and technical leaders have raised con-
cerns that current trends affecting the science
and technology enterprise of the Nation could
result in erosion of this past success and jeop-
ardize future prosperity.

(3) The National Academy of Sciences, the Na-
tional Academy of Engineering, and the Insti-
tute of Medicine were tasked in a congressional
request to recommend actions that the Federal
Government could take to enhance the science
and technology enterprise so that the United
States can successfully compete, prosper, and be
secure in the global community of the 21st cen-
tury.
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(4) The Academies’ highest priority rec-
ommendation in its report, ‘‘Rising Above the
Gathering Storm: Energizing and Employing
America for a Brighter Economic Future”, is to
improve K-12 mathematics and science edu-
cation, and the Academies’ first recommended
action item is to institute a major scholarship
program to recruit and educate annually 10,000
mathematics and science teachers.

SEC. 103. POLICY OBJECTIVE.

In carrying out the program under section
104, the National Science Foundation shall seek
to increase by up to 10,000 per year the number
of elementary and secondary mathematics and
science teachers in the Nation’s schools having
both exemplary subject knowledge and peda-
gogical skills.

SEC. 104. ROBERT NOYCE TEACHER SCHOLAR-
SHIP PROGRAM.

(a) PROGRAM AMENDMENTS.—Section 10 of the
National Science Foundation Authorization Act
of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 1862n-1) is amended—

(1) by inserting “TEACHER’’ after “NOYCE”’
in the section heading;

(2) in subsection (a)(1)—

(A) by striking ‘‘to provide scholarships, sti-
pends, and programming designed’’;

(B) by inserting ‘“‘and to provide scholarships
and stipends to students participating in the
program’’ after ‘‘science teachers’’; and

(C) by inserting ‘‘Teacher’’ after ‘‘Noyce’’;

(3) in subsection (a)(3)(A)—

(4) by striking ‘“‘encourage top college juniors
and seniors’’ and inserting ‘‘recruit and prepare
undergraduate students’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘qualified as’’ after ‘‘to be-
come’’;

(4) in subsection (a)(3)(A)(ii)—

(4) by striking ‘“‘programs to help scholarship
recipients’’ and inserting ‘‘academic courses and
early field teaching experiences designed to pre-
pare students participating in the program’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘programs that will result in’’
and inserting ‘‘such preparation as is mecessary
to meet requirements for’’; and

(C) by striking ‘‘licensing; and’’ and inserting
“licensing;’”’;

(5) in subsection (a)(3)(A)(iii)—

(A) by striking ‘‘scholarship recipients’ and
inserting ‘‘students participating in the pro-
gram’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘enable the recipients’ and in-
serting ‘‘enable the students’’; and

(C) by striking “‘; or”’ and inserting “‘; and’’;

(6) in subsection (a)(3)(A) by inserting at the
end the following new clause:

“(iv) providing summey internships for fresh-
man students participating in the program; or’’;

(7) in subsection (a)(3)(B)—

(4) by striking ‘‘emcourage’ and inserting
“‘recruit and prepare’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘qualified as’’ after ‘‘to be-
come’’;

(8) by amending clause (ii) of subsection
(a)(3)(B) to read as follows:

‘““(ii) offering academic courses and field
teaching experiences designed to prepare stipend
recipients to teach in elementary schools and
secondary schools, including such preparation
as is necessary to meet requirements for teacher
certification or licensing; and’’;

(9) in subsection (a) by inserting at the end
the following new paragraph:

‘“(4) ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENT.—To be eligible
for an award under this section, an institution
of higher education (or consortia of such insti-
tutions) shall ensure that specific faculty mem-
bers and staff from the institution’s mathe-
matics, science, or engineering departments and
specific education faculty are designated to
carry out the development and implementation
of the program. An institution of higher edu-
cation may also include teacher leaders to par-
ticipate in developing the pedagogical content of
the program and to supervise students partici-
pating in the program in their field teaching ex-
periences. No institution of higher education
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shall be eligible for an award unless faculty
from the institution’s mathematics, science, or
engineering departments are active participants
in the program.”’;

(10) in subsection (b)(1)(A)—

(4) by striking ‘‘scholarship or stipend’’;

(B) by inserting ‘“‘and summer internships’’
after “‘number of scholarships’’; and

(C) by inserting ‘‘the type of activities pro-
posed for the recruitment of students to the pro-
gram,”” after ‘“‘intends to award,”’;

(11) in subsection (b)(1)(B)—

(4) by striking ‘‘scholarship or stipend’’; and

(B) by striking *‘; and’’ and inserting *‘, which
may include a description of any existing pro-
grams at the applicant’s institution that are tar-
geted to the education of mathematics and
science teachers and the number of teachers
graduated annually from such programs;’’;

(12) in subsection (b)(1), by striking subpara-
graph (C) and inserting the following:

‘“(C) a description of the academic courses
and field teaching experiences required under
subsection (a)(3)(A)(ii) and (B)(ii), including—

‘(i) a description of the undergraduate pro-
gram that will enable a student to graduate
within 5 years with a major in mathematics,
science, or engineering and to obtain teacher
certification or licensing;

““(ii) a description of the field teaching experi-
ences proposed; and

‘“(iii) evidence of agreements between the ap-
plicant and the schools or school districts that
are identified as the locations at which field
teaching experiences will occur;

‘(D) a description of the programs required
under subsection (a)(3)(A)(iii) and (B)(iii), in-
cluding activities to assist new teachers in ful-
filling their service requirements under this sec-
tion; and

‘““(E) an identification of the applicant’s math-
ematics, science, or engineering faculty and its
education faculty who will carry out the devel-
opment and implementation of the program as
required under subsection (a)(4).”’;

