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mine in the House. It is called the
Medicare RX Drug Discount and Secu-
rity Act. It is worthy of your atten-
tion. It will provide discounts up to 30
to 40 percent. It is easy. It is much like
Price Club and Costco that so many
Members probably use here today be-
cause they can buy in volume and buy
at discounts. It is why people pay a
card fee, $25 a year, to belong to that
club. It lets them shop, buy by volume,
by discount, and that is what we are
trying to achieve here today. It works
in real life.

AARP has millions of members,
using discount as an enticement. It has
worked in the real world. It can work
in the political world if the sides will
not engage in negative attacks, but
rather constructive dialogue in order
to see this come to a fruition.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

FARM SECURITY ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. PENCE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, today the
House of Representatives passed an im-
portant measure that was part and par-
cel my reason for coming to the United
States Congress. Today, this Congress
passed a farm bill, meeting an obliga-
tion that comes upon us in this Cham-
ber every 5 years to pass a measure
that will protect farmers while making
the right investment and contribution
to conservation in America.

I rise today, Mr. Speaker, to tell the
Hoosier farmers that I serve all across
eastern Indiana that the Farm Secu-
rity Act and the passage of that Act in
this Chamber today ought to be a
source of encouragement and enormous
pride to them, not because we in this
Chamber wrote a farm bill, but because
in every sense, farmers and ranchers
across the United States of America,
for perhaps the first time, truly wrote
farm policy in this country.

In the past 2 years the Committee on
Agriculture, of which I am a proud
member, held field hearings with agri-
cultural interests across the country,
47 hearings in all, in preparation of a
farm bill. Hearings were held over a 16-
month period of time on H.R. 2646.
There were 368 witnesses who testified
before our committee during that 16-
month period.

The vision of the chairman, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. COMBEST), to
ask commodity groups and organiza-
tions and farm groups across the coun-
try to come before our committee and
actually offer their own version of a
farm bill was, to say the least, vision-
ary.

From my own part, we held nearly a
dozen town hall meetings across east-
ern Indiana in barns and in warehouses
and in feed stores, asking farmers who
know much better than this Hoosier
what ought to have happened in this
bill, and they gave us that input. So
the first thing I would brag about
today is the job that the American
farmer and the American rancher did
in the preparation of the Farm Secu-
rity Act.

Mr. Speaker, let us be candid, the
passage today was not altogether cer-
tain. It was not altogether ensured,
with some opposition from the admin-
istration to the timing of this bill, and
even some opposition from the leader-
ship in both political parties. Those of
us who worked hard on this bill knew
we had our work cut out for us.

People argued that with USDA pro-
jections that net cash farm income in
2001 will achieve record levels that we
did not need a farm bill now. I would
argue that given the realities of the
farm economy and given the cir-
cumstances on the international scene
now was precisely the time for the
House Committee on Agriculture and
the leadership of the House of Rep-
resentatives to rise to the challenge.

Even the USDA’s economists agree
that net farm cash income is not a
good tool to base farm policies on, that
livestock receipts are the driving force
for the increase in net cash farm in-
come in 2001, and that affects very few
of the farmers that I serve. The in-
crease in crop production expenses
more than offsets the increase in crop
cash receipts.

Without a new farm bill this year,
net cash returns from major field crops
would be 5.8 billion lower for 2002 crops
than for 2001, and the Farm Security
Act that we passed today, of course,
does not happen in a vacuum.

I know that some in the national
media sneered at those of us who sug-
gested that bolstering the farm econ-
omy in America was not a matter of
national security. The Wall Street
Journal’s left column that I usually ad-
mire suggested as much earlier this
week.

Let me say as we turn our attention
in the weeks ahead to Wall Street and
to stimulating our economy with a
much-needed economic stimulus pack-
age, I believe the House Committee on
Agriculture, the Democratic and Re-
publican leadership on that committee
and the leadership that voted to pass
the Farm Security Act today said, be-
fore we turn our attention to Wall
Street, let us turn our attention to
rural Main Street. We have sent a deaf-
ening message of strength to the farm
economy in America today.

It has been a profound privilege for
me as a first term Member of Congress
to serve as the only member of the ma-
jority from the State of Indiana on the
House Committee on Agriculture. It
has been a challenging time. I com-
mend, again, the chairman, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. COMBEST) and

the ranking member, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM), for their
outstanding leadership in forging a bi-
partisan bill long before bipartisanship
was the theme of this Chamber, and I
commend all of my colleagues today
for putting the interests of farmers and
ranchers ahead of the politics of the
moment and saying and recognizing
that a strong rural America means a
strong American economy, and now is
the time that all of America be strong
as we face the difficult challenges of
the days ahead.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

THE CALL-UP OF THE RHODE
ISLAND AIR NATIONAL GUARD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
LANGEVIN) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, on
September 11 our world changed for-
ever. The United States suffered an at-
tack unlike any the modern world has
ever known. Thousands have been lost
and will be forever missed by their
friends and families. As we mourn this
loss, we must find ways to strengthen
our national homeland defense and to
prevent terrorism both here and
abroad.

