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September is Childhood Cancer Month. Un-
fortunately, the incidence of cancer among
children in the United States is a growing
problem. It is estimated that this year 12,400
children will be diagnosed with cancer, and
2,300 children will die from this dread disease.
In fact, cancer is the leading cause of death
by disease in children under age 15.

Our colleagues on the Appropriations Sub-
committee on Labor-HHS-Education have rec-
ognized the seriousness of the problem of
cancer by increasing the appropriation for the
National Cancer Institute over the past five
years from $2.761 billion to $3,793 billion for
FY 2001. Despite this increase, we still hear
that opportunities for childhood cancer re-
search remain unfunded or underfunded. For
this reason, it appropriate for us to consider
this resolution.

It is important to increase the resources di-
rected toward childhood cancer research. Chil-
dren are amazingly resilient and can often tol-
erate higher doses of experimental drugs.
Therefore, clinical trials on children can offer
insights on the treatments of all cancers.

From personal experience, | know of the
dedication of the doctors, nurses, and other
medical personnel who treat children with can-
cer, and of the researchers who have devoted
their lives to finding cures. With significant ad-
vances such as completing the mapping of the
human genome, | think that we are on the
verge of a new understanding of how cancer
develops and how it can be cured. Childhood
cancer is a problem that can be conquered.

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. Speaker, ask anyone
you know or even someone you pass on the
street if they know someone who has cancer
and nearly every single person will respond
with a heart-wrenching “Yes.” Today | come
before my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle to ask for their support in helping the lit-
tlest cancer warriors—children.

Anthony Peca is a grandfather from my dis-
trict who recently lost his granddaughter,
Catie, to cancer. Catie had neuroblastoma and
was denied access to a clinical trial. She
fought valiantly like only a child can, but in the
end the cancer overcame her. And now, An-
thony Peca and his family are left with a hole
in their hearts, knowing from experience that
eight years old is too young to die.

According to the National Childhood Cancer
Foundation, cancer kills more children than
any other disease. Each year cancer Kills
more children than asthma, diabetes, cystic fi-
brosis, congenital anomalies, and AIDS, com-
bined. In recent years, cancer research has
made leaps and bounds in progress, yet the
incidence of cancer among children in this
country is rising almost 1 percent per year.
The research is simply not keeping up. And
children are suffering because of it.

And it's not just the disease itself that
exacts such a heavy toll. How much do fami-
lies suffer emotionally and financially? How do
we rebuild a child’s youthful spirit and inno-
cence once it has been shattered by the dis-
ease inside them? There isnt a medicine
strong enough to mend the soul of a child.

That's why this resolution is so important.
Thanks to the tireless and courageous efforts
of Congresswoman DEBORAH PRYCE, Con-
gress has the opportunity to address child-
hood cancer awareness, treatment, and re-
search. We have the power to encourage both
the public and private sectors to conduct re-
search, expand medical education, and open
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up more clinical trials to children. Childhood
should be something that you grow out of, not
something that gets ripped out from under-
neath you.

Mrs. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of House Resolution 576, which ex-
presses Congress’ advocacy for improved ef-
forts to battle childhood cancers.

Every one of us has a friend or family mem-
ber who has fought or is fighting a personal
battle with cancer. We have colleagues who
show us daily the strength that comes from liv-
ing with cancer and recovering from its effects.
But nothing touches our hearts more than a
child stricken with this devastating disease,
and no one has shown us courage like our
colleagues, DEBORAH PRYCE, whose young
daughter succumbed to cancer only a year
ago.

gIt is in her memory and for the 46 children
who will be diagnosed with cancer today and
every school day that we must pass this reso-
lution. Innovative research and aggressive
treatment have improved the odds that these
children will live longer, happier lives.

In fact, 70 percent of children diagnosed
today will be alive 5 years from now. By pass-
ing this resolution, and standing firmly behind
its call, we can give the other 30 percent hope
and a future.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. BURR) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution,
House Resolution 576.

The question was taken.

Mr. BURR of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, on that | demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

CORRECTIONS CALENDAR
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Sep-
tember 26, 2000, this is the day for the
call of the Corrections Calendar.
The Clerk will call the bill
Corrections Calendar.

on the

KNOW YOUR CALLER ACT OF 1999

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 3100)
to amend the Communications Act of
1934 to prohibit telemarketers from
interfering with the caller identifica-
tion service of any person to whom a
telephone solicitation is made, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

H.R. 3100

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 “Know Your
Caller Act of 1999”.

SEC. 2. PROHIBITION OF INTERFERENCE WITH
CALLER IDENTIFICATION SERVICES.

Section 227 of the Communications Act of

1934 (47 U.S.C. 227) is amended—

September 27, 2000

(1) by redesignating subsections (e) and (f)
as subsections (f) and (g), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘“(e) PROHIBITION ON INTERFERENCE WITH
CALLER IDENTIFICATION SERVICES.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—It shall be unlawful for
any person within the United States, in
making any telephone solicitation, to inter-
fere with or circumvent the ability of a call-
er identification service to access or provide
to the recipient of the call the information
about the call (as required under the regula-
tions issued under paragraph (2)) that such
service is capable of providing.

““(2) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 6
months after the enactment of the Know
Your Caller Act of 1999, the Commission
shall prescribe regulations to implement this
subsection which shall—

“(A) require any person making a tele-
phone solicitation to make such solicitation
in a manner such that a recipient of the so-
licitation having a caller identification serv-
ice capable of providing such information
will be provided by such service with—

“(i) the name of the person or entity on
whose behalf the solicitation is being made;
and

““(ii) a valid and working telephone number
at which the caller or the entity on whose
behalf the telephone solicitation was made
may be reached during regular business
hours for the purpose of requesting that the
recipient of the solicitation be placed on the
do-not-call list required under section 64.1200
of the Commission’s regulations (47 CFR
64.1200) to be maintained by the person mak-
ing the telephone solicitation; and

““(B) provide that any person or entity who
receives a request from a person to be placed
on such do-not-call list may not use such
person’s name and telephone number for any
other telemarketing, mail marketing, or
other marketing purpose (including transfer
or sale to any other entity for marketing
use) other than enforcement of such list.

““(2) PRIVATE RIGHT OF ACTION.—A person or
entity may, if otherwise permitted by the
laws or rules of court of a State, bring in an
appropriate court of that State—

““(A) an action based on a violation of this
subsection or the regulations prescribed
under this subsection to enjoin such viola-
tion;

“(B) an action to recover for actual mone-
tary loss from such a violation, or to receive
$500 in damages for each such violation,
whichever is greater; or

““(C) both such actions.

If the court finds that the defendant will-
fully or knowingly violated this subsection
or the regulations prescribed under this sub-
section, the court may, in its discretion, in-
crease the amount of the award to an
amount equal to not more than 3 times the
amount available under subparagraph (B) of
this paragraph.

““(3) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section:

““(A) CALLER IDENTIFICATION SERVICE.—The
term ‘caller identification service’ means
any service or device designed to provide the
user of the service or device with the tele-
phone number of an incoming call.

““(B) TELEPHONE CALL.—The term ‘tele-
phone call’ means any telephone call or
other transmission which is made to or re-
ceived at a telephone number of any type of
telephone service. Such term includes calls
made by an automatic telephone dialing sys-
tem, an integrated services digital network,
and a commercial mobile radio source.”.

SEC. 3. EFFECT ON STATE LAW AND STATE AC-
TIONS.

(a) EFFECT ON STATE LAw.—Subsection

(f)(1) of section 227 of the Communications
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