(13) in subsection (b)(2)—

(4) by redesignating subparagraphs (B), (C),
(D), and (E) as subparagraphs (C), (D), (E) and
(F), respectively;

(B) by inserting after subparagraph (4A) a new
subparagraph as follows:

‘“‘(B) the extent to which the applicant’s
mathematics, science, or engineering faculty
and its education faculty have worked or will
work collaboratively to design mew or revised
curricula that recognizes the specialized peda-
gogy required to teach mathematics, science,
and technology effectively in elementary and
secondary schools;”’; and

(C) by amending subparagraph (F), as so re-
designated by subparagraph (A) of this para-
graph, to read as follows:

‘““(F) the ability of the applicant to recruit stu-
dents who are individuals identified in section
33 or 34 of the Science and Engineering Equal
Opportunities Act (42 U.S.C. 1885a or 1885b).”’;

(14) in subsection (c)(1)(B), by striking ‘2
years’’ and inserting ‘3 years’’;

(15) in subsection (c)(3)—

(4) by striking ‘87,500
““$10,000’; and

(B) by striking ‘2 years of scholarship sup-
port”’ and inserting ‘3 years of scholarship sup-
port, unless the Director establishes a policy by
which part-time students may receive additional
years of support’’;

(16) in subsection (c)(4)—

(4) by striking ‘6 years’” and inserting ‘8
years’’;

(B) by inserting *‘, with a maximum service re-
quirement of 6 years’’ after ‘“was received’’; and

(C) by striking ‘‘Service required under this
paragraph shall be performed in a high-need
local educational agency.’’;

(17) in subsection (c), by adding at the end a
new paragraph as follows:

“‘(5) EXCEPTION.—The period of service obliga-
tion under paragraph (4) is reduced by 1 year
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for scholarship recipients whose service is per-
formed in a high-need local educational agen-
cy.”’;

(18) in subsection (d)(1), by striking ‘‘to re-
ceive certification or licensing to teach’ and in-
serting ‘‘established under subsection (a)(3)(B)’’;

(19) in subsection (d)(2), by inserting ‘‘and
professional achievement’” after ‘‘academic
merit’’;

(20) in subsection (d)(3), by striking ‘1 year”
and inserting ‘16 months’’;

(21) in subsection (d)(4)—

(A) by striking ‘6 years’” and inserting ‘4
years’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘for each year a stipend was
received’’;

(22) in subsection (g)(2)(A)—

(A) by striking “‘Treasurer of the United
States,”” and inserting ‘‘Treasurer of the United
States.”’; and

(B) by striking ‘“‘multiplied by 2.”’;

(23) in subsection (i)(3), by inserting ‘‘or had
a career in’’ after ‘‘is working in’’;

(24) in subsection (i)—

(4) by striking “‘and’’ at the end of paragraph
(4);

(B) by striking the period at the end of para-
graph (5) and inserting *‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

“(6) the term ‘teacher leader’ means a mathe-
matics or science teacher who works to improve
the instruction of mathematics or science in kin-
dergarten through grade 12 through—

“(A) participating in the development or revi-
sion of science, mathematics, engineering, or
technology curricula;

“(B) serving as a mentor to mathematics or
science teachers;

“(C) coordinating and assisting teachers in
the use of hands-on inquiry materials, equip-
ment, and supplies, and when appropriate, Su-
pervising acquisition and repair of such mate-
rials;

“(D) providing in-classroom teaching assist-
ance to mathematics or science teachers; and

“(E) providing professional development, for
the purposes of training other teacher leaders,
to mathematics and science teachers.”’; and

(25) by adding at the end the following:

“(j) MATHEMATICS AND SCIENCE SCHOLARSHIP
GIFT FUND.—In accordance with section 11(f) of
the National Science Foundation Act of 1950,
the Director is authorized to accept donations
from the private sector to support scholarships,
stipends, or internships associated with pro-
grams under this section.

“(k) ASSESSMENT OF TEACHER SERVICE AND
RETENTION.—Not later than 4 years after the
date of enactment of this subsection, the Direc-
tor shall transmit to Congress a report on the ef-
fectiveness of the program carried out under this
section. The report shall include the proportion
of individuals receiving scholarships or stipends
under the program who —

“(1) fulfill their service obligation required
under this section in a high-need local edu-
cational agency;

““(2) elect to fulfill their service obligation in a
high-need local educational agency but fail to
complete it, as defined in subsection (g);

“(3) remain in the teaching profession beyond
their service obligation; and

“(4) remain in the teaching profession in a
high-need local educational agency beyond
their service obligation.

“(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the
Director for the Robert Noyce Teacher Scholar-
ship Program—

(1) $70,000,000 for fiscal year 2008;

““(2) $101,000,000 for fiscal year 2009;

“(3) $133,000,000 for fiscal year 2010;

““(4) $164,000,000 for fiscal year 2011; and

““(5) $196,000,000 for fiscal year 2012.”".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 8(6) of
the National Science Foundation Authorization
Act of 2002 is amended—

(1) in the paragraph heading by inserting
“TEACHER” after “NOYCE’’; and
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(2) by inserting ‘‘Teacher’ after “Noyce’’.
TITLE II—MATHEMATICS AND SCIENCE
EDUCATION IMPROVEMENT
SEC. 201. MATHEMATICS AND SCIENCE EDU-
CATION PARTNERSHIPS AMEND-

MENTS.