Critical to meeting this goal will be
the brave and dedicated members of
our Armed Forces. I rise today to pay
my respects to these brave men and
women, in particular, the dedicated
members of the 143rd Airlift Wing of
the National Guard who will be de-
ployed today.

The National Guard has tirelessly
served our great Nation since the orga-
nization of its first units in 1636 in the
Massachusetts Bay Colony. The Guard
fought in Korea, Vietnam, and the Gulf
War. During the 1990s, the Guard’s role
dramatically increased to a total force
partner at home and throughout the
world. Today, we are relying on the
Guard in our airports and communities
throughout the country to guard us
from a recurrence of what was un-
thinkable just a short time ago.

Mr. Speaker, we have entered into an
era in which homeland defense is a cru-
cial concern for which we rely heavily
on our National Guard. These remark-
able people stand out among ordinary
Americans because they have chosen to
give of themselves and help defend our
country in times of need.

Many of our National Guard units are
being called up and asked to leave their
families, jobs and lives behind in order
to serve and protect this Nation. From
conducting intelligence work to being
deployed to high risk regions of the
world, these brave men and women will
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be critical to ensuring our safety here
at home.

Mr. Speaker, I am so proud of the 44
members of the 143rd Security Forces
Squadron from the Rhode Island Air
National Guard who were called up to
active duty. They possess a fierce spirit
which burns most brightly when it is
given direction and purpose, and this is
the time, more than ever, to utilize
that spirit.

While I take strength in their im-
mense abilities and know that they
will help ensure America’s safety, I
look forward to welcoming them all
home to Rhode Island very soon.

f

b 1300

DR. SHIRLEY TILGHMAN ASSUMES
PRESIDENCY OF PRINCETON UNI-
VERSITY
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

GUTKNECHT). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. HOLT) is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, last Friday
in my congressional district, I had the
honor along with 4,000 students, par-
ents, dignitaries, and local residents to
gather in front of historical Nassau
Hall to witness Dr. Shirley Tilghman
take the office as the 19th President of
Princeton University.

Dr. Tilghman is highly qualified to
head Princeton University. She is a
world-renowned biology researcher, a
beloved teacher, and a leader of vision.
In her inaugural address, Dr. Tilghman
spoke of the freedom to pursue ideas as
an essential investment in the strength
of our national character, our culture,
and our material lives.

Now more than ever in America, we
need institutions of higher education
to perform this critical function. At
this time of great national introspec-
tion and examination, the university
and its defense of enduring values are
more relevant than ever. This rel-
evance resounded clearly in Dr.
Tilghman’s address. It is evident to me
that this prestigious university has a
president very worthy to join the se-
quence of distinguished scholars who
have led it over the past few centuries.

Mr. Speaker, I include for the
RECORD the full text of Dr. Tilghman’s
address.
DISCOVERY AND DISCOURSE, LEADERSHIP AND

SERVICE: THE ROLE OF THE ACADEMY IN
TIMES OF CRISIS

Faculty, students, staff, trustees, alumni
and neighbors of Princeton University, dis-
tinguished guests, family and friends:

It is a deep honor for me to assume the of-
fice of 19th President of this great univer-
sity. I accept with both eagerness and humil-
ity, knowing full well that I follow in the
footsteps of predecessors who have provided
Princeton with extraordinary leadership
over the past century. Presidents Goheen,
Bowen and Shapiro, all of whom are present
to witness this beginning of a new presi-
dency, have provided us with a legacy that is
envied in all quarters of higher education, a
legacy that we will cherish and protect, but
also one that we will use as a strong founda-
tion on which to build our future.

Our vision of that future was forever
changed by the tragic events of September 11
at the World Trade Center, the Pentagon and
a field in Pennsylvania. In the aftermath of
those events, I modified the address that I
had been writing in order to speak with you
about what is foremost on my mind. Presi-
dent Bush, in his address to a joint session of
Congress last week, declared war on inter-
national terrorism, a war whose form and
outcome are difficult to imagine. Given the
enormous challenges and the uncertainty
that lie ahead, what is the proper role of the
academy during this crisis and in the na-
tional debate we are sure to have? How can
we contribute as this great country seeks
the honorable path to worldwide justice and
to peace?