Section 9 of the National Science Foundation
Authorization Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 1862n) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(2)—

(A) by striking “(A)’;

(B) by striking subparagraph (B);

(C) by inserting *‘, through 1 or more of its de-
partments in science, mathematics, or engineer-
ing,” after ‘‘institution of higher education’’;
and

(D) by striking “‘a State educational agency’
and inserting ‘‘education faculty from the par-
ticipating institution or institutions of higher
education, a State educational agency,’’;

(2) in subsection (a)(3)(B)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘content-specific’’ before
“professional development programs’’;
(B) by inserting ‘“‘which are’” before ‘‘de-

signed’’; and

(C) by inserting “‘and which may include
teacher training activities to prepare mathe-
matics and science teachers to teach challenging
mathematics, science, and technology college-
preparatory courses, including Advanced Place-
ment and International Baccalaureate courses’
after “‘and science teachers’’;

(3) in subsection (a)(3)(C)—

(4) by inserting “‘and laboratory experiences’’
after ‘‘technology’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘“‘and laboratory’ after ‘‘pro-
vide technical’’;

(4) in subsection (a)(3)(I) by inserting ‘‘includ-
ing model induction programs for teachers in
their first 2 years of teaching,” after ‘“‘and
science,’’;

(5) in subsection (a)(3)(K) by striking ‘‘devel-
oping and offering mathematics or science en-
richment programs for students, including after-
school and summer programs;”’ and inserting
“‘developing educational programs and materials
and conducting mathematics, science, and tech-
nology enrichment programs for students, in-
cluding after-school programs and summer
camps for students described in subsection
0)C)NG);”;

(6) in subsection (a) by inserting at the end
the following:

““(8) MASTER’S DEGREE PROGRAMS.—Activities
carried out in accordance with paragraph (3)(B)
shall include the development and offering of
master’s degree programs for in-service mathe-
matics and science teachers that will strengthen
their subject area knowledge and pedagogical
skills, as described in section 203 of the Act en-
acting this paragraph. Grants provided under
this section may be used to develop and imple-
ment courses of instruction for the master’s de-
gree programs, which may involve online learn-
ing, and develop related educational materials.

““(9) MENTORS FOR TEACHERS AND STUDENTS OF
CHALLENGING COURSES.—Partnerships carrying
out activities to prepare mathematics and
science teachers to teach challenging mathe-
matics, science, and technology college-pre-
paratory courses, including Advanced Place-
ment and International Baccalaureate courses,
in accordance with paragraph (3)(B) shall en-
courage companies employing scientists, mathe-
maticians, or engineers to provide mentors to
teachers and students and provide for the co-
ordination of such mentoring activities.

‘““(10) INVENTIVENESS.—Activities carried out
in accordance with paragraph (3)(H) may in-
clude the development and dissemination of cur-
riculum tools that will help foster inventiveness
and innovation.’’;

(7) in subsection (b)(2) by redesignating sub-
paragraphs (E) and (F) as subparagraphs (F)
and (G), respectively, and inserting after sub-
paragraph (D) the following new subparagraph:

“(E) the extent to which the evaluation de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(E) will be independent
and based on objective measures;’’;
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(8) in subsection (b) by inserting at the end
the following:

““(4) MINIMUM AND MAXIMUM GRANT SIZE.—A
grant awarded under this section shall be not
less than $75,000 or greater than $2,000,000 for
any fiscal year.’’;

(9) in subsection (c)—

(A) by striking paragraph (2);

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (3), (4), and
(5) as paragraphs (4), (5), and (6), respectively;
and

(C) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraphs:

““(2) REPORT ON MODEL PROJECTS.—The Direc-
tor shall determine which completed projects
funded through the program under this section
should be seen as models to be replicated on a
more expansive basis at the State or national
levels. Not later than 1 year after the date of en-
actment of this paragraph, the Director shall
transmit a report describing the results of this
study to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology and the Committee on Education and
Labor of the House of Representatives and to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation and the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions of the Senate.

‘““(3) REPORT ON EVALUATIONS.—Not later than
4 years after the date of enactment of this para-
graph, the Director shall transmit a report sum-
marizing the evaluations required under sub-
section (b)(1)(E) of grants received under this
program and describing any changes to the pro-
gram recommended as a result of these evalua-
tions to the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology and the Committee on Education and
Labor of the House of Representatives and to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation and the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions of the Senate.
Such report shall be made widely available to
the public.”’; and

(10) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘“‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

‘(1) the term ‘mathematics and science teach-
er’ means a mathematics, science, or technology
teacher at the elementary school or secondary
school level; and

‘““(2) the term ‘science’, in the context of ele-
mentary and secondary education, includes
technology and pre-engineering.”.

SEC. 202. TEACHER INSTITUTES.

(a) NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION
TUTES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall establish
a grant program to provide for summer or aca-
demic year teacher institutes or workshops au-
thorized by section 9(a)(3)(B) of the National
Science Foundation Authorization Act of 2002
(42 U.S.C. 1862n(a)(3)(B)) and shall allow grant-
ees under the Teacher Institutes for the 2Ist
Century program to operate 1 to 2 week summer
teacher institutes with the goal of reaching the
maximum number of in-service mathematics and
science teachers, particularly elementary and
middle school teachers, to improve their content
knowledge and pedagogical skills.

(2) PREPARATION TO TEACH CHALLENGING
COURSES.—The Director shall ensure that activi-
ties supported for awards under paragraph (1)
include the development and implementation of
teacher training activities to prepare mathe-
matics and science teachers to teach challenging
mathematics, science, and technology college-
preparatory courses, including Advanced Place-
ment and International Baccalaureate courses.

(3) AWARDS.—In awarding grants under this
section, the Director shall give priority to appli-
cations that propose programs that will attract
mathematics and science teachers from local
educational agencies that—

(A) are receiving grants under title I of the El-
ementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965
(20 U.S.C. 6301 et seq) as a result of having
within their jurisdictions concentrations of chil-
dren from low income families; and

INSTI-
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(B) are experiencing a shortage of highly
qualified teachers, as defined in section 9101 of
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801), in the fields of science,
mathematics, or technology.

(4) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the
National Science Foundation for the purposes of
this section, $32,000,000 for fiscal year 2008,
335,200,000 for fiscal year 2009, $38,700,000 for
fiscal year 2010, $42,600,000 for fiscal year 2011,
and 346,800,000 for fiscal year 2012.

(b) LABORATORY SCIENCE TEACHER PROFES-
SIONAL DEVELOPMENT.—There are authorized to
be appropriated to the Secretary of Energy for
the Laboratory Science Teacher Professional
Development program, $3,000,000 for fiscal year
2008, $8,000,000 for fiscal year 2009, $10,000,000
for fiscal year 2010, $10,000,000 for fiscal year
2011, and $10,000,000 for fiscal year 2012.

SEC. 203. GRADUATE DEGREE PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall ensure
that master’s degree programs for in-service
mathematics and science teachers that will
strengthen their subject area knowledge and
pedagogical skills are instituted in accordance
with section 9(a)(8) of the National Science
Foundation Authorization Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C.
1862n(a)(8)). The degree programs shall be de-
signed for current teachers, who will enroll as
part-time students, and to allow participants to
obtain master’s degrees within a period of 3
years.

(b) DISTRIBUTION OF AWARDS.—The Director
shall, in awarding grants to carry out sub-
section (a), consider the distribution of awards
among institutions of higher education of dif-
ferent sizes and geographic locations.

(c) PROGRAM ACTIVITIES.—Activities sup-
ported through master’s degree programs estab-
lished under subsection (a) may include—

(1) development of courses of instruction and
related educational materials;

(2) stipends to defray the cost of attendance
for students in the degree program; and

(3) acquisition of computer and networking
equipment needed for online instruction under
the degree program.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the
National Science Foundation for the purposes of
this section $46,000,000 for fiscal year 2008,
$50,600,000 for fiscal year 2009, 355,700,000 for
fiscal year 2010, $61,200,000 for fiscal year 2011,
and $67,300,000 for fiscal year 2012.

SEC. 204. CURRICULAR MATERIALS.

The Director, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Education, shall convene a national
panel of experts on mathematics and science
education to identify and collect K-12 mathe-
matics, science, and technology teaching mate-
rials that have been demonstrated to be effective
and to recommend the development of new mate-
rials in areas where effective materials do not
exist. The Director and Secretary shall develop
ways to disseminate effective materials and sup-
port efforts to develop new materials, in accord-
ance with the recommendations of the national
panel. Recommendations made under this sec-
tion shall not be considered a mandate of spe-
cific K-12 curricula.

SEC. 205. SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, ENGINEERING,
AND MATHEMATICS TALENT EXPAN-
SION PROGRAM.

(a) AMENDMENTS.—Section 8(7) of the Na-
tional Science Foundation Authorization Act of
2002 is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A) by striking ‘‘competi-
tive, merit-based’’ and all that follows through
“in recent years.”’ and inserting ‘‘competitive,
merit-reviewed multiyear grants for eligible ap-
plicants to improve undergraduate education in
science, mathematics, engineering, and tech-
nology through—

‘(i) the creation of programs to increase the
number of students studying toward and com-
pleting associate’s or bachelor’s degrees in

H3817

science, technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics, particularly in fields that have faced de-
clining enrollment in recent years; and

‘‘(ii) the creation of centers (in this paragraph
referred to as ‘Centers’) to develop under-
graduate curriculum, teaching methods for un-
dergraduate courses, and methods to better train
professors and teaching assistants who teach
undergraduate courses to increase the number
of students completing undergraduate courses in
science, technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics, including the number of nonmajors, and
to improve student academic achievement in
those courses.

Grants made under clause (ii) shall be awarded
jointly through the Education and Human Re-
sources Directorate and at least 1 research di-
rectorate of the Foundation.”’;

(2) by amending subparagraph (B) to read as
follows:

‘““(B) In selecting projects under subparagraph
(A)(i), the Director shall strive to increase the
number of students studying toward and com-
pleting baccalaureate degrees, concentrations,
or certificates in science, mathematics, engineer-
ing, or technology who are—

‘(i) individuals identified in section 33 or 34 of
the Science and Engineering Equal Opportuni-
ties Act (42 U.S.C. 1885a or 1885b); or

““(ii) graduates of a secondary school that is
administered by a local educational agency that
is receiving grants under title I of the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (20
U.S.C. 6301 et seq) as a result of having within
its jurisdiction concentrations of children from
low income families.”’;

(3) in subparagraph (C)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘(i)”’ before “The types of’’;

(B) by redesignating clauses (i) through (vi)
as subclauses (1) through (VI), respectively;

(C) by striking ‘“‘under this paragraph’ and
inserting ‘“‘under subparagraph (A)(i)”’; and

(D) by adding at the end the following new
clause:

‘“(ii)) The types of activities the Foundation
may support under subparagraph (A)(ii) in-
clude—

“(1) creating model curricula and laboratory
programs;

“(11) developing and demonstrating research-
based instructional methods and technologies;

‘“(111) developing methods to train graduate
students and faculty to be more effective teach-
ers of undergraduates;

“(1V) conducting programs to disseminate cur-
ricula, instructional methods, or training meth-
ods to faculty at the grantee institutions and at
other institutions;

“(V) conducting assessments of the effective-
ness of the Center at accomplishing the goals
described in subparagraph (A)(ii); and

“(VI) conducting any other activities the Di-
rector determines will accomplish the goals de-
scribed in subparagraph (A)(ii).”’;