Today the academy holds a highly privi-
leged place in American society because of a
long-standing national consensus about the
value of education. Another of my prede-
cessors, President Harold Dodds, said in his
inaugural address in 1933 that ‘‘No country
spends money for education, public and pri-
vate, so lavishly as does the United States.
Americans have an almost childlike in what
formal education can do for them.’’ That
faith is base don a conviction that the vital-
ity of the United States, its creative and di-
verse cultural life, its staggeringly inventive
economy, its national security and the
robustness of its democratic institutions owe
much to the quality of its institutions of
higher education. The spirit of democracy is
now reflected more than ever in our edu-
cation system, with opportunities open to
students of all stripes, from 18-year-old
freshmen to senior citizens; from students
given every imaginable advantage by their
parents to students who spent their child-
hoods living on the streets; from the New
Jersey-born to students from around the
globe; from students who were ignited by
learning from the first day of primary school
to high school drop outs who came to formal
education through the school of hard
knocks. If you will forgive a biologist the
impulse to use a scientific metaphor, the
American education landscape is like a com-
plex ecosystem, full of varied niches in
which a rich diversity of organisms grow and
thrive.

Our society’s confidence in its institutions
of higher education is expressed through the
generous investments of the federal and
state governments in basic and applied re-
search, investments that wisely couple sup-
port for research with support for graduate
education. It is also expressed through fed-
eral and state investments that subsidize the
cost of higher education for those who can-
not afford to pay, investments by private
foundations and charities who see colleges
and universities as the best routes for
achieving their strategic goals, and invest-
ments by individuals and by the private sec-
tor, who see universities as the incubators of
future health and prosperity. In return for
this broad support, society rightfully expects
certain things from us. It expects the genera-
tion of new ideas and the discovery of new
knowledge, the exploration of complex issues
in an open and collegial manner and the
preparation of the next generation of citi-
zens and leaders. In times of trouble, it is es-
pecially important that we live up to these
expectations.

The medieval image of the university as an
ivory tower, with scholars turned inward in
solitary contemplation, immunized from the
cares of the day, is an image that has been
superseded by the modern university con-
structed not of ivory, but of a highly porous
material, one that allows free diffusion in
both directions. The academy is of the world,
not apart from it. Its ideals, crafted over
many generations, are meant to suffuse the

national consciousness. Its scholars and
teachers are meant to move in and out of the
academy in pursuit of opportunities to use
their expertise in public service, in pursuit of
creative work that will give us illumination
and insight and in pursuit of ways to turn
laboratory discoveries into useful things.
Our students engage the world with a strong
sense of civic responsibility, and when they
graduate they become alumni who do the
same. This is as it should be.

Yet the complex interplay between society
and the academy also creates a tension, be-
cause the search for new ideas and knowl-
edge is not and cannot be motivated by utili-
tarian concerns. Rather it depends on the
ability to think in new and creative ways, to
challenge prevailing orthodoxies, to depart
from the status quo. We must continually
strive to preserve the freedom of our stu-
dents and our scholars to pursue ideas that
conflict with what we believe or what we
would like to believe, and to explore deep
problems whose solutions have no apparent
applications. This is not a privilege we grant
to a handful of pampered intellectuals; rath-
er it is a defining feature of our society and
an essential investment in the continuing
strength of our character, our culture, our
ideas and our material lives. When the Nobel
laureate John Nash developed the mathe-
matical concepts underlying non-cooperative
game theory as a graduate student at
Princeton, he could not foresee that those
concepts would be used today to analyze
election strategies and the causes of war and
to make predictions about how people will
act. When Professor of Molecular Biology
Eric Wieschaus set out as a young scientist
to identify genes that pattern the body plan
of the fruit fly embryo, he could not know
that he would identify genes that play a cen-
tral role in the development of human can-
cer. We have learned that we cannot predict
with any accuracy how discoveries and
scholarship will influence future genera-
tions. We also have learned that it is unwise
to search only in predictable places, for new
knowledge often depends upon preparing fer-
tile ground in obscure places where ser-
endipity and good luck, as well as deep intel-
ligence, can sprout. Freedom of inquiry,
which is one of our most cherished orga-
nizing principles, is not just a moral impera-
tive, it is a practical necessity.

Just as we have an obligation to search
widely for knowledge, so we also have an ob-
ligation to insure that the scholarly work of
the academy is widely disseminated, so that
others can correct it when necessary, or
build on it, or use it to make better deci-
sions, develop better products or construct
better plans. In the days ahead, I hope that
our country’s decision makers will draw on
the knowledge that resides on our campuses,
on historians who can inform the present
through deep understanding of the past, phi-
losophers who can provide frameworks for
working through issues of right and wrong,
economists whose insights can help to get
the economy back on track, engineers who
know how to build safer buildings, scientists
who can analyze our vulnerabilities to future
attack and develop strategies for reducing
those vulnerabilities, and scholars in many
fields who can help them understand the mo-
tivations of those who would commit acts of
terrorism here and throughout the world.

American universities have been granted
broad latitude not only to disseminate
knowledge, but to be the home of free ex-
change of ideas, where even the rights of
those who express views repugnant to the
majority are vigorously protected. Defending
academic freedom of speech is not particu-
larly difficult in times of peace and pros-
perity. It is in times of national crisis that
our true commitment to freedom of speech
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