(4) in subparagraph (D)(i), by striking ‘“‘under
this paragraph’ and inserting ‘“‘under subpara-
graph (A)@)"’;

(5) in subparagraph (D)(ii), by striking
“under this paragraph’ and inserting ‘‘under
subparagraph (A)(i)’’;

(6) after subparagraph (D)(iii), by adding at
the end the following new clause:

“(iv) A grant under subparagraph (A)(ii) shall
be awarded for 5 years, and the Director may
extend such a grant for up to 2 additional 3
year periods.’’;

(7) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘under
this paragraph’ both places it appears and in-
serting ‘“‘under subparagraph (A)(i)’’;

(8) by redesignating subparagraph (F) as sub-
paragraph (J); and

(9) by inserting after subparagraph (E) the
following new subparagraphs:

‘“(F) Grants awarded wunder subparagraph
(A)(ii) shall be carried out by a department or
departments of science, mathematics, or engi-
neering at institutions of higher education (or a
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consortia thereof), which may partner with edu-
cation faculty. Applications for awards under
subparagraph (A)(ii) shall be submitted to the
Director at such time, in such manner, and con-
taining such information as the Director may
require. At a minimum, the application shall in-
clude—

‘(i) a description of the activities to be carried
out by the Center;

‘“(i1) a plan for disseminating programs re-
lated to the activities carried out by the Center
to faculty at the grantee institution and at
other institutions;

‘“(iii) an estimate of the number of faculty,
graduate students (if any), and undergraduate
students who will be affected by the activities
carried out by the Center; and

“(iv) a plan for assessing the effectiveness of
the Center at accomplishing the goals described
in subparagraph (A)(ii).

‘“(G) In evaluating the applications submitted
under subparagraph (F), the Director shall con-
sider, at a minimum—

‘(i) the ability of the applicant to effectively
carry out the proposed activities, including the
dissemination activities described in subpara-
graph (C)(ii)(IV); and

‘“‘(ii)) the extent to which the faculty, staff,
and administrators of the applicant institution
are committed to improving undergraduate
science, mathematics, and engineering edu-
cation.

‘“(H) In awarding grants under subparagraph
(A)(ii), the Director shall endeavor to ensure
that a wide variety of science, technology, engi-
neering, and mathematics fields and types of in-
stitutions of higher education, including 2-year
colleges and minority-serving institutions, are
covered, and that—

‘(i) at least 1 Center is housed at a Doctoral/
Research University as defined by the Carnegie
Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching;
and

““(ii) at least 1 Center is focused on improving
undergraduate education in an interdisciplinary
area.

‘““(I) The Director shall convene an annual
meeting of the awardees under this paragraph
to foster collaboration and to disseminate the re-
sults of the Centers and the other activities
funded under this paragraph.’’.

(b) REPORT ON DATA COLLECTION.—Not later
than 180 days after the date of enactment of this
Act, the Director shall transmit to Congress a
report on how the Director is determining
whether current grant recipients in the Science,
Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics Tal-
ent Expansion Program are making satisfactory
progress as required by section 8(7)(D)(ii) of the
National Science Foundation Authorization Act
of 2002 and what funding actions have been
taken as a result of the Director’s determina-
tions.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the
National Science Foundation for the program
described in paragraph (7) of section 8 of the
National Science Foundation Authorization Act
of 2002—

(1) $44,000,000 for fiscal year 2008, of which
$4,000,000 shall be for the grants described in
subparagraph (A)(ii) of that paragraph;

(2) $55,000,000 for fiscal year 2009, of which
$10,000,000 shall be for the grants described in
subparagraph (A)(ii) of that paragraph;

(3) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2010, of which
$10,000,000 shall be for the grants described in
subparagraph (A)(ii) of that paragraph;

(4) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2011, of which
$10,000,000 shall be for the grants described in
subparagraph (A)(ii) of that paragraph; and

(5) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2012, of which
$10,000,000 shall be for the grants described in
subparagraph (A)(ii) of that paragraph.

SEC. 206. HIGH-NEED LOCAL EDUCATIONAL
AGENCY DEFINITION.

Section 4(8) of the National Science Founda-
tion Authorization Act of 2002 (42 U.S.C. 1862n
note) is amended to read as follows:
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““(8) HIGH-NEED LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGEN-

cYy.—The term ‘high-need local educational
agency’ means a local educational agency
that—

““(A) is receiving grants under title I of the El-
ementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965
(20 U.S.C. 6301 et seq) as a result of having
within its jurisdiction concentrations of children
from low income families; and

“(B) is experiencing a shortage of highly
qualified teachers, as defined in section 9101 of
the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801), in the fields of science,
mathematics, or engineering.”’.

SEC. 207. TEACHER LEADERS.

The National Science Foundation Authoriza-
tion Act of 2002 is amended—

(1) in section 4(11)—

(A) by striking ‘“MASTER TEACHER’’ and insert-
ing ‘“TEACHER LEADER’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘master teacher’ and inserting
“‘teacher leader’’; and

(C) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘master
teachers’ and inserting ‘‘teacher leaders’’; and

(2) in section 9—

(4) in subsection (a)(3)(E), by striking ‘‘mas-
ter teachers’ and inserting ‘‘teacher leaders’’;
and

(B) in subsection (a)(4)—

(i) by striking ‘‘MASTER TEACHERS’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘“TEACHER LEADERS’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘master teachers’’ each place it
appears and inserting ‘‘teacher leaders’.

SEC. 208. LABORATORY SCIENCE PILOT PRO-
GRAM.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) To remain competitive in science and tech-
nology in the global economy, the United States
must increase the number of students grad-
uating from high school prepared to pursue
postsecondary education in science, technology,
engineering, and mathematics.

(2) There is broad agreement in the scientific
community that learning science requires direct
involvement by students in scientific inquiry
and that laboratory experience is so integral to
the nature of science that it must be included in
every science program for every science student.

(3) In America’s Lab Report, the National Re-
search Council concluded that the current qual-
ity of laboratory experiences is poor for most
students and that educators and researchers do
not agree on how to define high school science
laboratories or on their purpose, hampering the
accumulation of research on how to improve
labs.

(4) The National Research Council found that
schools with higher concentrations of non-Asian
minorities and schools with higher concentra-
tions of poor students are less likely to have
adequate laboratory facilities than other
schools.

(5) The Government Accountability Office re-
ported that 49.1 percent of schools where the mi-
nority student population is greater than 50.5
percent reported not meeting functional require-
ments for laboratory science well or at all.

(6) 40 percent of those college students who
left the science fields reported some problems re-
lated to high school science preparation, includ-
ing lack of laboratory experience and no intro-
duction to theoretical or to analytical modes of
thought.

(7) It is in the national interest for the Fed-
eral Government to invest in research and dem-
onstration projects to improve the teaching of
laboratory science in the Nation’s high schools.

(b) GRANT PROGRAM.—Section 8(8) of the Na-
tional Science Foundation Authorization Act of
2002 is amended—

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (A)
through (F) as clauses (i) through (vi), respec-
tively,

(2) by inserting ‘“(A)”’ before “A program of
competitive’’; and

(3) by inserting at the end the following new
subparagraphs:
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‘““(B) In accordance with subparagraph (A4)(v),
the Director shall establish a research pilot pro-
gram designated as ‘Partnerships for Access to
Laboratory Science’ to award grants to partner-
ships to improve laboratories and provide instru-
mentation as part of a comprehensive program
to enhance the quality of mathematics, science,
engineering, and technology instruction at the
secondary school level. Grants under this sub-
paragraph may be used for—

‘(i) purchase, rental, or leasing of equipment,
instrumentation, and other scientific edu-
cational materials;

‘“‘(ii) maintenance, renovation, and improve-
ment of laboratory facilities;

““(iii) development of instructional programs
designed to integrate the laboratory experience
with classroom instruction and to be consistent
with State mathematics and science academic
achievement standards;

“(iv) training in laboratory safety for school
personnel;

“(v) design and implementation of hands-on
laboratory experiences to encourage the interest
of individuals identified in section 33 or 34 of
the Science and Engineering Equal Opportuni-
ties Act (42 U.S.C. 1885a or 1885b) in mathe-
matics, science, engineering, and technology
and help prepare such individuals to pursue
postsecondary studies in these fields; and

“‘(vi) assessment of the activities funded under
this subparagraph.

“(C) Grants may be made under subparagraph
(B) only to a partnership—

‘(i) for a project that includes significant
teacher training and professional development
components; or

““(ii) that establishes that appropriate teacher
training and professional development is being
addressed, or has been addressed, through other
means.

‘(D) Grants awarded under subparagraph (B)
shall be to a partnership that—

““(i) includes an institution of higher edu-
cation or a community college;

““(ii) includes a high-need local educational
agency;

““(iii) includes a business or eligible nonprofit
organization; and

“(iv) may include a State educational agency,
other public agency, National Laboratory, or
community-based organization.

‘““(E) The Federal share of the cost of activities
carried out using amounts from a grant under
subparagraph (B) shall not exceed 50 percent.

‘““(F) The Director shall require grant recipi-
ents to submit a report to the Director on the re-
sults of the project supported by the grant.”’.

(c) REPORT.—The Director shall evaluate the
effectiveness of activities carried out under the
research pilot projects funded by the grant pro-
gram established pursuant to the amendment
made by subsection (b) in improving student
performance in mathematics, science, engineer-
ing, and technology. A report documenting the
results of that evaluation shall be submitted to
the Committee on Science and Technology of the
House of Representatives and the Committees on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation and on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of the
Senate not later than 5 years after the date of
enactment of this Act. The report shall identify
best practices and materials developed and dem-
onstrated by grant awardees.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to the
National Science Foundation to carry out this
section and the amendments made by this sec-
tion $5,000,000 for fiscal year 2008, and such
sums as may be necessary for each of the 3 suc-
ceeding fiscal years.

SEC. 209. STUDY ON LABORATORY EQUIPMENT
DONATIONS FOR SCHOOLS.

Not later than 2 years after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Director shall transmit a
report to the Congress examining the extent to
which institutions of higher education are do-
nating used laboratory equipment to elementary
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and secondary schools. The Director, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Education, shall
survey institutions of higher education to deter-
mine—

(1) how often, how much, and what type of
equipment is donated;

(2) what criteria or guidelines the institutions
are using to determine what types of equipment
can be donated, what condition the equipment
should be in, and which schools receive the
equipment;

(3) whether the institutions provide any sup-
port to, or follow-up with the schools; and

(4) how appropriate donations can be
encouraged.

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment to
the committee amendment is in order
except those printed in House Report
110-105. Each amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the
report, by a Member designated in the
report, shall be considered read, shall
be debatable for the time specified in
the report, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent of the amendment, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the
question.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. GORDON OF
TENNESSEE

The CHAIRMAN. It is now in order to
consider amendment No. 1 printed in
House Report 110-105.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee.
Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Mr. GORDON of
Tennessee:

Page 12, line 22, page 13, line 2, and page 13,
line 4, redesignate paragraphs (22), (23), and
(24) as paragraphs (24), (26), and (27), respec-
tively.

Page 12, after line 21, insert the following
new paragraphs:

(22) in subsection (e)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘or section 10A”
‘“‘under this section’’; and

(B) in paragraph (1) by inserting ‘‘or sec-
tion 10A” after ‘‘subsection (d)’’;

(23) in subsection (f)(1), by inserting ‘‘or
section 10A”’ after ‘“‘under this section’’;

Page 13, after line 1, insert the following
new paragraph:

(25) in subsection (h), by inserting ‘‘or sec-
tion 10A” after ‘‘under this section’’;

Page 13, line 3, insert ‘‘and’’ after the semi-
colon.

Page 13, lines 7 and 9, redesignate subpara-
graphs (B) and (C) as subparagraphs (C) and
(D), respectively.

Page 13, after line 6, insert the following
new subparagraph:

(B) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘or sec-
tion 10A” after ‘‘subsection (d)”’;

Page 15, line 12, redesignate subsection (b)
as subsection (c).

Page 15, after line 11, insert the following
new subsection:

(b) SPECIAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM FOR
STIPENDS.—The National Science Founda-
tion Authorization Act of 2002 is amended by
inserting after section 10 the following new
section:

“SEC. 10A. SPECIAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM
FOR STIPENDS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—As part of the Robert
Noyce Teacher Scholarship Program estab-
lished under section 10, the Director shall es-
tablish a separate type of award for eligible
entities described in subsection (b). Stipends
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under this section shall be available only to
mathematics, science, and engineering pro-
fessionals who, while receiving the stipend,
are enrolled in a program to receive certifi-
cation or licensing to teach.

‘“(b) ELIGIBILITY.—In order to be eligible to
receive a grant under this section, an insti-
tution of higher education (or consortia of
such institutions) shall enter into a partner-
ship with one or more private sector non-
profit organizations, local or State govern-
ment organizations, and businesses. The
members of the partnership shall provide the
teaching supplements described in sub-
section (f).

‘“(c) USE OF GRANTS.—Grants provided
under this section shall be used by institu-
tions of higher education or consortia to de-
velop and implement a program to encourage
science, mathematics, or engineering profes-
sionals to become qualified as mathematics
and science teachers, through—

‘(1) administering stipends in accordance
with this section;

‘“(2) offering academic courses and field
teaching experiences designed to prepare sti-
pend recipients to teach in elementary and
secondary schools, including such prepara-
tion as is necessary to meet the require-
ments for certification or licensing; and

‘“(8) offering programs to stipend recipi-
ents, both during and after matriculation in
the program for which the stipend is re-
ceived, to enable recipients to become better
mathematics and science teachers, to fulfill
the service requirements of this section, and
to exchange ideas with others in their fields.

¢‘(d) SELECTION PROCESS.—

‘(1) MERIT REVIEW.—Grants shall be pro-
vided under this section on a competitive,
merit-reviewed basis.

‘“(2) APPLICATIONS.—An eligible institution
of higher education or consortium seeking
funding under this section shall submit an
application to the Director at such time, in
such manner, and containing such informa-
tion as the Director may require. The appli-
cation shall include, at a minimum—

‘“(A) a description of the program that the
applicant intends to operate, including the
number of stipends the applicant intends to
award, the type of activities proposed for the
recruitment of students to the program, and
the amount of the teaching supplements to
be provided in accordance with subsection
)

‘(B) a description of the selection process
that will be used in awarding stipends, in-
cluding a description of the rigorous, nation-
ally recognized test that will be adminis-
tered during the selection process in order to
determine whether individuals applying for
stipends have advanced content knowledge of
science or mathematics;

‘“(C) evidence that the applicant has the
capability to administer the program in ac-
cordance with the provisions of this section,
which may include a description of any ex-
isting programs at the applicant’s institu-
tion that are targeted to the education of
mathematics and science teachers and the
number of teachers graduated annually from
such programs;

‘(D) a description of the academic courses
and field teaching experiences described in
subsection (¢)(2), including—

‘(i) a description of an educational pro-
gram that will enable a student to obtain
teacher certification or licensing within 16
months; and

‘“(i1) evidence of agreements between the
applicant and the schools or school districts
that are identified as the locations at which
field teaching experiences will occur;

‘“(E) a description of the programs de-
scribed in subsection (¢)(3), including activi-
ties to assist new teachers in fulfilling their
service requirements under this section; and
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“(F) evidence that the partnership will
provide the teaching supplements required
under subsection (f).

‘“(3) CRITERIA.—In evaluating the applica-
tions submitted under paragraph (2), the Di-
rector shall consider, at a minimum—

‘““(A) the ability of the applicant to effec-
tively carry out the program and to meet the
requirement of subsection (f);

‘“(B) the extent to which the applicant’s
mathematics, science, or engineering faculty
and its education faculty have worked or
will work collaboratively to design new or
revised curricula that recognizes the special-
ized pedagogy required to teach mathe-
matics and science effectively in elementary
and secondary schools;

‘“(C) the extent to which the applicant is
committed to making the program a central
organizational focus;

‘(D) the degree to which the proposed pro-
gramming will enable stipend recipients to
become successful mathematics and science
teachers;

‘“(E) the number and quality of the stu-
dents that will be served by the program;
and

“(F) the ability of the applicant to recruit
students who would otherwise not pursue a
career in teaching.

‘‘(e) STIPENDS.—Individuals shall be se-
lected to receive stipends under this section
primarily on the basis of their content
knowledge of science or mathematics as
demonstrated by their performance on a test
designated in accordance with subsection
(d)(2)(B). Among individuals demonstrating
equivalent content knowledge, consideration
may be given to financial need and to the
goal of promoting the participation of indi-
viduals identified in section 33 or 34 of the
Science and Engineering Equal Opportuni-
ties Act (42 U.S.C. 188ba or 1885b).

“(f) TEACHING SUPPLEMENTS.—The mem-
bers of a partnership shall identify a source
of non-Federal funding to provide salary sup-
plements to individuals who participate in
the program under this section during the
period of their service obligation under sub-
section (h).

‘(g) AMOUNT AND DURATION.—Stipends
under this section shall be not less than
$10,000 per year, except that no individual
shall receive for any year more than the cost
of attendance at that individual’s institu-
tion. Individuals may receive a maximum of
16 months of stipend support.

““(h) SERVICE OBLIGATION.—If an individual
receives a stipend under this section, that in-
dividual shall be required to complete, with-
in 6 years after completion of the edu-
cational program for which the stipend was
awarded, 4 years of service as a mathematics
or science teacher in a public secondary
school.”.

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to House
Resolution 327, the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. GORDON) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HALL) each
will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr. GORDON of Tennessee. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself such time as
I may consume.

The Robert Noyce Teacher Scholar-
ship Program at the National Science
Foundation aims to increase the num-
ber of first-rate math and science
teachers in the U.S.

The program targets two resources
from which to recruit these teachers:
one, undergraduates who are majoring
in the math and science field; and, two,
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science and math engineering profes-
sionals who want to switch to a teach-
ing degree.

The reported version of H.R. 362 con-
siderably expands the Noyce program.
It also amends a part of the program
that targets undergraduates. But the
part of the program that targets pro-
fessionals was left for the most part
unchanged. This amendment estab-
lishes within the Noyce program a new
model for recruiting professionals to a
teaching career.

This new model is based on a pro-
gram called Math for America, which
has shown astonishing success in mak-
ing first-rate teachers out of former
scientists and engineers. Math for
America was launched in 2004 by James
Simons, a mathematician who founded
an enormously successful private in-
vestment firm in New York City.

Mr. Simon’s philanthropic founda-
tion has provided much of the funding
for Math for America. This is just the
third year of Math for America, but al-
ready they have recruited 90 teachers
for New York City public schools. The
math for America model has so much
in common with the Noyce program at
the National Science Foundation.

Consistent with the Math for Amer-
ica model, my amendment has the fol-
lowing features: An institution of high-
er education wishing to establish this
new program must create a partnership
with at least one non-Federal entity to
be eligible for the NSF support; a sci-
entist or engineer participating in the
program must demonstrate advance
content knowledge through a nation-
ally recognized standardized test; par-
ticipants take specialized education
courses in a 16-month teacher certifi-
cation program during which they re-
ceive a stipend; graduates from the
program must teach in a secondary
school for a period of 4 years, during
which they receive a teaching supple-
ment to their ordinary salary.

The teaching supplements are pro-
vided by the partnerships from non-
Federal sources. This amendment,
therefore, adds a component to the
Noyce program to develop the kind of
public/private partnership that we see
working so well in Math for America.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment.

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

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. GINGREY).

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the chairman’s amend-
ment. I know on this bill, H.R. 362, this
is a perfect example of everything
being said but not every one of us hav-
ing an opportunity to say it. I rise in
support of the amendment of Chairman
GORDON and also the bill.

I can’t improve on the words of the
distinguished Speaker that we heard
from just a few minutes ago, but I do
want to applaud and support this H.R.
362, 10,000 Teachers, 10,000 Minds
Science and Math Scholarship Act, and
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certainly applaud Chairman GORDON
and Ranking Member HALL and the
work that they have done. I am proud
to be a member of the Science and
Technology Committee and to see this
come to the floor today.
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The National Academy released a re-
port, Mr. Chairman, entitled ‘‘Rising
Above the Gathering Storm’ that
looked at the ways in which the Fed-
eral Government could enhance our
country’s science and technology en-
terprise so that we can continue to
compete and prosper in the global mar-
ketplace. The commission arrived at
one outstanding and alarming conclu-
sion: American students are falling be-
hind in the areas of science, tech-
nology, engineering, and math, some-
times referred to as STEM.

In response to this sobering reality,
the report recommends vastly improv-
ing the K-12 science and math pro-
grams in classrooms across the country
in order to increase America’s talent
pool. We talk about raising the level of
H-1B visas, doubling them. That might
be part of the solution, Mr. Chairman,
but we need to develop our homegrown
talent. Early education is crucial in
getting children not only excited about
math and science, but adequately pre-
pared to pursue these fields later in
life. And I strongly believe by recruit-
ing, retaining, and training better edu-
cators in these fields more students
will want to attend college in the areas
of science, technology, and math. And
that is the key to keeping America
competitive in the ever-increasing
technological global marketplace.

The 10,000 Teachers, 10 Million Minds
Science and Math Scholarship program
begins to remedy this situation by im-
plementing a variety of action items
recommended by this report. First,
H.R. 362 seeks to raise both the quan-
tity and quality of math and science
teachers in America by increasing the
number and amount of grants available
to teachers and students who pursue
continuing education in these fields. It
also increases grants within a program
at the National Science Foundation
that provides financial aid to students
who make a commitment to teach
after college.

Mr. Chairman, I firmly believe this
legislation is a good first step to ad-
dress this impending crisis of Amer-
ica’s workforce. I am again proud to
support the bill, to support Chairman
GORDON’s amendment. I respectfully
ask my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle to do the same.

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I
certainly from a policy standpoint
don’t have an issue with the amend-
ment; in fact, I think it might go a
long way in enticing retired STEM pro-
fessionals to get their teacher’s certifi-
cation and to put their many years of
expertise to work in the K-12 class-
room, educating and inspiring our next
generation of scientists, engineers, and
mathematicians. I support the amend-
ment.
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Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GORDO